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Luttinger liquid fixed point for a two-dimensional flat Fermi surface
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We consider a system of two-dimensional interacting fermions with a flat Fermi surface. The apparent
conflict between Luttinger and non-Luttinger liquid behaviors found through different approximations is re-
solved by showing the existence of a line of nontrivial fixed points, for the renormalization group (RG) flow,
corresponding to Luttinger liquid behavior; the presence of marginally relevant operators can cause flow away
from the fixed point. The analysis is nonperturbative and based on the implementation, at each RG iteration, of
Ward identities obtained from local phase transformations depending on the Fermi surface side, implying the

partial vanishing of the beta function.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The properties of the two-dimensional interacting fermi-
ons are still largely unknown, despite the tremendous effort
devoted to their understanding in the last years. One of the
most debated questions is on the possible existence of a Lut-
tinger liquid phase, which was first suggested by Anderson'
as an explanation of some properties of high 7, supercon-
ductors, as observed also in recent experiments, see, e.g.,
Ref. 2.

It has been proved, in the case of symmetric, smooth, and
convex Fermi surfaces (such as in the Jellium model® or in
the Hubbard model in the non-half-filled case?), that the
wave function renormalization Z is essentially temperature
independent up to exponentially small temperatures. In a
Luttinger liquid one expects instead a logarithmic behavior
in this regime, i.e., Z=1+0(U?log ), so that such results
rule out for sure the possibility of Luttinger liquid behavior.

On the contrary, the presence in the Fermi surface of flat
regions can produce non-Fermi liquid behavior. The simplest
model with a flat Fermi surface is the 2D Hubbard model at
half filling, in which the Fermi surface is a square. It was
proved in Ref. 5 that the wave function renormalization is
Z=1+0(U?1og? B) up to exponentially small temperatures;
the presence of the log? 3 is a consequence of the Van Hove
singularities, which are related to the fact that the Fermi
velocity is vanishing at the corners of the squared Fermi
surface and implies that also in this case there is not Lut-
tinger liquid behavior.

It is important to stress that the results in Refs. 3-5 are
rigorous as they are based on expansions, which are conver-
gent provided that the temperature is not too low, the finite
temperature acting as an infrared cutoffs; however, such ex-
pansions cannot give any information on the zero tempera-
ture properties.

A lot of attention has been devoted in recent years to the
zero temperature properties of Fermi surfaces with flat re-
gions and no corners, which share some features with the
Fermi surfaces of some cuprates as seen in photoemission
experiments. Parquet method results® and perturbative renor-
malization group (RG) analysis’ truncated at one loop indi-
cate that for repulsive interactions, there is no indication of a
Luttinger liquid phase at zero temperature; the effective cou-
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plings flow toward a strong coupling regime that is related to
the onset of d-wave superconductivity. In a more recent RG
analysis that is truncated at two loops,? one still gets a flow
to strong coupling, but in some intermediate region, some
indication of Luttinger liquid behavior is found.

Apparently, conflicting results are found by applying
bosonization: in Refs. 9 and 10, a model of electrons on a
square Fermi surface was mapped in a collection of fermions
on coupled chains, and it is found that the correlations at
zero temperature in momentum space are similar to the ones
of the Luttinger model. A related but somewhat different
strategies consists in proposing an exactly solvable 2D ana-
log of the Luttinger model; this approach was pursued in
Refs. 11 and 12 and again Luttinger liquid behavior up to
zero temperature was found.

A possible explanation of such conflicting results was
suggested in Ref. 13, postulating the existence for the RG
flow, in addition to the trivial fixed point associated to non-
interacting fermions, of a nontrivial fixed point associated
with Luttinger behavior, which could be made instable by the
presence of marginally relevant operators. In this paper, we
provide a quantitative verification of such hypothesis, explic-
itly showing the existence of a line nontrivial Luttinger fixed
points for the RG flow of a system of 2D interacting fermi-
ons with a flat Fermi surface. It would be not possible to
directly derive such result from the perturbative expansions,
as it is related to cancellations between graphs to all orders
of the expansion which are too complex to be seen explicitly;
it is well known that even in one dimension, Ward identities
(WT) are necessary to prove the existence of a Luttinger lig-
uid fixed point.'* Our analysis is based on the implementa-
tion, in an exact RG approach, of WI with corrections due
the the cutoffs introduced in the multiscale analysis, extend-
ing a technique already used to establish Luttinger liquid
behavior in a large class of 1D fermionic systems'>® or 2D
spin systems.'” Such methods are the only ones, which can
be applied to nonexactly solvable models, such as the model
analyzed in this paper.

II. MODEL

We consider a model with a square Fermi surface similar
to the one considered in Refs. 6, 8, and 9; the Schwinger
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FIG. 1. The Fermi surface corresponding to the singularities of

gx; the four sides are labeled by (o, w)=(%, *).

functions are given by functional derivatives of the generat-
ing functional,

D f P(dp)exp(V() + f dx[ e+ Y b5}, (1)

with t//k are Grassmann variables, k=(k_,k, , ko), k+—L n.,
ko— 5 (n0+2), ne,ng=0,*x1,%x2, ..., and P(d) is the fer-
mionic integration with propagator

s g Hik )Gy {Nag Tha + vi(ko| = pp) T}

—iko+ vp(k,— wpF)

8k =

o= w=*

2 go,w,k’ (2)
H(k_ ):X(a‘zkzv), x(t)=1if <1, and O otherwise, Cal(t) is
a smooth compact support function=1 for r<<1 and=0 for
t=ry, y>1. We assume, for definiteness, aSPf and ap= 12)—6
so that the support of gy is over four disconnected regions;
the Fermi surface is defined as the set of momenta in which
gy for ky=0 is singular in the limit 83— o (Fig. 1).
By using well known properties of Grassmann integrals
[see Ref. 18], Eq. (6) allows us to write the Grassmann field
as a sum of independent fields,

U= 2 2 Yook 3)

o=* w=*

with ¢, . independent Grassmann variables with propaga-
tor g, .k As in Refs. 6, 8, and 9, we can consider only
interactions between parallel patches (V=L,L_),

Y= E 2 g (Vﬂ)“kl

Xl//;:lu'k l//;z Ukzl//‘:S aky a)4 aky 5(k1 k2+k3 k4)
4)

with v(x) a short range potential. The two-point Schwinger
function is given by

> UU(kl k,)

FW()
ﬁ¢xa¢y ¢=0

Sy(x,y) = (5)
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III. RENORMALIZATION GROUP ANALYSIS

As the interaction does not couple different o, we can
from now on fix o=+ for definiteness and forget the index o.
We analyze the functional integral (1) by performing a mul-
tiscale analysis by using the methods of constructive quan-
tum field theory (for a general introduction to such methods,
see Ref. 18). The propagator (2) can be written as sum of
“single slice” propagators in the following way:

0

go(x=y) = 2 g D(x—y), (6)
h=—0
where
((x—y) = L3 ity HEE) -
VB —iky + wv Fk

and f;,(k) has support in a region O(y") around each flat side

of the Fermi surface, at a distance O(y) from it, that is
-1 112 4 4,27,2 +1. ; ;

ayy' ' = Vkg+viki=ayy"!; note that in each term in Eq. (6)

the change of variables k, — k,+wpy has been performed.

The single scale propagator verify the following bound for

any integer M,

A
R EA AR

The integration is done iteratively integrating out the fields
with momenta closer and closer to the Fermi surface, renor-
malizing at each step the wave function. After the integration
of the fields 9, ..., ") we obtain

sin ax_

1eP(x)| = Cy (8)

f Py, (dyf =) 7, ©)

where P (d /=" is the fermionic integration with propaga-
tor Z,'(k)g\=, with g5V=31__ % and Z, is iteratively
defined starting from Z,=1; moreover, if pr=(0,pp,0),

yogn-Ss Ly a[z <k+w,pF>]

n=1 @ (BV 2nk1

[H ¢<h)£] K, Ko,). (10)

By using that [dk|g!¥) |=C¥ and |¢¥) \|=Cy™*, we see
that the kernels W(zlff are O(y*-2); this means that the
terms quadratic in the fields have positive scaling dimension
and the quartic terms have vanishing scaling dimension, and
all the other terms have negative dimension; we have then to
properly renormalize the terms with non-negative dimension.

By calling k=(k_,0,0), we define an £ operator acting
linearly on the kernels of the effective potential,

(1) LW =0 if n=2.

(2) If n=1,

LWA(k) = Wa(k) + ko Wa(K) + k., Wa(k). (1)
(3) If n=2,
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LWk ko ks) = 85 o Wik Ko K3). (12)

By calling ﬁOWg(R)=—iZh(/€_), &+W3(E):wzh(k_) (symme-
try considerations are used), and [,(k_;,k_,k_3)
=WZ(E1,1_(2,1_(3), we obtain

1 e
= ,B_Vg [z(k) wk, — ikozy(k )1 5" 5P
* 1 +(<h) (=h) +(<h)
+2 (BV)41(E Ly(k_ 1k_ok_ 3)1//k1 o zwzw
@0 P oo

X ¢k<<h>5(; 8iki>, (13)

where EZ is constrained to the condition X,&;w;pr=0 and we

have used that, by symmetry, W4(k)=0.
We write Eq. (9) as

f P, (dyf =)=V AITRANZWED (14
h

with R=1-L. The nontrivial action of R on the kernel with
n=2 can be written as

RWZ(k],kQ,kj{) = [Wz(k] ,k2’k3) - WZ(E19k2’k3)]
+ [Wz(l_{th’k:%) - WZ(EI’I_(Z’k3)]
+ [WQ(RI,RZ»k:&) - WZ(E]aEZaE3)]'

(15)
The first addend can be written as
l A
ko,1f dlé’ko1W2(k_,1,k+,1»lk0,1§k2ak3) +hky
0 :
] A
Xf diy, lw(k—,l,fk+,1,0;k2,k3)~ (16)
0 ,

The factors &, ; and k, ; are 0('/’,) for the compact support
properties of the propagator associated with z//w( kh), with A’
=h, while the derivatives are dlmensmnally 0( ~h=1y.
hence, the effect of R is to produce a factor Y -1<1,
making its scaling dimension negative. Similar consider-
ations can be done for the action of R on the n=1 terms. The
effect of the £ operation is to replace in W’zl(k) the momen-
tum & with its projection on the closest flat side of the Fermi
surface. Hence, the fact that the propagator is singular over
an extended region (the Fermi surface) and not simply in a
point has the effect that the renormalization point cannot be
fixed but it must be left moving on the Fermi surface.

In order to integrate the field /") we can write Eq. (14) as

f Py (dyf=)e VARG ()

where PZh_l(dlp(Sh)) is the fermionic integration with propa-
gator,
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1 Hk)C' (k)
Zy (k) -

with C;'(k)=3"___f, and
Z (k) = Z,(k)[1 + Hk) G, (K)z, (k)] (19)

(18)

iko + wv Fk+ ’

Moreover, £V is the second term in Eq. (13).
We rescale the fields by rewriting the right hand side of
Eq. (14) as

f Py, (dgf=P)e STy =RVIGZS0) (a0

where

LV () = E E gh(k 1k 0k_3)

(BV)“
X wzl,,,,lwaz,wz«/f;},w}%,%a(E k) 21)

and the effective couplings,

4
| Z(k_))
gnlk_1.k_p.k_3) = [E thl—(k,—,i)]lh(k_,l’k_,z’k_j).

(22)

After the integrations of the fields ©, /=1, ... ¢/ we get
an effective theory describing fermions with wave function
renormalization Z;, and effective interaction given by Eq.
(21). Note that Z;, and g, are nontrivial functions of the mo-
mentum parallel to the Fermi surface.

We write
f Py, (dyf=""Y) f Py (dy™)
Yo LVNZ, =RV ((Z,— g =) ’ (23)
and the propagator of ch_l(dw) is
1 Fu(k)

&t (k) =H(k_)

Zh—l (k_) - lko + vak+ ’

and

Gi'k) cﬁl(k)} o)

Flk) =2, (k_>[
! " Zyy(k)  Zy (k)

with H(k_)f,(K) having the same support that H(k_)f;,(K). We

integrate then the field ") and we get

f P, (dyf =) 0BT (25)

and the procedure can be iterated.

The above procedure allows us to write Wg,? as a series in
the effective couplings g;, k=h, which is convergent (see
Ref. 18) provided that L_ is finite and &), =sup;=/|g;| small
W|=0(y™"=2). A similar analysis
can be repeated for the two-point function.

195106-3



VIERI MASTROPIETRO

However, even if the couplings g, starts with small val-
ues, they can possibly increase iterating the RG and at the
end reach the boundary of the (estimated) convergence do-
main; if this happen, all the above procedure looses its con-
sistency. A finite temperature acts as an infrared cutoff saying
that the RG has to be iterated up to a maximum scale hg
=0(log B) and, up to exponentially small temperatures, i.e.,
B=0(eMV ‘_1), then surely the effective couplings are in the
convergence domain; however, in order to get lower tem-
peratures, more information on the effective couplings are
necessary.

IV. RENORMALIZATION GROUP FLOW
AND LUTTINGER LIQUID FIXED POINT

The RG analysis seen in the previous section implies that
the effective coupling g, verifing a flow equation of the form

o1 =8+ By (8 - 180) (26)

where the right hand side of the above equation is called beta
function, which is expressed by a convergent expansion in
the couplings if g, is small enough. The first nontrivial con-
tribution to Bg’), which is called B;Z)(h), is quadratic in the
couplings and it is given by

B =B+ B (27)

where

B = J dpH (k) = p_)H(k; _+ p_)gu(k ki - = p_,ks )

fh(p)Cg(I;) , (28)

X gh(kl,—_p—’kZ,—ak?),— )
Do+ UEPy

) =~ f dpH(ky_—p_)H(ks_—p_)

Xgplky ko= p_k3_—p_)

X gn(ky— = p_ks k3, )fh(p) S(g). (29)

pO +URDy
The above expression essentially coincides with the one
found in Refs. 6 and 8; it is indeed well known that the
lowest order contributions to the beta function are essentially
independent by RG procedure one follows.

The flow equation (26) encodes most of the physical
properties of the model, but its analysis is extremely com-
plex. Some insights can be obtained by truncating the beta
function at second order and by the numerical analysis of the
resulting flow by discretization of the Fermi surface; it is
found (see Refs. 6 and 8) that g,(k_,k_,,k_3) has a flow
which, for certain values of k_,k_ 2,k 3 increases and reach
the estimated domain of convergence of the series for WU‘)
While this increasing can be interpreted as a sign of 1nstab11—
ity, mathematically speaking this means that the truncation
procedure becomes inconsistent.

A basic question is about the fixed points of the flow
equation (26); in particular, if there is in addition to the

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 77, 195106 (2008)

trivial fixed point g, =0, a nontrivial fixed point correspond-
ing to Luttinger liquid behavior. Note first that the set

1
gh(k—,l’k—,Z’k—,3) = Z(s(kl,— - k2,—) 5w|,w25w3,w4)\h’ (30)

with N\, constant in Kk, is invariant under the RG flow, in the
sense that if £V% has the form, for k=h

(B @ 2 Niby ol losaptio ol so—pr 31
kk'.p

[OXO)

the same is true for £V, This can be checked by the
graph expansion. In the graphs contributing to Wf{‘), the ex-
ternal lines either come out from a single point or are con-
nected by a chain of propagators with the same w,k_. More-
over, in each Feynman graph, the only dependence from the
momenta of the external lines is through the function H(k_),
which are 1 in the support of the external fields
JdkH(k_) 5. = [dkijs . For the same reasons, Z;, is also inde-
pendent of k_.

The crucial point is that in the set given by Eq. (30), some
dramatic cancellation are present, implying the following
asymptotic vanishing of the beta function (which will be
proved in the subsequent sections),

BY =0(y'e}), (32)

saying that there is a cancellations between the graphs with
four external lines and the graphs with two lines contributing
to the square of Z, [see Eq. (22)]; such graphs are O(1) but
there are cancellations making the size of the sum of them
O(y"). At the second order, Eq. (32) can be verified from
Egs. (29) and (30); at third order, it is compatible with Egs.
(A16), (A15), and (4.8) of Ref. 8.

The validity of Eq. (32) immediately implies the existence
of a line of nontrivial fixed points for Eq. (26) of the form

k2 )511)' 0, %05, o)4)\—oc’

(33)

1
g—oo(k—, 1» k—,2’ k—,}) = ; 5(k1

with A_,, k independent and continuous function of U, \_..
=N+ O(U?) and \y=cU for a suitable constant c.

Note also that to such fixed point is associated Luttinger
liquid behavior, as from Eq. (19) Z,=*"", with n=a\]
+O(U%) and p=(0,p,,p0),

HkD)C (K’
a= lim E - k’dﬁ+dp_0 .(1_) h/( )/
hs o w, —iky+ w'vpk,
H(k)C,(k' +P) K

- i(k(’) +l70) + w’UF(k; +P_+) k.

H(k.)C,'(k - p)
- l(kO —ﬁo) + va(k+ _ﬁ+)

(34)

kg=k,=0

Indeed, the two-point Schwinger function can be written
as
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I © i 8(k) ,
Saxy)= 2 el rrtd T fKOME 1+ A (K],

w=* 18 k h

(35)
with A?(k)=0(g,,) so that
Sixy)= 3 corntno

-1
« LS ey H(k)Cy' (k) 1+A(k)
VBk —iky + wu gk, |k0+vpk |7’
(36)

with |A(k)| = C|U|. This means that to the fixed point is as-
sociated Luttinger liquid behavior, as the wave function
renormalization vanishes at the Fermi surface as a powerlike
with a nonuniversal critical index; the Luttinger liquid be-
havior is found only if L_ is finite. Note also that the cancel-
lation in Eq. (32) reduce to the one in 1D if k_=k’ in Eq.
(31).

V. AUXILIARY MODEL

There is essentially no hope of proving a property such as
Eq. (32) directly from the graph expansion, as the algebra of
the graphs is too cumbersome (except than at one loop in
which it is easy to check). We will follow instead the same
strategy for proving the asymptotic vanishing of the Beta
function in 1D followed in Refs. 15 and 16, considering an
auxiliary model with the same beta function, up to irrelevant
terms, but verifying extra symmetries, from which a set of
Ward identities can be derived. In the present case, such
identities are related to the invariance under local phase
transformations depending on the Fermi surface side, which
in the model (1) is broken by the cutoff function Cy'(k).

We consider an auxiliary model whose generating func-
tion is

f Dz//exp{ > f dkH ™ (k_) C), n(K) (= ik + wk,vF) '2/:)1( Vo

+ V) + 2 fdxsﬁwx xt E dewawa}

w,e=*

(37)
with ChN(k) 2 l;fk(k2+v%“k2) h= 0 Pox= lvba)x(pwx’

_ U _ _
V= L_ E J dXdyU (xO = Vo Xy — Y+) lﬂ:),x w,xl//:)’,ylpw’,y

—= > — > ¥(po.p.)

L (Bv)zkk' BL+POP+

G+ - 9+
X ww,k w,k+(0,p+,p0)¢w’,k’ lpw’,k'—((),ﬂar,l’o)’ (38)

with v(xy,x,) a short range interaction. The above functional
integral is very similar to the previous one, with the differ-
ence that there is an ultraviolet cutoff yN on the + variables,
which will be removed at the end; such features are present
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FIG. 2. Graphical representation of Eq. (39); the blobs represent
Wﬁlk,)n and the wiggly lines represent v the lines gV,

also in the models introduced in Refs. 9 and 12.

Again, Eq. (37) can be analyzed by a multiscale integra-
tion based on a decomposition similar to Eq. (6), with the
difference that the scale are from 4 to N. In the integration of
the scales between N and 0, the ultraviolet scales, there is no
need of renormalization; apparently, the terms with two or
four external lines have positive or vanishing dimension but
one can use the non locality of the interaction to improve
their scaling d1mens10n We integrate (with £=0) the fields
Y gfN=D 9 and we call WY, the kernels in the ef-
fective potentlal multlplymg 2n fermionic fields and a num-
ber m of fields of type J. Again, the dimension is y ¥"*"=2),
k=0, and we have to improve the bounds by using the non-
locality of the interaction. We can write

(Xg = Vi 0sXy —
W)= [ ay et o)

XWE (yDg M (x = yo) Wi (y,:y)

U(Xo—)’o,px -y ,1)
U J dy, ; N (x —y,)

XWE (y,y2:¥1) + USx —y)

deylv(xo YIL07X+ y1+)WE)kl(y1) (39)

The first and the third addend of Fig. 2 are vanishing by
the symmetry g(ko,k,,k_)=—g(-ky,—k,,k_); hence, by using
that ¢, =Cy7 and that W is O(U) (by induction), we
obtain the following bound:

Ul

N
[wall = ¢ ZIWSil- 2 sVl = clul/ L2y (40)
— J=k

Note that we have a gain O(L-'y2¥) due to the fact that we
are integrating over a fermionic instead than over a bosonic
line. Similar arguments can be repeated for ng)z, which can
be decomposed as in Fig 3.

-O-@~ @

.. k
FIG. 3. Decomposition of W%
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The second term in the figure is bounded by
O(|U|L="y72%). A similar bound is found for the third term in
Fig. 3; regarding the first term, we can rewrite it as

U _ _ _
f dxdz[g*N(z - vl - Zo.x, - ZIWGH(EZ,Y)

- f dxdww[gw(x—z)]%’f%@,y)

U
+ f dXdiL_[U(Zo = X0:24 — X4) = 0(Zp — 20,74 — 24)]

x[g*M(x - 2) PW(Z.v0). (41)
and using that
C—2
de[gkN(x 7))’ = fdk H(k_ )Jdkodk ﬁ= ,

(42)

the first addend is vanishing; the second addend by using the
interpolation formula for v(zo —X0>Z4—X1) —U(Z9—20> 24— Z4)s
can be bounded by C|U|y7*, as by 1nduct10n ||W?k)|| =ClU|. A
similar analysis proves the bound for

After the integration of the fields tﬂ(N) YND gD,
we get a Grassmann integral very similar to Eq. (1); the
integration of the remaining fields lﬁm), z,b("), .. 1s done fol-
lowing the same procedure as in Sec. III, with the effective
coupling of form (30) and £LV¥ of form (31). The crucial
point is that the beta function coincides with the beta func-
tion for model (1) up to O(y") terms; hence, it is enough to
prove the validity of (32) in the auxiliary model.

VI. WARD IDENTITIES

We derive now a set of Ward identities, relating the
Schwinger functions of the auxiliary model (37); by per-
forming the change of variables,

+ +
e*’awx —
w,X w,X?

(43)

and making a derivative with respect to ay , and to the ex-
ternal fields, we obtain

J dk'[H™' (k. + p_) Cy p(K + p)[= ik + po) + wvp(k’ + p,)]
- H' (kL) Cy (k") (= ik + wv pk})]
x<&:,k/+p&;,k/w oo )
I K/ R S (/R (44)

where (fﬁ:}k, +plZ-:uk’lZ:)’,k—plZ:u’,k> is the derivative with re-
spect 10 Jp s brr i _ps Por i Of Eq. (37). Computing Eq. (44)
for p_=0, we get if p=(0,p,,pp)

(= iPo + 00 D) Pp. 0t o Vicp.00) + AK,D)

= S [y sl sy = D slio 1 (45)

and
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Alk,p) = f Ak’ COK" BN W5 s Vi eV 10

(46)
with
C(k,p) = (= ik + wvpk,)[C) p(k +P) = C p(K) | + (= ipy
+ ‘UUF17+)[C/1,N(k +p)-1]. (47)
In deriving the above equation, we have used that
|GG
= f dk,<l:b:u,k’+f)lzl:u,k’ lzl:-u’,k—l_:)l’z:u’,k> (48)

for the compact support properties of the fields i, and H>
=H; note also the crucial role of the condition p_=0 in the
above derivation.

The presence of the term A(k,p) in the Ward identity (45)
is related to the presence of the ultraviolet cutoff; as in 1D,
such a term is not vanishing even in the limit N— oc and it is
responsible of the anomalies (see Refs. 15 and 16). The fol-
lowing correction identity holds, which is similar to the one
in the 1D case:

AK,D) = v(= iPo - 0ViPL) 2 Pyl ot i

o'=*

+R%'(k,P), (49)

with Ri’l a small correction. Indeed, Ri;1 can be written as
functional derivative, with respect to ¢*, ¢, and J, of

eWA(J,¢) — f P(d(//)exp{— V(l//) + E f dz[l//:),z Z),Z

+ (b:-o,z‘ﬁ:u,z] + TO(J’ ‘ﬂ) - T—("’ (ﬂ)} ) (50)
with

dp, dpy
Tolo)= J 2m (277)3

) dp, dp, dk
()= f P+ “Po.

C(k P)J ¢k+p wlrbk w? (51)

@2m) (2m) 2m)

Xy~ iPo = VP By g o i - (52)

Equation (50) can be evaluated by a multiscale integration
similar to the previous one, the only difference being that
JJp is replaced by T,—T_. The terms with vanishing scaling
dimension of the form Ji*¢~ can be obtained from the con-
traction of T, and 7_; in the first case, we can perform a
decomposition similar to the one in Fig. 3 (see Fig. 4). Re-
garding the second and third terms, we can exactly proceed
as in Sec. V, the main difference being that at least one of the
two fields in Eq. (51) have scale N so that they obey to the
bound O(y 2y~ (12(N-0) " This follows from the fact that
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FIG. 4. Terms obtained from the contraction of 7,; the black dot
represents C(Kk,p)

when C is multiplied by two propagators, we get

C(k,p)g"(k)g"(k +p)

_ fi(k) fj(k +Pp) B —
= iky+ wvgk, { Cyn(k+D) filk+ p)}
e
—i(ko+ po) + wvpk, +py) Ch,N(k)
(53)

which is nonvanishing only if one among i or j are equal to
h or N.

The main difference with the analysis in the previous sec-
tion is in the first term of Fig. 4; the “bubble” in Fig. 3 was
vanishing, while here it is not. We choose v in Eq. (50) equal
to the value of this bubble in order to cancel it. The value of
the bubble is given by

dk C(k,p) = = —
— ¢ NK)g TV (k +p),

v=Uv(py.p)
PoP | ) = ipy - wosp,

(54)

and in the limit N—o, v= Uv(ﬁo,ﬁ,)#. Hence, for kg,k,

=0(v),
IRZ'(k.p)| = Cepy™". (55)

VII. SCHWINGER-DYSON EQUATION

An immediate consequence of the analysis in Sec. VI is
that for momenta computed at the infrared scale |k|=|k’|

=[k+p|=|k’-p|=|p|=7".

A oA A A 1 A
Coae Al oA, B Ne o wm
<l7[lw,k w,k+f)l7[/a)’,k'¢w',k'—f)> = (Zh)2 L w,kgw”k/gw,k’+f)gw’,k1_f)

X[1+O0(en) Kb, ki i)
2ok
=221+ 0(gp)]. (56)
Z
This says that relations between the effective couplings at a
certain scale #=0 can be obtained from the relations be-
tween the Schwinger functions of the auxiliary model [Eq.
(37)] computed at the infrared cutoff scale. The starting point
for deriving such relations is the Schwinger-Dyson equation
for the four-point function, given by computing the external
momenta at the infrared scale and calling p=(0,p,,p,) and

p=(0.p,.py) (Fig. 5)
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¢

FIG. 5. Graphical representation of Eq. (57); the dotted line
represent the free propagator.

Aog Ao At
<¢/w,k Z,k—ﬁ‘r/’w',k"/’wf,k'+ﬁ>
sV e
= L U(po’p+)gw/,k’+ﬁ<‘/’w',k"r//w',kf><pf),w”(/fw,k w,k—f)>
1
w

u dﬁo dﬁ+

+ — [ A - D 9_
L 8w | oo (ZW)v(po p+)
S >} 57)
p.0" PokPwk-pPo k' Po' kK +p-p/ | -

By the WI [Egs. (45) and (49)],
(= iPo+ @' VP ) Pp 0 Vi wVipo
= Ao P Vi) = sl )]+ HE D (K.p),
(58)

with A, ,(p)=1+0(g;), A,_,(pP)=0(g;), and even in p;
moreover, H, ,(k,p) is a linear combination of the R*!
functions in Eq. (49) with bounded coefficients. The WI for
the four-point function is given by

o _ AA 41— G+
(—ipo+ wUFP+)<Pﬁ,w¢w,k :—u,k—ﬁlp—w,k’w—w,k’+ﬁ—5>
A_ At A 4+
= <lﬂk_f),wwk—f),wlﬁk’,—wwk""f’_f)»_“)

- 7 4 — T+ — —
~ W olicpspoVir —oVierappoe) + V2 (= P — @D
o)

X550k oie—p oicr o p-p—o) + R (KK .pg). (59)

and similar ones so that the second addend of the left hand
side of (57) is given by

_ o 0(po.ps)
f dpodpix.®)———,—
—WPoT WUED,
AT a5 o)
+ AsBN U Vi ot o it sppor)
+A3(f’)<$§,wl/\r/fz_f),m12’;f_f,,wflif;f+13_f,,wf>
+A4(I_))<%Ab§,wlzfi_ﬁ,wlzfigwr ‘;b]tqf,,w& +H* (KK',p)],

(60)

where x,(p) is a compact support function vanishing for p

195106-7



VIERI MASTROPIETRO

=0, and such that it becomes the identity in the limit € —0;
moreover, the functions A;(p) are bounded and even in p,
and H*! is a linear combination of the R*! functions in Eq.
(59) with bounded coefficients.

We have now to bound all the sums in the right hand side
of Eq. (60). Note first that by parity

o _ _ 15([70’17 )
f dpodpx.(P)AP)———, —
—Ipgt W Upp,
X ol o V4,00 = O- (61)

Moreover, the first term in the right hand side of Eq. (60)
verifies

_ . 0(po,ps) =
’fdpodp+_0—+,,_A1(P)Xs(P)
— P+t UpW P,

a_ - a_ Ay
X<¢k—f),w¢k—f),w¢k’,w/ ¢k’+f)—f),w/>

30
= CSh_, (62)
Z,
and a similar bound is true for the second and third term.
Finally, as in Ref. 16,

Af— — —3h
f dﬁodﬂ.f%—%)ﬁ_lf“’l(k,k',f)) SCShY—z~
—ipy+vp0'p, P
(63)

By inserting Egs. (56), (58), and (60)—(62) in Eq. (57), we
get \,=\y+O(U?), which means that the effective interac-
tion remain close to initial value for any RG iteration; a
contradiction argument shows that this can be true only if
the beta function is asymptotically vanishing: as this beta
function is the same of the 2D model (1) with effective cou-
plings (30) up to O(y") terms, then Eq. (32) follows.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that the RG flow for a system of spinless
fermions with flat Fermi surface has, in addition to the trivial
fixed point, a line of Luttinger liquid fixed points, corre-
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sponding to vanishing wave function renormalization and
anomalous exponents in the two-point function; such fixed
point is in the invariant set (30). This makes quantitative the
analysis in Ref. 10, in which the existence of a Luttinger
fixed point in 2D was postulated on the basis of bosoniza-
tion. With respect to previous perturbative RG analysis, the
key novelty is the implementation of WI at each RG itera-
tion, which is in analogy to what is done in 1D.

Of course the other effective interactions should cause
flows away from this fixed point; a similar phenomenon hap-
pens in the 1D (spinning) Hubbard model, in which there is
a Luttinger liquid fixed point in the invariant set obtained
setting all but the backscattering and umklapp scattering
terms equal to zero (that is, the set g;,=g3,=0 in the
g-ology notation, see Ref. 19), but attractive backscattering
interaction produces a flow to a strong coupling regime. We
can in any case expect, as in 1D, that even if the Luttinger
fixed point in 2D is not stable its presence has an important
role in the physical properties of the system.

Fermi surfaces with flat or almost flat pieces and no van
Hove singularities are found in the Hubbard model with next
to nearest neighbor interactions or in the Hubbard model
close to half filling, and it is likely that our results can be
extended, at least partially, to such models. Note, however,
that in such models the sides of the Fermi surface are not
perfectly flat so that one expects a renormalization of the
shape of the Fermi surface, as in Ref. 3, which is absent in
the case of flat sides by symmetry. Another simplifying prop-
erty of the model considered here is that the modulation of
the Fermi velocity is taken constant along the Fermi surface,
which is contrary to what happens in more realistic models;
a momentum dependent Fermi velocity produces extra terms
in the WI, as it is evident from Eq. (43) [vy should be re-
placed by vy(k’) in the first line and vz(k’ +p_) in the second
line], and their effect deserves further analysis.
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