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We extend the Fermi-liquid (FL) theory to include spin-orbit (SO) splitting of the energy bands, focusing on
the Rashba SO coupling as an example. We construct the phenomenological Landau interaction function for such

a system using the symmetry arguments and verify this construction by an explicit perturbative calculation. The
Landau function is used to obtain the effective mass, compressibility, and stability conditions of the FL. Itis shown
that although the charge-sector properties, such as the effective mass and compressibility, are determined solely
by well-defined quasiparticles, the spin-sector properties, such as the spin susceptibility, contain a contribution
from damped states between the spin-split Fermi surfaces and thus cannot be fully described by the FL theory,
except for the case of weak SO coupling. We derive some specific properties of a chiral FL and show, in particular,
that for contact interaction spin-splitting of the Fermi velocities of Rashba subbands occurs because of the Kohn

anomaly, also modified by SO coupling.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A large number of many-body systems are characterized
by nontrivial correlations between spin and orbital degrees
of freedom. To name just a few, these are two-dimensional
(2D) electron and hole gases in semiconductor heterostruc-
tures with broken inversion symmetry,'-> noncentrosymmetric
normal metals® and superconductors,* surface/edge states of
three-dimensional (3D)/2D topological insulators,” conduct-
ing states at oxide interfaces,® atomic Bose’ and Fermi®
gases in simulated non-Abelian magnetic fields, etc. Spin-orbit
(SO) coupling inherent to all these systems locks electron
spins and momenta into patterns characterized by chirality.’
Electron-chiral materials are endowed with unique properties
that are interesting from both the fundamental and the applied
points of view.

Recently, there has been a surge of interest in the
interplay between chirality and the electron-electron (ee)
interaction, which is necessarily present in all these sys-
tems. The current tendency—driven in part by the need
to develop semiconductor-based spintronic devices—is to
enhance the strength of the SO interaction relative to other
energy scales, namely, the Fermi energy and the poten-
tial energy of Coulomb repulsion. In semiconductor het-
erostructures, this can be achieved by reducing the carrier
number density, even to the point when only the lowest
of the spin-split Rashba subbands is occupied.'” In other
systems, such as the Au-intercalated graphene-Ni interface,'!
Bi/Ag(111)'? and Bi,Pb;_,/Ag(111)" surface alloys, and
bismuth tellurohalides,'* SO coupling is enhanced due to the
presence of heavy, e.g., Au and Bi, atoms. If the three energy
scales (SO, Fermi, and Coulomb) become comparable to each
other, one ventures into a regime where new phases of matter
become possible. For example, a strong-enough Coulomb
repulsion can force all electrons to occupy only one Rashba
subband"® or to form a spin-nematic phase with spin-split
Fermi surface (FS) but zero net magnetization,”’ or else, if
only the lowest Rashba subband is occupied, to form a number
of liquid-crystal and crystalline phases.!” An important task
is, therefore, to classify and analyze new phases of electronic
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matter that become possible due to the interplay of the ee and
SO interactions.

Analysis of possible new phases usually starts with the
Fermi-liquid (FL) theory. The well-established theory of a
nonchiral [or SU(2)-symmetric (SU2S)] FL'® allows one
to classify possible Pomeranchuk instabilities that break
rotational but not translational symmetry of the FS and to
derive stability conditions in terms of the Landau parameters.

With the exception of quantum wires and surface states
of 3D topological insulators at the Dirac point, all other
examples of electron-chiral systems are believed to behave
as FLs with well-defined quasiparticles near the FS (or
multiple FSs in case of spin-split states), as long as the
ee interaction is too weak to break some symmetries. This
conclusion is supported by a large number of studies in which

various FL quantities—the effective mass,'%?? quasiparticle
renormalization factor,'>*? quasiparticle lifetime,'**? spin and
15,19,23-31 32,33

charge susceptibilities, spin-Hall conductivity,
charge- and spin-drag resistivities,>**> profiles of Friedel
oscillations,*"3¢ plasmon spectra and Drude weights,?” etc.—
were calculated within some version of the perturbation theory
in the ee interaction. Yet, it is obvious that the conventional
FL theory, based on the assumption of SU(2) invariance of
electron spins, is not applicable to electron-chiral systems.
Indeed, the Landau function of an SU2S FL,

f.p) = fp.p)11 + fA(p.p)é - 6,

contains only two invariants: unity and the scalar product of
electron spins. (Here and in what follows, the product of
two matrices is to be understood for projections onto the
spin basis as fy g5 = [ 8aydps + [26ay - 6p5.'%) Clearly,
broken SU(2) symmetry of a chiral FL allows for a much
richer variety of invariants, which cannot be separated into
the charge and spin parts. Although the SO interaction is
a relativistic effect, a relativistic generalization of the FL
theory,” developed in the context of dense nuclear matter,
is also not applicable to SO-coupled electron systems because
the latter are never fully Lorentz invariant. Another line of
work focuses on FLs with SO coupling arising because of

(1.1)

©2013 American Physical Society


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.075115

ASHRAFI, RASHBA, AND MASLOV

the dipole-dipole interaction of fermion spins.>® While this
type of theory is relevant to atomic gases, the dipole-dipole
SO coupling—as opposed to simulated non-Abelian fields—is
very much different from both the Rashba- and Dresselhaus-
type couplings,” which exist already at the single-particle level.
Actually, the closest analogy to a chiral FL is a ferromagnetic
or partially spin-polarized FL, e.g., He? in a magnetic field,
which has a long history of studies, starting from Refs. 39-45
and culminating in a series of detailed papers by Meyerovich
et al **8 (For a detailed discussion of more recent studies, see
Refs. 49.) The difference between partially polarized and chiral
FLs is in that fermions in the latter experience an effective
(momentum-dependent) rather than real magnetic field. In this
paper, we employ this analogy, while also emphasizing the
differences between the two cases. Also, a chiral FL with
two occupied spin-split bands shares some properties with any
multicomponent FL;>° yet its spin sector is very special and,
as we show later, cannot be treated simply by assigning extra
indices to FL parameters. References 51 and 32 considered
an SU2S FL perturbed by a weak SO coupling; in particular,
Ref. 32 studied FL renormalization of spin-chiral resonances.
A FL theory for a generic and not necessarily weak SO
interaction was addressed in Ref. 52; however, subtleties of
the spin sector of such a FL were not considered in that paper.

In this paper, we explore a possibility of constructing a
general theory of chiral FLs. For concreteness, we focus
mostly on linear Rashba SO coupling, relevant for a number
of 2D electron heterostructures; however, we also discuss
briefly the cubic coupling relevant, e.g., for 2D hole gases in
II-V semiconductor heterostructures™ and the surface state
of SrTi03.%>3

We argue that whether a particular quantity of a chiral
FL can be described within the FL formalism depends on
whether this quantity is spin-independent, e.g., the effective
mass or charge susceptibility, or spin-dependent, e.g., the
spin susceptibility.® For spin-independent properties, which
are local in the spin space, the original Landau’s FL theory
can be extended to include the effects of SO by rather
straightforward modifications similar to any two-band FL
theory.”® Spin-dependent properties, on the other hand, are
controlled by particles with momenta in between the two
spin-split FSs. If SO splitting is not small compared to the
Fermi energy, these particles are away from their respective
FSs and thus strongly damped. In general, therefore, one
cannot describe the spin sector of a chiral FL in terms of
noninteracting quasiparticles. One can thus view chiral or,
more generally, non-SU2S fermion systems as ‘“non-Landau
FLs”, i.e., FLs without a full FL theory.

On a technical level, this means that one has to consider
off-diagonal components of the density matrix, and also that
some familiar relations of the SU2S theory, which are local
in the momentum space, are replaced with nonlocal integral
equations. For example, we show that the renormalized g factor
of chiral quasiparticles satisfies an integral equation, where
the integral goes over the entire interval of the momentum in
between spin-split subbands. We show, however, that it is still
possible to account for first-order effects in SO while keeping
the interaction arbitrary. As pointed out by Herring in 1966,
the same difficulty arises also in the theory of ferromagnetic
and partially spin-polarized FLs. Later research*’*® confirmed
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his arguments; see, in particular, a detailed discussion of the
importance of the off-diagonal components in Ref. 47. (Quite
foresightfully, Herring also anticipated a similar problem for a
system with SO coupling in the absence of inversion symmetry,
which is the subject of this paper).

An important topic of current interest comprises the
collective modes of a chiral FL.3>>%6% We will discuss this
topic in a separate forthcoming publication.®!

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
construct the phenomenological Landau function of a chiral
FL. Having been equipped with the Landau function, we pro-
ceed to calculate the effective masses of chiral quasiparticles
in Sec. III and discuss Overhauser-type®? spin splitting of
effective masses in the zero magnetic field, which is similar
to effective-mass splitting in a partially spin-polarized FL.%3-64
Thermodynamic properties of a chiral FL are discussed in
Sec. IV. In particular, the compressibility of a chiral FL is
derived in Sec. IV A, Pomeranchuk stability conditions are
specified in Sec. IV B, and the spin susceptibility is discussed
in Sec. IVC. The FL formalism for the spin susceptibility
is presented in Sec. IV CI1, where the out-of-plane spin
susceptibility is shown to contain a contribution from the states
in between the spin-split FSs. In Sec. IV C2, we discuss the
physical implications of this result and also demonstrate that
the physical origin of mutual cancellation between induced
magnetic moments of occupied Rashba subbands is time-
reversal symmetry (at fixed magnetic field). In Sec. V, we
establish the relation between the phenomenological Landau
function and microscopic interaction vertices. In Sec. VI,
we apply the formalism developed in the previous sections
to a number of specific cases. In Sec. VIA, we evaluate
explicitly the Landau function to second order in a finite-range
ee interaction and confirm the phenomenological form of
the Landau function obtained in Sec. II. The microscopic
Landau function from Sec. VIA is used to calculate mass
renormalization in Sec. VIB, where we show that spin-
splitting of the masses occurs (to second order in both ee
and SO interactions) as a nonanalytic effect, resulting from the
Kohn anomaly modified by the SO interaction. Simple limiting
cases for the spin susceptibility are considered in Sec. VIC.
Our conclusions are given in Sec. VII. Some technical details
of the calculations are delegated to Appendices A-D.

II. LANDAU FUNCTION

We consider a 2D electron system in the presence of linear
Rashba SO coupling, described by the Hamiltonian®
»?

H=H+ Hy=-—1+a@ xp)-e, + Hu,

o 2.1)

where m is the effective electron mass, ¢ are the Pauli matrices,
e, is the unit normal vector, and I-Zm entails a nonrelativistic,
density-density ee interaction. (Here and in the rest of the
paper, « is chosen to be positive, while the Planck and
Boltzmann constants are set to unity. Also, the index f denotes
properties of an interaction-free system.) The space group of
Hamiltonian (2.1) is Cy, and the Rashba SO term is the only
combination of the spin and momentum that is invariant under
the symmetry operations of this group.
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Eigenvectors and eigenenergies of H ¢ are given by

1 1
)= — 4 22
|S p) \/5 (_iselgp> ( )
and
Pl = p?/2m + sap, (2.3)

correspondingly, where 6, is the azimuth of the momentum p,
and s = *£1 denotes the chirality, i.e., the winding direction of
spins around the FS.

In the rest of the paper, we assume that the chemical
potential, u, is positive and intersects both Rashba subbands.
The (bare) Fermi momenta and Fermi velocities of the
individual subbands are given by

pl = Vmay +2mp Fma =mvy Fa),  (2.4a)
vl = vy = Va2 +2u/m. (2.4b)

The central object of the FL theory is the Landau function
describing the interaction between quasiparticles with
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momenta p and p’ and spins ¢ and 6'. Since SO coupling
reduces SU(2) symmetry down to U(1), the Landau function
will contain more invariants compared to the SU2S case
[Eq. (1.1)]. The task of finding all invariants is simplified by
noting that the Rashba coupling is equivalent to the effect of a
non-Abelian magnetic field Bg(p) = (2a/gup)p x e,, where
g is the electron’s g factor and w p is the Bohr magneton. The
most general form of the Landau function must include all
invariants formed out of the six objects—1, ¢, and B g(p) for
each of the two quasiparticles—that are invariant under Cq,,
time reversal, and permutations of quasiparticles. The Landau
function in the real magnetic field B contains extra “Zeeman”
terms, 6" - B and 6 - B, as well as their products.®” In addition
to these couplings, the Rashba field can be coupled to spins
in more ways because, in contrast to the real-field case, the
cross product Bz(p) x Bg(p’) o« p x p’ is nonzero and acts
on spins as another effective magnetic field along the z axis.

Exploring all possible invariants, we arrive at the following
Landau function:

f=r1n+ 6.6 +6,6))+ 6,6+ 38™[16" x (p' — p)-e. —1'6 x (p — p) - e.]
+ 181" x (p'+ p)-e.+1'6 x (P’ + p)-e]+h'V(6 x ey €)' xey-e)+hP (6 xey-e)d xe,-e)

+ %h[(& xep-e)6 xep-e)+ (6 xey-e)d xey-e)l,

where ex = k/k for any k. The scalar functions f* through A
depend on p2, p”%, and p - p’; for brevity, we do not display
these dependences in Eq. (2.5). Superscripts “ph” and “pp”
in the “g” terms indicate that, in the perturbation theory,
these terms come from the interaction in the particle-hole and
particle-particle (Cooper) channels, respectively. The electron
momenta enter f via the Rashba field, Bg(p). In the 2", h®,
and & terms, which contain bilinear combinations of p and p/,
we took the product pp’ out of the invariants and absorbed
it into the scalar functions. In the gP and gPP terms, which
contain the p F p’ combinations, we kept the full vectors p
and p’. In Sec. V, we show how all the terms in Eq. (2.5) are
generated by the perturbation theory for the interaction vertex.

As is to be expected, SO coupling breaks spin-rotational
invariance of the exchange, 6 - 6', term of an SU2S FL.
Anisotropy in the exchange part of f comes from the combi-
nation [6 - (Bg x B'p)][6" - (Bg x B'g)] o 6,6/, which af-
fects only the 6,6, part of the exchange interaction. [Here,
Br = Br(p) and B}, = Br(p’).] Consequently, anisotropic
exchange interactions [the second and third terms in the
first line of Eq. (2.5)] contain different couplings (! and
f+) parametrizing the interaction between the in-plane
and out-of-plane spins, correspondingly. Recent perturbative
calculations®”?>3! show that anisotropy is of the Ising type,
i.e., that f3X > fal In addition to breaking the rotational
symmetry of the exchange interaction, SO coupling generates
effective Zeeman terms [with coupling constants gP", gPP, h(D,
and h®], which depend explicitly on p and p’. It is worth
pointing out that the “A” terms can be written in two equivalent
forms. For example, the 1D term can be written down either

(2.5)

as (6 x p-e,)6’ xp -e)oras(é -p)é’ -p’), which results
in equivalent Landau functions upon a redefinition of f2I.

Spins in Eq. (2.5) are not yet represented in any particular
basis. However, in order to project electrons’ momenta on the
FSs, we need to specify the basis. Since the ee interaction
commutes with spins, the spin structure of quasiparticles’
states is still governed by the Rashba term, as long as the
interaction is below the threshold value for a Pomeranchuk
instability. This argument is nothing more than the usual
assumption that symmetries of the system do not change
if the interaction is switched on adiabatically. Microscopic
calculations in Sec. V indeed show that the spin structure
of quasiparticles is the same as of noninteracting electrons.
Therefore, we take the chiral basis of Eq. (2.2) as the eigenbasis
for quasiparticles of a Rashba FL.

III. EFFECTIVE MASS

The original Landau’s derivation of the FL effective mass'®

is restricted to Galilean-invariant systems and thus cannot be
applied to our case because the SO term breaks Galilean
invariance. A generalization of the Landau’s derivation for
a relativistic FL3 is also not applicable here because our
Hamiltonian [Eq. (2.1)] is not fully Lorentz invariant either.
Therefore, we need to devise an argument that involves neither
Galilean nor Lorentzian boosts.

To this end, we notice that the position operator commutes
with Hi, because Hiy depends only on the positions of
electrons but not on their velocities. Therefore, the velocity
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operator is the same as in the absence of the ee interaction:
N RIS e ) Pj A
V= —il&;,H] = —i[&;,H;] = Zj]l +a(e, x6). (3.1)

Summing Eq. (3.1) over all particles, we obtain
1 .
Trzvj = —Tr Z[pj]l + ma(e, x 6)]. (3.2)
J J

By definition, the total flux of particles is equal to that of
quasiparticles. The same is true for the total momentum and
total spin. Hence, the sums over particles can be converted
into sums over quasiparticles. Introducing a 2 x 2 matrix of
occupation numbers of quasiparticles 7P, we have

Tr/[p]l + ma(e, x 6)]AP(dp) = mTr/ 3pEPAP (dp),
(3.3)

where (dp) = d*p/(2m)?, &P is the energy functional of a
quasiparticle (also a 2 x 2 matrix), and 9péP is its velocity.
Since both the Hamiltonian and 7P are diagonal in the chiral
basis, i.e., (6P)sy = 8sy6F and (AP);y = 84k, a projection of
Eq. (3.3) onto this basis reads

Z /[p + ma(e; x 655)]”[;(511?) =m Z / apéfnf(dp)
(3.4)

Now we apply arbitrary independent variations to the diagonal
elements of the occupation number, keeping off-diagonal
elements to be zero: n? = n?" + &n¥, where n?p = O(ps — p)
at T =0 and py is the Fermi momentum of fermions with
chirality s. (Here, superscript O refers to the unperturbed FL
with no variations in the occupation number.) A variation of
the diagonal element of the quasiparticle energy is related to
sn? via

2 = Y [ futow it @), (3.5)

where the diagonal part of the Landau function is given by

fm’(p’p/) = fv,s’;x,x’(pvp/) (36)

and f§, 55,5, (P,P’) is obtained by projecting Eq. (2.5) onto the
chiral basis. (It is understood that the unprimed Pauli matrices
come with with s;s3 indices, while the primed ones come with
5,54 indices.) Varying both sides of Eq. (3.4), we obtain

> [1p+ mate. x é.1np)

=my / 3pePsnP(dp) +m Yy / 3,86Pn(dp).
s s
(3.7)
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Integration by parts in the first term of the right-hand side of
Eq. (3.7) gives, upon relabeling s «—> s’, p «<—> p’ and using
symmetry fi(p,p) = fos(p'.p),

3 [ b+ mate. x é.1ndp)
=m Z (apsgp)énf

-my / fis . (9P )snP(dp)dp).  (3.8)

Since variations are arbitrary, the integrands themselves must
be equal. Using 3p,n?,'” = —08(py — p')ey and aps?" = ps/m;
as a definition of the quasiparticle effective mass (with p; =
Ds€p), projecting Eq. (3.8) onto e, and setting p = p,, we
obtain

mao m
s 1 z Ass : = Ps— ss'\Ps s '
p[ (e x 6) ep] Pm?+m;/f (Ps.p)
x 8(ps — p)ep - ep(dp)).
3.9)
To simplify the final form of m}, we define
Fss’(psp/) = stss’(pvp/)v (310)

with vy = m} /2 being the density of states of the subband s.
All the scalar functions in the f matrix can be redefined in the
same fashion, e.g.,

F(p,p") = v f(p.p), (3.11)

and similarly for the F2l, Fat GPh, G, HD, H® and H
functions. With these definitions, Eq. (3.9) can be written as

my mao . Ps' 1
—11 e ) €| =1 —F,, 3.12
m[+ps(z><0“) p] +§ P (3.12)
where
¢ dbpp
Fio = | Fso(Ps,Py) cos(Opy) o (3.13)

and 6, is the angle between p and p’. Using explicit forms
of the Pauli matrices in the chiral basis (2.2),
isin6,
cosbp )’

. < sinf,  icosf, ) R ( —cos B
Ox = . . , Oy = ..
—icosfp —sind, ’ —ising,
(3.14)

(01
z—loa

we find (e; x G4y) - €, = 585. (This result simply follows
from the fact the Hamiltonian is diagonal in the chi-
ral basis.) Projecting Eq. (2.5) onto the chiral basis, we
obtain

Q>

Fyy(Ps,Py) = F*(ps,Py) + F¥(ps,py)ss’ cos Oy + GP(py,ps)sps + 5" Py — (sps + 5" ps) cos Opp1/2
+ GPP(py.,py)[sps + 5'py + (spy + 5'py) cos Oy 1/2 + HV (py,pyr)ss’ cos(20pp)

+ H(Z)(ps,ps/)ss’ cos? Gpp/ + H(ps,ps/)ss/ cos epp“

(3.15)
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Notice that the f3% component of the Landau function in
Eq. (2.5) does not enter Eq. (3.15), because &, is off diagonal
in the chiral basis and hence f3% drops out from the diagonal
part of the Landau function. In contrast to the case of a SU2S
FL, where the effective mass contains only the £ = 1 harmonic
of F*, the £ = 1 harmonic of Fyy in Eq. (3.12) contains also
both lower and higher harmonics of partial components of Fj .
Namely, F, ! contains the £ = 0 and ¢ = 2 harmonics of Fal,
G™, G™, and H and the £ = 3 harmonics of H and H )
The final result for the effective masses can be cast into the
following form:

m*
< =1+ —F o 3.16
oyt 510
where
m (.17
my = ———. .
' 1+s’;’)—°‘

Notice that the Luttinger theorem® guarantees only that the
total area of the FS, n(pi + p%), is not renormalized by the
interaction but says nothing about the partial areas. Therefore,
p+ and p_ in Egs. (3.16) and (3.17) must be considered as
renormalized Fermi momenta. The mass m; in Eq. (3.17) has
the same form as the effective mass of free Rashba fermions
ml = Ds /8 e = m/(1 —i—sma/py) except that the Fermi

momenta of an interaction-free system, psf , are now replaced
with the renormalized ones, p,. From Egs. (3.16) and (3.17),
we see that a chiral FL liquid is different from an SU2S one
in that the effective mass (and, as we will see later, other FL.
quantities) is not determined only by the Landau parameters:
One also needs to know the renormalized Fermi momenta.
In this respect, a chiral FL is similar to other two-component
FLS.46’50

Due to hidden symmetry of the Rashba Hamiltonian—
conservation of the square of the velocity®’—the Fermi
velocities of free Rashba fermions with opposite chiralities
are the same; cf. Eq. (2.4b). (However, the masses are
different because of the difference in the Fermi momenta.)
It is reasonable to expect that the ee interaction breaks
hidden symmetry and leads to splitting of the subbands’
velocities. However, no such splitting occurs to first order
in SO coupling,'” even if the ee interaction is accounted
for exactly.®® In the remainder of this section, we present a
microscopic calculation of the effective masses and show that
the velocities are indeed split even by a weak ee interaction
but only at larger values of SO coupling.

We adopt a simple model of a screened Coulomb potential
in the high-density limit (r; <« 1). The leading-order result
for mass renormalization, (m*/m — 1) ~ ryInry, is obtained
already for a static screened Coulomb potential,

TR _ 27 &2
! g+ pre’

(3.18)

where prp = ﬁrs pr is the inverse Thomas-Fermi screening
radius. SO coupling does not affect the form of U, ;r F because
the total density of states remains the same as long as both
Rashba subbands are occupied. The self-energy of an electron
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in the subband s is given by

UTF
X(pw)=— = Z/ (27[)2 q
X [1 + 55" co8(Op+q — Op)Igs (P + q.00 + ),
(3.19)
where
1
&pw) = ———— (3-20)
io— e I 4 2

is the free (Matsubara) Green’s function in the chiral basis with

f given by Eq. (2.3). At small r,, typical momenta transfers
are small, ¢ ~ ptr < pr; therefore, the difference between
Op+q and 6, can be neglected and intersubband transitions
(with s" = —s) drop out. Simplifying Eq. (3.20) in the way
specified above and subtracting the self-energy evaluated at
the FS, we obtain

AES Es(pvw) - Es(Pst)

_ / d’q / d rr
QrR ) 2n ¢

x[gs(p +q.0 + )

— &(Ps +4q.92)].
Integration over  gives (for &}" = — w > 0)

d’q
<0 (27[)2 1

_d
voq
»l d p.f
_ a9 . TF —1 Es s
= /L ﬁU" |:cos <— qu) — Ei| (3.21)

vo

AX, =

<

where vy is the (common) Fermi velocity of Rashba subbands
given by Eq. (2.4b). Expanding Eq. (3.21) to linear order in

eh ! and solving the integral over ¢ to logarithmic accuracy,
we find

p.f f
AS, =2 2m P (3.22)
T Vo PTF

where the subband Fermi momentum, p{ , was chosen as the
upper cutoff. Since the electron Z factor is not affected to
this order of the perturbation theory,'® Eq. (3.22) immediately
gives renormalized Fermi velocities as

2 f

Y=y + “ &.

Vo TTVvo  PTF
This result is the same as for a 2D electron gas without
SO coupling, except for that the Fermi momentum, entering
the logarithmic factor, is specific for a given subband. The
mechanism of such splitting is similar to Overhauser-type

splitting of effective masses in a partially spin-polarized

(3.23)

metal.2-%* Equation (3.23) gives spin-splitting of the Fermi
velocities as
_ 2 f
Uy 7V e_l p_+ (3.24)
Vo TV p{

One needs to keep in mind, however, that Eq. (3.24) was
obtained as a difference of two formulas (3.23), each of
which contains a large logarithmic factor, and is thus valid
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if not only each of the logarithms but also their difference is
large. This requires that p_{ < pf . Such a case is realized for
strong SO interaction, when ma?/2 > p > 0. In this case,
pf: ~uja L pl &~ 2ma, vy ~ o, and thus

vy — U e ma?

~——1In——.

Vo To u

(3.25)

In Appendix A, we compute the self-energy beyond the
logarithmic accuracy and show that Eq. (3.24) is reproduced as
aleading term. Also, we present there a simple way to generate
an analytic expansion of the self-energy in v, which confirms
previous results for velocity splitting.!>?! We return to the
issue of mass renormalization in Sec. VI B, where we show
that a nonanalytic in SO result for velocity splitting comes
from the Kohn anomaly modified by the SO interaction.

IV. THERMODYNAMIC PROPERTIES

In principle, Eq. (2.5) enables one to compute all thermo-
dynamic properties of a chiral FL. In this section, we illustrate
how this program can be carried out in the charge sector
by calculating the isothermal compressibility (Sec. IV A and
deriving Pomeranchuk stability conditions (Sec. IV B).

A. Compressibility
The T = 0 compressibility of a FL is given by

1 (ON
K=——1 ,
N2 BM N

where N = Y [(dp)nf = Y Ny is the number density and
N is the total particle number.

The compressibility of a chiral FL is obtained by a simple
generalization of the original Landau’s argument.'® If the
exact dispersions of Rashba subbands are e€.(p) = ei + W,
the chemical potential is defined as p = e (p4) = e_(p-).
The variation of the chemical potential consists of two parts:
The first one is due to a change in the Fermi momenta in each
of the two subbands and the second one is due to a variation
of the quasiparticles’ dispersions. Since the variations of the
chemical potential are the same for both subbands, we have

de de_
u= +(p) Spy + 5e” = (p)
wp |, P,

A.1)

Sp_ +8sP, (4.2
where 581 are given by Eq. (3.5) and dps = 27/ ps)dN;.
Assuming that the variations of n%, in the p space are localized
near the corresponding Fermi momenta, we integrate n%. over
the magnitude of the momenta to obtain ¥ =Y, F, 525 Ny [ vy.
Combining Eq. (4.2) with the constraint 6N =N, +5N_,
we solve the resulting system for § N1 in terms of u and § N
to obtain

Lyt v (F2 — F°) +v (F% — F")
N2 a+ FO+FY) - FY RO

, 4.3)

with v = )~ v,. The result for the SU2S case is recovered
in the limit when the intra- and intersubband components of
F, ;2 are the same. Indeed, substituting F jro+ =F' =F J,ro_ =
F° = F*/2 into Eq. (4.3), we obtain the familiar result's
 =v/[(1+ FS*)N?].
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Notice that Eq. (4.3) is different from the compressibility of
a two-component FL°° because of the additional assumption
used in Ref. 50, namely, that not only the total number of
particles but also the numbers of particles of a given type
remains constant under compression. While this assumption is
justified in the context of a degenerate electron-proton plasma
considered in Ref. 50, it is not applicable to our case when
particles of opposite chiralities can be exchanged between the
Rashba subbands, and thus the number of particles with given
chirality is not conserved.

B. Stability conditions

To obtain a stability condition in the charge sector, we
require the Gibbs free energy, €2, to be minimal with respect
to arbitrary deformations of the FSs which do not affect their
spin structure. Such deformations can be parametrized via the
angular-dependent variations of the Fermi momenta®’

n=00
ﬁa(e) — Ps = Z As,neln9~

n=—0oo

(4.4)

Corresponding variations in the occupation numbers can be
written as

8AY = O(ps(0) — p) — O(ps — p).

A change in the free energy,

4.5)

1 R /
8Q = Tr [ EP8AP(dp) + S THTY / F(p,p)sAPsA® (dp)(dp)),
(4.6)

must be positive definite with respect to such variations. Using
85y = 859 2 (p — ps), the equation for 82 is simplified to

¥
m s

2
2= 4:;1;

We thus arrive at the stability conditions in the charge sector:

DPsPs ~
Aaz*,n + Z 4;[”; E;:/ASJLAS',—H'

*
K

4.7)

s,s',n

1+ F" >0, (4.8a)
1+ F" >0, (4.8b)
A+ F)HA+F") > F"F", (4.8¢)

for any n > 0. Conditions (4.8a) and (4.8b) are the same as for
the single-component case, while condition (4.8c) indicates
that the two-component FL is stable only if the interband
interaction is sufficiently weak.’® For n = 0, condition (4.8c)
coincides with the condition that the denominator of Eq. (4.3)
is positive.

Note that the divergence of x in gated systems does not
manifest a thermodynamic instability as the total energy of
the system remains positive due to a compensating effect
of the classical charging energy of a parallel-plate capacitor.
Instead, this divergence indicates the onset of the “negative
compressibility” regime, in which the measured capacitance
is larger than the geometric one. Electron and, especially, hole
FLs in semiconductor heterostructures are typically studied in
this regime.”’
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C. Spin susceptibility
1. Fermi-liquid formalism

As mentioned in Sec. I, the subtleties of a non-SU2S FL
are all in the spin sector. To illustrate this point more clearly,
we proceed with evaluating the spin susceptibility.

In order to do this within the framework of the FL theory,
one needs to properly define a change in the occupation
numbers of quasiparticles due to an external magnetic field.
Suppose that an external magnetic field is in the e, direction
and of magnitude much smaller than the effective SO field,

(4.9)

where g is effective g factor. (We neglect here the diamagnetic
response of electrons. In principle, the spin part of the total
susceptibility can be measured, e.g., via the Knight shift or
neutron scattering.) In the absence of an external field, the
chiral states |s,p) (with s = =£1) are filled up to the Fermi
momenta ps. The presence of a magnetic field affects the
spin structure of quasiparticle states. Let |4,p) (with h = £1)
be the states in the presence of the field, filled up to the
Fermi momenta pj,. (To distinguish between the quantities
in the absence and in the presence of the field, we denote
the latter with a tilde over the corresponding symbol.) The
energy functional of quasiparticles in the absence of the field

is diagonal in the |s,p) basis with eigenvalues & :

&P, = (s,pl&P|s’,p) = S,yel.

ss’

gupH KL apr,

(4.10)

The occupation number in the absence of the field is diagonal
as well,

nfs’ = (s»p|ﬁp|s/»p) = (Sss’n?v (4] ])

where nf = ®(p, — p). In the presence of the field, the |s,p)
basis is not an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian. Therefore, the
Zeeman part of the energy functional is not diagonal in this

basis:”!

=P _ P P
853’ - gss’ + 5835’”

4.12)
where

e, = Lg*(pupHol,, (4.13)

g*(p) is the renormalized g factor which depends on the
electron momentum, and o in the chiral basis is given by
the last formula in Eq. (3.14). (At this point, our analysis
differs from that of Ref. 52, where the occupation number was
assumed to be diagonal. On the other hand, our approach is
consistent with that of Ref. 47, which emphasized the need
for including the off-diagonal components of 71 for the case of
a partially spin-polarized FL.) Both the energy functional of
quasiparticles in the presence of the field and their occupation
number are diagonal in the |4, p) basis:

&by = (h,pleP|h.p) = 8unE).

~hh (h,pl€P|h",p) hh ~h @.14)

nzh/ = (h7p|ﬁp|h/’p> = Shh’nz-

There exists a unitary matrix U that diagonalizes &”,, such that

ghh’ = U;lfsggs’ UY’h’ (415)
or, equivalently,

55« = U:héil:h’ Ups . (4.16)
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To first order in H,

U=1+HM+ O(H?), (4.17)
where M is an anti-Hermitian matrix parametrized as
w=(" 7Y, 4.18)
—B* ib

with real @ and b. The matrix M is determined from the
condition that the linear-in- H part of é?s, is given by Eq. (4.13).
L Er Uy are
equal to zero, while Eq. (4.13) contains only off-diagonal
elements. This fixes 8 in Eq. (4.18) to be real and equal to

For a diagonal éﬁh,, the diagonal elements of U f

_ g pup 1

P P

4.19
2 el —¢gl 19

B

The diagonal components of M remain undefined to first

order in H but, using U = e’ ", they can be shown to be equal
to zero to all orders in H. Consequently, M can be written as

- 0 1
a=s(® )}

Since the same matrix U also diagonalizes the occupation
number, we have

(4.20)

=P _ gyt =p
gy = U&‘hnhh’Uh/S"

421

To find a linear-in-H correction to i, it suffices to ap-
proximate 7i},, by a diagonal matrix diag(n’ ,n") with field-

independent n".. Then
8P, = BIM'diag(n®,,n®) + diag(n®,n®)M]
= ﬂH(n?,_ - n'i)&fx,.

It is at this point when the main difference between the SU2S
and chiral FLs occurs: For the former, the change in the
occupation number is localized near the FS; for the latter,
it is proportional to a difference of the occupation numbers
in the absence of the field and is thus finite for a// momenta
between the chiral subbands.

With this remark in mind, we still proceed with a derivation
of the equation for the renormalized g factor. As in the SU2S
case, we decompose the energy variation into the Zeeman part
and the part due to a variation in the occupation number:

(4.22)

8~P _l * H 4
By = 58" (PusHoy,

1 ’ / ~ /
= SenpHo + ) / (dp) fae(P.P)SA,.  (4.23)

tt’

Since (Sﬁf,; is proportional to af,,, the sum over ¢ and ¢’ selects
the only component of the Landau function in Eq. (2.5) that
contains o7, i.e., f . The renormalized g factor remains
isotropic in the momentum space until a Pomeranchuk insta-
bility is reached: g*(p) = g*(p). With these simplifications,

Eq. (4.23) reduces to

g (p) B

=144 / dp') f*(p.p)(n”. — n®)——
MBE
=1- 2/]77 dp'p" f*(p.p") g*(p")
p

P
2m P g

(4.24)

4
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where f2-9(p, p') is the £ = 0 angular harmonic of f%! (we
remind the reader that ¥, depend only on the magnitude of p).
In contrast to the SU2S case, the equation for g*(p) remains
an integral one, even if the external momentum is projected
onto one of the FSs. (The occurrence of integral rather than
algebraic equations is also typical for the theory of a partially
spin-polarized FL; see, in particular, Ref. 47.)
The out-of-plane spin susceptibility is then found as

SUB e
Xz = ﬁ Z\/(dp)ovszs/éns’s

guy [P dpp g*(p)

2 J,, 2w &h —&P
zgzué[/” dpp 1 _2/"*dﬂfp*dp’p’
2 by 2m el — &P b, 21w ), 27
al,0 / *( oo/
f (p,p) 8 (p)]. 4.25)
(ef —eP)eh —&P) ¢

In the last line, we used Eq. (4.24) for g*(p).

Following the same steps, the in-plane spin susceptibility
(Xxx = Xyy) can be shown to contain contributions both from
each of the FSs and from the interval in between the two.
However, since there is always a finite contribution from the
damped states between the two FSs, the problem remains the
same as for y,.. In addition, the in-plane spin susceptibility
contains angular harmonics of all Landau parameters except
for £ The final formula for y., is not sufficiently instructive
to be presented here.

2. Physical interpretation

Equation (4.25) (and a similar formula for x,,) shows that
the spin susceptibility of a chiral FL has a different physical
origin compared to the Pauli susceptibility of a SU2S FL.
Indeed, while the latter is determined by the states right on the
FS, the former comes from a finite interval of states between
the two spin-split FSs. Moreover, this difference is present
already for noninteracting electrons, when the second term in
Eq. (4.25) is absent. Physically, this difference comes about
because, in the SU2S case, the induced magnetic moments
of almost all spin-up and spin-down states cancel each other,
except for the states with momenta between the Zeeman-split
FSs, where the spin-down states are empty but the spin-up
states are occupied. In a weak magnetic field, the width
of this region is proportional to the field, and this is why
only the states at the FS matter in the H — 0 limit. In the
chiral case, SO splitting is present even at zero magnetic
field, and the whole interval p, < p < p_ contributes to
magnetization. This property becomes especially clear in the
Kubo-formula approach, which gives for the spin susceptibility
in the noninteracting case?’

—fo dpln_(p) —ny(p)l, (4.26a)

o = :lx _gzp,% d’p ([ ong on_
xx yy 2z 8 (2”)2 865_’f aeg,f ’

(4.26b)
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where n. are the occupation numbers of the Rashba subbands.
The difference between Eqs. (4.26a) and (4.26b) can be
traced back to the difference between the corresponding Pauli
matrices in the qhiral basis [Eq. (3.14)]. Indeed, since &, is
off diagonal, Xzfz comes only from intersubband transitions,

while 6, and 6, contain both diagonal and off-diagonal

parts, and hence X{x and iji come from both intra- and

intersubband transitions. At 7 = 0, the integrand in XZJ; is

nonzero only in the interval p{ <p< p{ . The second term
in Eq. (4.26b) is the FS contribution. Note that, despite the
difference in the intermediate formulas, the finite results for
the in- and out-of-plane components at 7 = 0 are the same,
X){x = nyy = Xzfz = gzu%/4n;i.e.,n0tonly the noninteracting
spin susceptibility is fully isotropic but it also coincides
with the spin susceptibility in the absence of SO coupling.?®
This is another special property of a linear-in-momentum SO
interaction. [In Appendix B, we show how Eq. (4.26a) can be
obtained via a thermodynamic approach.]

To apply Eq. (4.25) to the FL case, one needs to know
the renormalized quasiparticle spectrum and f*< component
of the Landau function in the entire interval of momenta
between the FSs. If SO coupling is not weak, one needs to
know the properties of chiral quasiparticles far away from
their respective FSs, which is outside the scope of the FL
theory. This problem is not merely technical but fundamental
because quasiparticles decay away from their FSs, and one
thus cannot formulate the FL theory as a theory of well-defined
quasiparticles. This does not mean that a chiral electron system
is a non-FL; on the contrary, all microscopic calculations
(cited in Sec. I) as well as experimental evidence point to
the FL nature of chiral electron systems. However, they are
FLs with the spin sector that cannot be described in the
framework of the FL theory. This conclusion is not restricted
to the case of a FL with the Rashba SO interaction but is also
true for any non-SU2S FL, e.g., ferromagnetic and partially
spin-polarized FLs.*’*837 Nevertheless, we show in Sec. VIC
that Eq. (4.25) reproduces correctly both limiting cases of a
weak ee interaction and a weak SO coupling.

Notice that the integral in Eq. (4.26a) can be re-written
as fooo dpp(d,n, — dpn_), which makes it look like as a FS
contribution.”” This is yet another manifestation of an anomaly
typical for free Fermi systems: The same quantity can be
viewed either as a FS- or a non-FS contribution.”® In the
interacting case, however, such a freedom is no longer there;
for example, Eq. (4.24) for the g-factor cannot be re-written
in terms of the derivatives of the Fermi functions.

We should also point out that the states with momenta
in the interval p < p;, where both Rashba subbands are
occupied, do not contribute to the spin susceptibility, which
implies that the induced magnetic moments of the occupied
Rashba subbands cancel each other. This cancellation is
not accidental but follows from a nontrivial time-reversal
symmetry at a fixed magnetic field. Indeed, a contribution to
the total spin susceptibility from the occupied electron states
of both chiralities and with given momentum p can be written
as

1
xii(p) = lim — &k

4.27
H;—0 I—Il 2 ( )

> (s.p; Hi6i s, p; H),

s
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where |s,p; H) are the basis states in the presence of the
field. To linear order in the out-of-plane magnetic field, the
eigenenergies do not change, while the basis vector in Eq. (2.2)
changes to

1 1
=— o). 428
V2 (—is[l - s—gggff]e19n> (*28)

If the field is in the plane, e.g., along the x axis, the
energies acquire a linear-in-H correction €/ = p?/2m +
sap + s sinfpgup H, /2, while the basis vector becomes

1 1
2 ). @29
V2 (-is[l-i-icosep%:*]el"p) (4.29)

(To find the induced magnetization, one does not need to take
into account the corresponding changes in the normalization
coefficients.) For both orientations of the field, the states
|s,p; H) and |s,—p,—H) are the components of the Kramers
doublet which correspond to the same energy. Indeed, applying
the time-reversal operator, K = O"C where € is a complex
conjugation operator, to spinor (4.28), we obtain

1
I@S, 1H = ; - ) &)
Is-p-H) (is[l —i—s—g/;gfz]e’@P) | = s.p:H)

1
= ; =|s, —p;—H),
(—is[l +s—g’;§:’]e’ep> ls. =P )
(4.30)

up to an unessential overall phase factor, and similarly for
spinor (4.29). The second line in Eq. (4.30) expresses full
time-reversal symmetry, which involves not only acting by the
operator K but also reversing the direction of the magnetic
field. However, the first line of the same equation says that
the spinors also satisfy another symmetry: Specifically, the
operator K reverses the chirality of the state (s — —s) at fixed
H. The spin susceptibility should be even under time reversal.
Applying K (at fixed H) to Eq. (4.27), and taking into account
that K6;K~! = —6;, we obtain

8H1B I e-lPa p-1p .
1190?Z<s,p,ﬂ|/c K&K~ Kls.p: H)

|s.p,H)

Is,p,H) =

Xi(p) = p

SUB WA o
_1!1%0 Hi ZS:(_S’p’H|Ul| S,p,H)— Xu(p)’

(4.31)

which proves that y;;(p) = 0. This is the physical reason for
the cancellation of the contributions from the occupied states
with opposite chiralities.

For noninteracting electrons, one can certainly check this
result explicitly. Indeed, the induced polarization carried by a
state with chirality s and momentum p is given by

H
(s.p, H.e.|6.|s,p, Hee.) = s 507 (4.322)
Olp,
<Svp H ex|6x|svvaxex> - <S7P70|5x|sgp,0>
= s% $in(20,) H, (4.32b)

for the cases of out- and in-plane fields, correspondingly.
Summing over s, we get zero polarization in both cases. We
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argue, however, that since property (4.31) is guaranteed by
time-reversal symmetry, it remains valid also in the presence
of the ee interaction, as long as this interaction does not
lead to spontaneous breaking of this symmetry via, e.g., a
ferromagnetic instability.

V. CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THE MICROSCOPIC
AND PHENOMENOLOGICAL THEORIES

The purpose of this section is to establish the connection
between the Landau function and interaction vertices of the
microscopic theory. As in the theory of a SU2S FL, the relation
between the Landau function and microscopic interaction
vertices is established by deriving the equations of motion
for zero-sound modes. Without loss of generality, we ignore
the effect of impurities and complications arising from the
electric charge of the electrons.

To study the collective modes within the framework of a
phenomenological FL theory, we start with the (collisionless)
quantum Boltzmann equation for the nonequilibrium part of
the occupation number,

38AP + i[AP,EP]_ + v - V8P — 1[V, 58P, 3,2%], =0,

(5.1
where [A,B]. denotes (anti)commutator of A and B. (For
brevity, the dependences of §iP and &P on r and ¢ are not
displayed.) We are interested in zero-sound modes in the

charge sector which correspond to variations in the diagonal
elements of §7P. In the chiral basis,

SnP(r,t) = 8nP(r,1) = 8(s? — w)a,(Bp)e" @ ™,

where a;(6),) describes the angular dependence of 6nP. Hence,
Eq. (5.1) reduces to

(5.2)

3,0nP + v, - VidnP +8(eP — p)vy - Vp8eP =0, (5.3)
where v; = d,¢! and
Vo =Y [ fe@pWant@). s
-
Using Eq. (5.2), we obtain instead of Eq. (5.3)
do’
A = FoWg Ay —, 5.5
=X f ‘ - 5:5)
where
Ay =a, W] (5.6)
and
AARN |
U= — 5.7
= avoa (5.7)

Next we derive Eq. (5.5) from the microscopic theory. Using
the Dyson equation for the interaction vertex—see Fig. |—we
arrive at

srs r(PK Q)_Ffzrs r(P K)+ Z / s.1387 l/(P’P/)

t,t’'==%x1
X q)ll/(P/; Q)Fl’,r;l,r’(P/7K; Q)7

where the (2+ 1) momenta are defined as P =
P = (p,o), etc,

(5.8)

(p,),
and [, is a shorthand notation for
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n)7* [dw [d®p---. Furthermore, T ., (P,K; Q) is an
exact vertex which contains the poles corresponding to the

collective modes, I'S,... .,(P,K) is a regular vertex, obtained

from T in the limit of ¢/Q — 0 and Q — 0,'8 and ®,, is
the particle-hole correlator at fixed direction of the center-of-
mass momentum of the particle-hole pair. The off-diagonal
components of &, are gapped by SO splitting, while the
diagonal ones contain singular parts given by

D5 (P,Q) = (27 Z] [v5)8(@)8(p — p)¥s,  (5.9)

where Z; is the Z factor of the subband s. The Landau function
is related to the vertex I'S%... .. Since Eq. (5.9) must hold for any
K, the vertex can be written as a product of two independent

contributions:

Ly risr(P.K5 Q) = ns(P; Qe (K; Q). (5.10)
Near the poles of I’ .5 ., we have
s = Z thv’ / Fsgrs t(gve/)\yzrlrd—e/ (5.11)
. T 2r

Comparing the kernels in Eqgs. (5.11) and (5.5) and recalling
definition (3.10), we identify the Landau function as
(5.12)

fﬂ/ - _ZZF?\' 18,8’
Vs
We see that, except for the ratio of the densities of states, the
relation between the vertex and Landau function is the same
as in the SU2S theory.

VI. SPECIFIC EXAMPLES

A. Landau function from the perturbation theory

Having established a relation between the Landau function
and microscopic interaction vertex, we now show how the
various components of the phenomenological Landau function
in Eq. (2.5) are reproduced by the perturbation theory for
the interaction vertex. In this section, we consider a second-
order perturbation theory in a (spin-independent) finite-range
interaction with Fourier transform U,. The only constraint
imposed on U, is that it is finite for any ¢, including ¢ = 0.

According to Eq. (5.12), the Landau function is proportional
to the (antisymmetrized) interaction vertex I'2. In the spin
basis,

Q N 13 : /.
Fa,ﬂ;y,s(llp ) - glzlg]o élglo Fa,ﬂ;y,S(Pv P 5 Q)|w:w’:0~ (6])
To first order in the interaction,’* we have
Up-p| Uppi. .
Fa Biy.8 — <U0 - ) 8&}/8/35 - Oqgy 05,
(6.2)
ST
p+q,s' k-q,r'  p+qs'  k-qr' p+q,s' Pat . -q.r
FIG. 1. The Dyson equation for the scattering vertex

Iy (P,K; Q) (solid squares). The open squares represent the
regular vertex ' , ,(P,K).

s,ris’r
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P,s rL p,s P,s L,r pg

(a) ; -

L+P+P’,t P,s

€ - (d)

7 / 7

p.s' P.s (% Lt P

FIG. 2. All second-order diagrams for the ' vertex related to

the Landau function. The rest of the second-order diagrams for I'

vanish in the ¢/ — O limit. The internal (2 + 1) momentum L’

is L' = L + P’ — P. Exchange diagrams enter with a minus sign,

shown explicitly in the figure. Both diagrams in (b) are the exchange
ones.

which is the same as in the SU2S case. To see the non-SU2S
terms, one needs to go beyond the first order.

We start with a particle-particle diagram in Fig. 2(a), the
direct (left) and exchange (right) parts of which are given by

res @) =— / UL, GL,(L)Gh(L), (6.32)
L

3;?/5(1’ P)—/U|p—1|U|p/—l|G£5(L)G£y(L/), (6.3b)
L

correspondingly. Here, integration goes over L = (I,w), L' =
—L + K with K = (k,0) = (p + p’,0), and the free Green’s
function in the spin basis reads

el (P) =

> %(]1 + 56 x e, -e.)g(P), (6.4)

s

where g;(P) is the same as in Eq. (3.20).

First, we focus on the direct part of the vertex, given by
Eq. (6.3a). The cross product of two unity matrices merely
renormalizes the 11 term in the Landau function of an SU2S
FL [Eq. (1.1)]. Consider now the terms involving one unity
matrix and one Pauli matrix:

1
(Tapiys), = ~1 |:]lay6ﬂ8 x Y SALK) e

+ LpsGay X Y 5As(K)- ez} . (65
s,8’

where

A(k) = f W2 el (DL, (66a)
L

Agy (k) = /lU|p ngl (LyglL). (6.6b)
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Since the Green’s function depends only on the magnitude of
the electron momentum, the vectors in Egs. (6.6a) and (6.6b)
are related to each other by

Asy (k) = AL, (K). 6.7)

For the same reason, the directions of both vectors must
coincide with that of k. Using these two properties, we obtain

A/
E sAgy = E s'AS
5,8’ s,s’

where A, (k) is some scalar function of k, whose precise form
depends on the choice of U,. Using the last result, we finally
arrive at

(Tofiys)e =

= kA, (k), (6.8)

—3Ailp+p'D

X []lozy&ﬂé + ]l/%aay] X (P + p/) 1€
= []layé'ﬂg + ]lﬁb‘é'ay] X C] - €, (69)

which coincides with the tensorial form of the gPP term in

Eq. (2.5).
Likewise, the exchange part of diagram (a) gives
(Fesys), = AP +p'D
X [1a565y + 1ﬁy6a8] X (P + p/) - €

= []lmg(’)\'/gy + ]lﬁyaag] x C; -e,, (6.10)

where A is defined by the same relations as (6.6a) and (6.8),
except for a replacement,

U\ifl\ = Up-yUp—.- (6.11)

Although the tensorial form of the exchange vertex seems to
be different from that of the direct one, it is, in fact, the same.
To see this, it is convenient to transform the vertex into the
chiral basis using

T e®@p) =Y T9s s(p.p)els.p)(Bls'.p)
afys
x(s,ply)(s".p'l5),

where |s,p) is the Rashba spinor defined by Eq. (2.2). Applying

(6.12) to Egs. (6.9) and (6.10), we obtain for the direct and
exchange contributions, correspondingly,

6.12)

( lﬂp,|6ls/vp/>) X Cl <€,
(6.13a)

_ 1 7 ,i(6p—0y) Ao

= 5[l +ss’e v (s,plals’,p’) x C; - e,

= ((s.pléls.p) +

FQ,aZ
s5,8';8,8'

+ 5L+ 5505 pl6 ]s.p) x Ca -
(6.13b)

Calculating the matrix elements of the Pauli matrices, it can
be readily shown that the vectors to the left from C; in (6.13a)
and from C; in (6.13b) are the same. Therefore, the tensorial
forms of the direct and exchange vertices are the same also
in the spin basis. So far, we have reproduced the gPP term of
Eq. (2.5).

Now, we consider the product of two Pauli matrices in
Eq. (6.3a),

2.

@ Biy8)n (6.14)

= — 1€ X 6oy )ile: X G45); S (p.p).
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1 .
where S;j) is a second-rank tensor

S P.p) =) s / LU el (gl (6.15)
5,8’ L

This tensor depends only on k = p 4+ p’ and can be formed
only from the components of k as

S§}>(k) = kik; SV (k). (6.16)

Hence,

(l—-Q,al )

a,By.8)h — _AITS(I)(“) + p/|)[6’ay X (p + p/) . ez]

x[6ps x (p+P) el (6.17)

which reproduces the tensorial structure of the % terms in
Eq. (2.5) (with 'V = h® = h/2 to this order of the perturba-
tion theory). As before, the exchange diagram produces same
type of terms.

Since the tensorial structures of the direct and exchange
particle-particle diagrams are the same, the non-SU2S part of
the total particle-particle vertex 'S5 s = =TIy p Jl/ A ;i s
vanishes for a contact interaction, U = const. Therefore, the
g™ term of the Landau function is absent in this case,
whereas the /& terms come only from the particle-hole channel,
considered below.

Next, we show that the crossed particle-hole diagram
[Fig. 2(d)] produces both the gP" and the 4 terms in Eq. (2.5).
A product of the unity and Pauli matrices is processed in
the same way as the analogous term in the particle-particle
diagram. The only difference is that the vectors Ay and A’
are now replaced with

B, (k) = f W28l (L)l (6.18a)
B, (k) = / 1'U2_,8f (Lgl(L"), (6.18b)
where L” = L + P’ — P, and B and B’ are related by
B, (k) = —B/, (k). (6.19)
Defining a scalar function B(k) via
Z sByy = — Z s'B.,, = kB(k), (6.20)
we obtain
(T s), = =58P — P'D[Lay6ps x (' —p) - e
a,B;y.8 ay9ps p p Z

—1ps60y x (p' —p) - €], (6.21)

which coincides with the tensorial form of the gP" term in
Eqg. (2.5). The term involving two Pauli matrices is cast into a
form similar to Eq. (6.17)

(FMT )h =

a,Biy.8 _}17(“3 - p,|)[&ay X (P - p/) : ez)]

X [6ps x (p—p)-el, (6.22)

where 7 (k) is defined similarly to Egs. (6.15) and (6.16),
except that L’ is replaced with L” = L + P’ — P. The last
expression reproduces again the tensorial structure of the 42
and h terms, except for now h') = h® = —h /2. Since there
is no symmetry-based equivalence between 2" and 2®, their
degeneracy at this level is likely to be accidental, i.e., specific
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to the second-order perturbation theory. It is quite possible
that degeneracy is lifted by higher-order terms, but we have
not attempted to verify this conjecture.

Both diagrams (b) either produce the non-SU2S terms
we have encountered before or renormalize the SU2S terms.
Finally, diagram (c) only renormalizes the SU2S terms. We
have thus shown that the second-order perturbation theory
accounts for all terms in the phenomenological Landau
function [Eq. (2.5)].

B. Mass renormalization

In this section, we apply the formalism developed in
previous sections to a calculation of mass renormalization for
Rashba fermions within the FL formalism. We consider the
case of a weak contact ee interaction (U = const) and assume
also that the SO interaction is weak as well, i.e., o« < vp.
(An assumption about the contact nature of the interaction is
unessential; at the end of this section we comment on how the
results are to be generalized for an arbitrary interaction.)

Our focus is on the leading, O(U?a?), corrections to
the effective masses of Rashba fermions. Although such a
correction seems to be perfectly analytic, in fact, it is not: It is
shown that the correction to the effective mass of the subband
s comes as sU%a?. Since the eigenenergies contain s and «
only as a combination s, the second-order term of the regular
expansion in s« is the same for s = %1. In this sense, the
sU?a? correction is nonanalytic and are shown to come from
the Kohn anomalies of the various vertices.

To simplify notations, we suppress the superscript 2 in
the vertices because all the vertices considered in this section
are of the I'® type. Also, we suppress the superscript f
labeling the quantities pertinent to the interaction-free system:
In a straightforward perturbation theory, considered here, the
interaction enters only as the U? prefactor.

A nonanalytic part of the Landau function comes from
particle-hole diagrams for I'? in Fig. 2, i.e., from diagrams
(b)—(d). To maximize the effect of the Kohn anomaly, one
needs to select such initial and final states that correspond to
the minimal number of small matrix elements for intraband
backscattering.

Detailed calculations of the diagrams are presented in
Appendix D; here, we show only how an O(U?«?) correction
is obtained from diagram c. Explicitly, diagram c reads

. U2
Lo (ps.py) = -+ 55" cos(Gp — Gp)ITI(Ips — P’y D).

(6.23)

where Il(g) is the polarization bubble of noninteracting
Rashba fermions. Without the SO interaction, the Kohn
anomaly of Il(g) is located at ¢ = 2pp, where pg is the
Fermi momentum at @ = 0. In 2D, T1(g) is independent of ¢
for g < 2pr and exhibits a characteristic square-root anomaly
for g > 2pp. SO coupling splits the spectrum into two Rashba
subbands with Fermi momenta p. given by Eq. (2.4a). [1(q)
still does not depend on g for ¢ < 2p, in the presence of
SO coupling.?? In the region 2p, < g < 2p_, I1(g) exhibits
a nonanalytic dependence on g. At small «, all three Fermi
momenta are close to each other: p, ~ p_ = pp. In this case,
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the singular parts of I1(g) can be written as (see Appendix C):

M(g) = —v + Mi1.(g) + M—(9), (6.242)

v —2p\31
Mii(g) = — <O —2p+)(qp—F+> . (6.24b)

v q—2pr\"
I _(¢q) = z@(q - 2PF)(p—F> . (6.24¢)

The Kohn anomalies of IT affect the amplitudes of backscat-
tering processes with p’ &~ —p; hence, 6y — 6, = m — 6 with
|6] < 1. Accordingly, the vertex in Eq. (6.24c) reduces to

c U2 / /1 2 /
Iy = my 1+ss —ss 59 I(ps — p'yD)- (6.25)

Furthermore, the Kohn anomaly in II,,(g) affects
scattering processes with momentum transfer in the
interval 2py < g < 2p_. Since I1;,(q) already contains an
extra (compared to IT,;_) factor of (¢ — 2p4), which reflects
suppression of intraband backscattering, the nonanalytic
contribution from IT; . (q) is maximal for interband processes
(s = —s’), when the angular factor in (6.25) is almost equal
to 1. The only vertex of this type is

Fif = —U2H++(Q)

vU? —2p\*
T@(q—ng(u) . (6.26)
PF

The Kohn anomaly of IT,_ gives an effect of the same order
as in (6.26) but for intraband processes:

92
re. = —U2?H+_(q). (6.27)

For a backscattering process, one can approximate g as

q=1ps — Pyl ~ ps + py — pro*/4, (6.28)

where the dependence of the prefactor of the 6% term on « can
c

be and was neglected. For I'° _, we have ¢ = 2p_ — pr6%/4.
Expressing 62 in terms of ¢, we artive at

(q —2p-)gq —2pp)'/?
32 :
Pr

‘= —vU%®d(q —2pr) (6.29)

Now it is obvious that I'{ _ and ' _ are of the same order.
The remaining diagrams are evaluated in Appendix D with
the following results:

r‘ =o, (6.30a)
b c 2 q—2pr\"

rt =-r¢ =v’e@g-2pn)| =), (6.300)
PF
U?v -2 3/2

rf_ = —-0(- 2pF)<qp—FpF> , (6.30¢)
U?v —2p:\?

i ==, 06~ 2p+>("p—"+) , (6.30d)

F
et =o. (6.30¢)
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One should substitute ¢ = |p_ — p’_| in Egs. (6.29), (6.30a),
and (6.30c) and ¢ = |p; — p”_| in Egs. (6.26), (6.30b), and
(6.30d).

We can now calculate angular harmonics of the vertices.
Combining the vertices in the (——) channel and transforming
back from ¢ to 6, we obtain for the nth harmonic of the total
vertex in this channel

I =T 41"

_ l)nU% /2 do > (2ma 6 172
B 4 J, T pr 4

2ma

o 1)”U2v /2 ve o do (2ma 6%\
12 0 b4 PF 4

3 ma '\ >
= ——(—1)"U2v<—) .
8 PF

Equation (6.31) is valid for 1 < n <« /pr/8ma. Likewise,
we find for the +— channel

1 ma'\?
= —(—1)"U2v<—> .
16 PF

Harmonics of the Landau function are related to those of
vertices via Eq. (5.12), in which the proportionality coefficient
Vg Zsz, /vy is taken to be equal to one to lowest order in U and
a.

As mentioned in Sec. I1I, the formula for the effective mass,
Eq. (3.16), contains not only the components of the Landau
function but also the ratio of the subband Fermi momenta,
which, in general, are renormalized by the interaction. How-
ever, combining previous results from Refs. 21,31, and 68,
one can show that this effect occurs only to higher orders in
a and U. Indeed, an analytic part of the ground-state energy
of an electron system with the Rashba SO interaction can
be written as E,, = C(SN/N — 2a/vp)2, where C = const,
8N = N_ — N, is the difference in the number of electrons
occupying the two Rashba subbands, and vy is the bare
Fermi velocity.®® This result is valid to all orders in the ee
interaction of arbitrary type and to lowest order in . Therefore,
the minimum of E,, corresponds to the same value of § N
as for a noninteracting electron gas, which means that the
Fermi momenta are not renormalized. Renormalization of § N
occurs only because of nonanalytic terms in the ground-state
energy.’’*! For a contact interaction, the first nonanalytic
correction occurs to fourth order in U: En, & Ul In? |a].
(A cubic dependence on |« | is due to the fact that a nonanalytic
part of the ground-state energy scales in 2D as a cube of the
parameter controlling nonanalyticity which, in our case, is ;"
an additional factor of In? || comes from renormalization of
the interaction in the Cooper channel.) Then the minimum of
E. + Ena corresponds to a change in the Fermi momenta
p— — ps X 8N o< U*a?1n? |a|, which is beyond the order
of the perturbation theory considered here. Therefore, the
Fermi momenta entering Eq. (3.16) are to be considered as
unrenormalized. In addition, to lowest order in «, we can take
p+ to be equal to p_, so that the ratio of the Fermi momenta
drops out from Eq. (3.16).

6.31)

o pdn
|

(6.32)
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Finally, substituting Eqgs. (6.31) and (6.32) into Eq. (3.16),
we obtain for the renormalized masses

mi —my 1 ! 1 (vUma
_ = : F = —— . 633
my + + - 16( PF ) ( a)
f —m 5 (vUma\?
MoTMo gl gl = 2 (2 (6.33b)
m_ 16\ pr

We see that the masses of fermions with opposite chiralities are
renormalized differently. Since we have already established
that the Fermi momenta are not renormalized to this order,
there is no cancellation between renormalizations of masses
and that of Fermi momenta. Therefore, degeneracy of the
Fermi velocities of the Rashba subbands is lifted by the
interaction

N « P+ p- 3 vUma
T omt omt 8 DF

2
> ,  (6.34)
where vy = /21 /m.

For a momentum-dependent interaction, U,, one can
simply replace U in Eq. (6.34) with U,,, because mass
renormalization comes from backscattering processes. In par-
ticular, U, = vl /2 for the screened Coulomb potential,
Eq. (3.18), in the large-r, limit. In this case, Eq. (6.34) reduces

to
2
o3 (e
Vfr 16 § Vf

As mentioned in Sec. III, degeneracy of the subbands’
Fermi velocities survives to an arbitrary order in the ee
interaction, provided that the SO interaction is treated to first
order.®® Reference 21 finds that, within the small-g scattering
approximation for the screened Coulomb potential, velocity
splitting occurs because of a nonanalytic, ry|a|* In |«|, term
in the electron self-energy. (In Appendix A, we reproduce
the result of Ref. 21.) Our result, Eq. (6.34), differs from
that of Ref. 21 because it comes from backscattering rather
than small-g scattering and corresponds to order r2 of the
perturbation theory, one order higher than order r, considered
in Ref. 21. In reality, both the r;|a|* In |«| and the r2a? terms
are present, and the competition between the two is controlled
by the ratio |«¢|In|«|/rs of the two small parameters of the
model, o and r.

At the same time, we do not reproduce a rather surprising
result of Ref. 22, which finds velocity splitting already to order
Ua for U = const. While such a term contradicts the general
results of Refs. 19 and 68, we also found that, to first order in
U, the Landau function is the same as for an SU2S FL; see
Eq. (6.2). For U = const, this Landau function reduces to a
constant and thus cannot produce mass renormalization.

(6.35)

C. Limiting forms of the spin susceptibility

In this section, we show that Eq. (4.25) reproduces the
known results for x. in the limiting cases of a weak ee
interaction or weak SO coupling.

1. Weak electron-electron interaction

First, we examine the limit of a weak, contact ee interaction;
i.e., we work to first order in the interaction amplitude U
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(a) (b) ( >
p,s k,s’ p,s

p,s p,s

FIG. 3. Self-energy of chiral fermions to first order in the
interaction.

without making any assumption about the strength of SO
coupling. It follows from Eq. (6.2) that f* = —U/2 to first
order in the interaction. We also need the self-energy of the
quasiparticles to first order in the interaction given by (see
Fig. 3)

X(P) = T4(P) + ZX(P),

U
24P) = - Z/ [1+ 55" cos Bk — 6p)]gs(K)
— Jx

(6.36)

and similarly $?(P) = UN, where N is the total number
density of electrons. Therefore, the self-energies of both
Rashba branches are constant and equal to each other. Since the
shift in the energy of quasiparticles with opposite chiralities
is the same, we have &} — &® =2ap and p_ — p; = 2ma,
which are the same relations as for an interaction-free system.

Substituting these results into Eq. (4.25), we find that to first

order in U
mU
Xezz=xo| 1 +—=—.
21

As is to be expected, this result coincides with that of the
first-order ladder diagram of the perturbation theory.?’

Notice that x,, in Eq. (6.37) does not depend on «. This
property survives to all orders in U within the ladder approxi-
mation. Beyond the ladder approximation, the leading depen-
dence on « occurs to order U? as a nonanalytic in « correction:
8xz2 = (2/3)x0o(mU /4 )?|at| pr/€r (Refs. 29 and 31).

(6.37)

2. Weak spin-orbit coupling

Next we consider the opposite limit of an arbitrary ee
interactions but infinitesimally small SO coupling. In this limit,
one must recover the result of a SU2S FL. To obtain ., in this
limit, one needs to evaluate integrals of the type

/ P=dp'p’ f*2p.pg*(p')
p

; ; 6.38
2 ef — ¢ (©39

.
to zeroth order in «. Infinitesimal SO coupling implies that the
region of integration is infinitesimally small compared to the
Fermi momentum, and it suffices to consider only the linear
part of the dispersion near the FS o vs(p — ps), where
vy = 3p£f| p=p,- Note that in the presence of the interaction,
in general, vy # v_. However, to obtain ¥, to zeroth order in
o, one can keep SO coupling only in the Fermi momenta of
the two subbands and set « to zero everywhere else, including
£2L0 which reduces to 0 of an SU2S FL. As a result, v,
can be set to equal to v, the Fermi velocity in the absence of
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SO coupling. Therefore,

/ Pdp'p fp.p)gr () _ pr
p

— % pr,pr)g*(pr).
. 2 ef — e 27 v

(6.39)

Substituting this result into Eq. (4.24) and solving for g*(pr),
we reproduce the result for an SU2S FL,

8

g prp)= ——F—, (6.40)
d 1 +vfa0(pr,pr)
where
s g2ug /”* dppr g*(pr) _ &My v
“ 2 Jp, 2w & P 4 14vfa0’
(6.41)

In both Eq. (6.40) and Eq. (6.41), v is the renormalized
density of states. Notice that SO coupling is eliminated from
Egs. (6.39) and (6.41) as an anomaly, i.e., as a cancellation be-
tween a small denominator (83_ — ¢P) and a narrow integration

range (p— — p4).

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We considered a 2D FL in the presence of the Rashba
SO interaction, which breaks the SU(2) symmetry of the sys-
tem. We constructed the phenomenological Landau function
[Eq. (2.5)], satisfying all the symmetries (Cs,, permutation
of particles, and time reversal). In Sec. VI A, this form of
the Landau function was also obtained by a second-order
perturbation theory in the ee interaction. The key result of
this paper is that while the charge sector of a chiral FL can be
fully described by the Landau function projected on the two
spin-split FSs, any quantity pertaining to the spin sector must
involve the Landau function with momenta between the two
FSs. This feature is most explicitly demonstrated for the case
of the static, out-of-plane spin susceptibility. Therefore, there
is no conventional FL theory, i.e., a theory operating solely
with free quasiparticles, for the spin sector of a chiral FL. This
does not mean that we are dealing here with a non-FL, because
chiral quasiparticles are still well-defined near their respective
FSs. However, the spin sector of a chiral FL. does not allow
for a FL-type description. In other words, we are dealing here
with a special class of FLs (“non-Landau FLs”’), which are FLs
without a full-fledged FL theory. Not only a chiral but also any
FL with broken SU(2) symmetry, e.g., a 3D FL in the presence
of the magnetic field, belongs to this class.*”#%7

The charge sector of a chiral FL is similar to any
two-band FL. One interesting effect of the ee interaction in
a system with either Rashba or Dresselhaus SO coupling
is that it lifts degeneracy of Fermi velocities of fermions
with opposite chiralities, which is apparent already from
the phenomenological formula for the effective masses
[Eq. (3.12)]. However, due to an exact property'*% no
spin-splitting of the velocities occurs to first order in SO
coupling. We obtained an expression for splitting for the
Coloumb-interaction case in the limit of strong SO coupling.
In Appendix A, we reproduced the leading term of the analytic
expansion of the effective masses in the SO coupling constant.
In addition, there are nonanalytic corrections to the splitting,
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which we found by evaluating the nonanalytic corrections to
the Landau function, and showed that velocity splitting occurs
due to terms of order sU%a?, where s = +1 is the helicity.

All the results of this paper also hold for a system with the
linear Dresselhaus rather than Rashba SO coupling. However,
if both Rashba and Dresselhaus couplings are present, the
in-plane rotational symmetry of the FS is broken, and the FL
becomes not only a chiral but also anisotropic. A theory of
such a FL can be constructed along the lines presented in this
paper but we did not attempt such a construction here.

The formalism developed in this paper can also be
generalized to chiral systems with a cubic-in-momentum

fizap = fU0' + f26,6, 4+ 6,6)) + f*6.6.+ ZgPh[(m —16,)(p? - pP)—

i
+ 55,""’[(1167/+ +1'6)(p2 + p2) —

4 h(2)(6.jrpz

+(64p2 —6_p)6LpZ — 6L p,

where all the scalar functions (f*---h) are real. The charge
sector of the chiral FL with cubic-in-momentum SO coupling
is qualitatively similar to that of a chiral FL with linear-in-
momentum coupling, except for spin-splitting of the velocities
now occurs already to the lowest order in the SO coupling, y.>!
The major difference with the case of linear-in-momentum
SO coupling is in how an in-plane magnetic field enters the
Hamiltonian. To linear order in field, the only form of coupling
consistent with the Co,, symmetry is 6, p> H_ + 6_ piHJr,
withHy = H, £iH, 26,53 However, the structure of the theory
remains qualitatively the same in that one still has to deal
with off-diagonal components of the occupation number and
damped quasiparticles.
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APPENDIX A: MASS RENORMALIZATION VIA
THE SELF-ENERGY

In Sec. III, we analyzed mass renormalization of Rashba
fermions to logarithmic accuracy in the parameter prp/p4,
which controls the random phase approximation for the
Coulomb interaction, and showed that degeneracy of the
subbands’ Fermi velocities is lifted by the ee interaction, at
least when SO coupling is so strong that py < p_ (but still
both subbands are occupied). In this appendix, we derive the
result for mass renormalization still to leading order in the
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SO coupling,’® e.g., heavy holes in III-V semiconduc-

tor heterostructures, surface state of SrTiOjz, and possibly
LaAlOs/SrTiO; interfaces.>*> In case of the C,, symmetry,
the Rashba-type Hamiltonian for noninteracting particles with
pseudospin j, = £3/2 reads>

. 2 i

Hjoap = 31+ F6.p2 —6_p)).
where 6+ = o, L ioy, p+ = px £ ip,,and y isreal. Selecting
the invariants in the same way as for linear-in-momentum
coupling, the Landau function corresponding to Hamiltonian
(7.1) is constructed as

(7.1)

16" —1'6-)(p? — p)]

A6 +16)(p? + pD1+h V(64 p> —6_p2 )6, p° — & p?

— 6 p )G pP —6-pH+ Eh[mpi —6_p)G.pP -6 ph)

(7.2)

ee interaction but for an arbitrarily strong SO interaction. For
the time being, we assume that the interaction is described by
a nonretarded and spin-independent, but otherwise arbitrary,
potential U,. To obtain the result beyond the logarithmic
accuracy, one needs to keep the matrix elements in Eq. (3.20)
and relax the assumption of small momentum transfers.
The only small parameter will now be the quasiparticle
energy, ¥ I = p’f — . From this point on, we suppress the
superscript f since all dispersions considered below are for
noninteracting electrons, i.e., & I &P The leading-order
renormalization is logarithmic; therefore, the potential can
be taken as static since the dynamic part does not produce
logarithmic integrals. Subtracting from Eq. (3.20) the self-
energy, evaluated on the FS, we obtain for the remainder

dQ U,
Z/ (2)?

2 2
x gy(p+qw+ Q) — (14 55" cosbp 1q)
x gy (Ps +q.9)]- (A1)

Because of the in-plane rotational symmetry, it is convenient to
measure all angles from the direction of p which, by definition,
coincides with the direction of p,. Using an exact result

—L[(1 4 55" €08 Opq)

6?+q |p+Q| +salp+ql
’ 2m
2
=p—+ﬂcose+q—+sa|p+q| (A2)
2m 2m

where 6 is the angle between p and q, and expanding |p + q
to linear order in ¥ as

&b
Ip+ql= ‘<p5+;)ep+q’
Vo
P

&s
= Ips +ql + - cos (Op,+a): (A3)

075115-15



ASHRAFI, RASHBA, AND MASLOV
where vy is given by Eq. (2.4b), we get

sa
8f+q_e"<1+ cos — — +s'acos 6, +q>
vo vo

2
+ 29 050 + L 4 Salp, +ql —sap,,  (AD)
m 2m
and
9 6 oat —" in (AS)
cos = cos ————sin .
p+q L R s+
One can decompose AY; into two parts as AY = AX! +
AX? with
dQ U,
I _
AZ! = Z/ anr | 22 —L(1+ 55" cos Oy, +q)
x[gs(p+ Q.0+ SZ) —8(Ps +q,2)],  (Aba)
AE? _ meé Z / dQ U, sin? Op,+q
‘ @r2 ) 27 2 Ips+d
X (Ps +q.0 + ), (A6b)

X 85 2p;s qz
2%y | Jo 4p:

)0 -

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 88, 075115 (2013)

where the first part comes from only the immediate vicinity
of the FS, while the second one comes from the entire band.
Integrating over 2 in Eq. (A6a), we obtain the difference of
two Fermi functions of the s’ subband. Expanding the first
Fermi function with the help of Eq. (A4), we get

ony T(l + 55" CcOS Op, 1q)

<1 + 2 cosp— = + s'a cos 6y, +q>
muvg v
x6<pA
m

The § function in (A7) enforces the mass-shell condition
Ips + q| = py, from which we find

+ s'alps +q| — saps> (A7)

cosh = — 2 + (s — s)—<1+s a>7 (A8)
s q s
2 2
q , (ma)
0 =1- — , A9
08 Op, +q TS + s — '] e (A9)

where we used that cosépiq = (p+qgcos6)/|p+q| for
arbitrary p and q. Integrating over 6, we arrive at

2psmug

2ma’
+s Uo 2p2 + ope o ps

— gmie’ 2m°a%
2mmvo v pF

2mv0 [4 - (
+ / dq Uq PF
2

mo

where the first (second) term is a result of intraband (interband)
transitions. Equation (A10) is exact in oc. If U, is replaced with
the screened Coulomb potential from Eq. (3.18), the first term
in Eq. (A10) produces, in the small-r; limit, the r, In 7 result
of Eq. (3.22):

1 ey 2 TF
AL = 7200 Jo dqU,

p
ez eo()]
TTVF Ps

Note that, in contrast to Eq. (3.22), where p, occurs as an upper
cutoff a logarithmically divergent integral, the upper limit of
the integral in Eq. (A11) is defined uniquely.

Equation (A10) also allows one to study the dependence
of the self-energy on « at small o, without assuming that this
dependence is analytic. To first order in «, the integrand can
be expanded as

2ps
PTF

(Al1)

. 8? sa [P q2 q?
AZ! = ———— dgU,~ |1 — . (Al2)
TT°VfF Vfr Jo ZPF 4pF

where pp and v are the Fermi momentum and Fermi velocity
ata = 0, correspondingly. On the other hand, integration over

[1— (14 2] /1 [

(A10)

- g2 (1 4 ) P

Ps

Q in Eq. (A6b) gives

2, me U, sin® 9ps+q Pstq
AR =T Z 22 bt )
. msé U, sin’ Sin” 6y, 1q
B Z Z 2 Ips+4q
Psq '
x © (— ’; cosfh — P s'alps + q| +soeps> .

(A13)

A term of order « can be obtained by expanding the ® function
with respect to «,

0 2
AZ? = m Y% q sin’ Pre coso + L
- 2 |ps —+—q|2 m 2m
P 2pr 2 2
Es
S quq_q Iy Q. (Al14)
TevE VF Jo 2py 4p%

Comparing Egs. (A12) and (A14), we see that AX = AESI +
A¥? = 0 to order o, which is an agreement with the previous
results. %68
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In the Coulomb case, Refs. 19 and 21 also find an r,e? In o
correction to the mass, which is the same for two Rashba
subbands. This correction is produced by the second term in
Eq. (A10). To see this, one can keep only the logarithmic
integrals in (A10). Differentiating (A10) twice with respect to

o, we obtain
A%, ezep 2mur dg e eP 1 VF
= —

2 3
o TV Jome) 94 nvF

(A15)

Integrating Eq. (A15) over «, we reproduce the result of
Refs. 19 and 21. In addition, Ref. 21 obtains velocity splitting
as sryo’ Ina. Such a term is produced by both ! and
¥2. Indeed, keeping again only logarithmic integrals and
differentiating (A 10) three times with respect to « gives

PAZ] 3! /2"“* dg _ 3¢
2

= — = 1 —. Al6
da3 T} o (Al6)

4
mo q T”)F

There is also another contribution of the same order coming
from AX2. It follows from Eq. (A13) that

p 2ps —L)s
AEf=—8m§S [/ dquq/ " d(cos6)
T~ Ps 0 —1

q2 sin @ 2p—s
32 quIU((I)
(P2 + g2 + 2gp, cos0) 4mlal
_L+M
2ps q né
X / d(cosB) 43 7 |
-1 (P2 + g% + 2gp; cos 6)
(A17)
Keeping again only logarithmic integrals, we find
p 2p-s 3
AR2= 5 / dqL v,
16” Ps 4m|a| Pg’
\/ ( q 4msa>2 <4msa q )
N e -——).
2ps q q 2ps
(A18)

Differentiating (A18) three times with respect to o gives

PAX] e 4e’ef
3~‘=—sei/ 4 __ ”1—. (A19)
dar” TV Jama 4 7TUF o
Combining Egs. (A16) and (A19), we obtain
PAY, 72 g
=—s— In—, (A20)
dor’ TVp

which, after integration over «, reproduces the leading loga-
rithmic term in the result of Ref. 21. [We believe that a constant
inside the logarithm, also obtained in Ref. 21, exceeds the
overall accuracy of the calculation.] Note that the velocity
splitting from both contributions in Egs. (A16) and (A19) is a
result of interband transitions only.

APPENDIX B: OUT-OF-PLANE SPIN SUSCEPTIBILITY OF
NONINTERACTING RASHBA ELECTRONS—A
THERMODYNAMIC CALCULATION

In this appendix, we show that the out-of-plane spin
susceptibility, x,., of anoninteracting electron gas with Rashba

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 88, 075115 (2013)

SO coupling is determined by the states in between from the
two spin-split FSs. Since we are dealing only with free states
here, the index f is suppressed while quantities in the absence
of the magnetic field are denoted by the superscript O.
In the presence of a weak magnetic field H in the z direction,

the electron spectrum changes to

A2

&(p)=€(p)+55—,

ap
where e?(p) coincides with Eq. (2.3) and A = gugH /2. The
ground-state energy is given by

E= }:/——qm@m P,

where the Fermi momenta of the subbands are found from
(B3)

It is easy to check that, at fixed number density, €5 is not
affected by the magnetic field. One can thus replace €5 with

0( Dy 9yin Eq. (B3), which gives for the corrections to the Fermi
momenta

B

(B2)

€(ps) = €p.

2

ps = pY+8ps = pl — (B4)

s ki
20vg py

where vy is the Fermi velocity of each of the subbands, given
by Eq. (2.4b). It is convenient to subtract the field-independent
part from E and split the remainder into two parts as

E — E° = Eop + Eo, (BS)

where E, is the contribution from the states near the FSs,

1 Ps+0ps 0
E,=— d , B6
§;L? ppel(p) (B6)

2

and E is the contribution from the states away from the FSs,

1 p? A2
= — d — . B7
2 Xb:/o bp (SZap> B7)
The FS contribution vanishes to order A2
1 0
&ﬁj;?%%ﬂ%ﬁﬂ- (BS)

On the other hand, the off-FS contribution becomes

mA2

P
Eof = —/ PP( 2ap> =5 (B9)

which gives a correct result xzz =g’u Bm /4m (Ref. 29).
Therefore, the out-of-plane spin susceptibility of noninteract-
ing Rashba fermions comes entirely from the states between
the two FSs.

APPENDIX C: KOHN ANOMALY IN A FREE ELECTRON
GAS WITH RASHBA SPIN-ORBIT COUPLING

In this appendix, we derive Eqs. (6.24a)—(6.24c) for the
Kohn anomalies in the polarization bubble of noninteracting
Rashba fermions (Fig. 4):

= Z nss’(Q)v
s,8’

Q) (ChH
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P+Q

MW

P

FIG. 4. Polarization bubble, given by Eq. (C1), with (24 1)
momentum transfer Q.

where
1
M(Q) = / [1+ 55" coS(0y — Bpsq)1gs (P)g (P + O)
P
1 [ d&p )
= z W[l + 55 COS(Gp - 9p+q)]®(_es’p)

1 1
X — .
|:i52 — €y .pt+q T sk iQ+€pq— ex/,pj|
(C2)

(As in Appendices A and B, we suppress the superscript f
denoting the properties of an interaction-free system.) For
q near 2pr, we expand the difference of the quasiparticle
energies as

(C3)

where ¢’ = g — 2p; and the angle 6 = Z(—p,q) is taken to be
small. To leading order in SO, the prefactors in the ¢’ and #>
terms can be and were replaced with their values in the absence
of SO. [For the second term in Eq. (C2), the angle 6 = Z(p,q)
is taken to be small.] Using Eq. (C3), replacing [1 + cos(6p —
Op+q)] With 262, and integrating over €, in Eq. (C2), we obtain
forQ=0ands = s’

v 0, q/
I(q) = > /0 6% 1In (02 + p—F> do,

where 6, is a cutoff whose particular choice does not affect the
singular part of the ¢ dependence. To extract the singular part,
we differentiate I1;;(g) twice with respect to ¢, which makes
the integral to converge in the limit of 6, — o0, and obtain

-+ _ / 2
€l — P = _2eP +vpq' + vppro”,

(C4)

3/2
v q — Zps
s(g) = (g =2ps) — 6®(q —2py) (T) .
(C5)

The (¢')*/? anomaly in I, (q) is weaker than the square-root
anomaly in the absence of SO. This is a consequence of the
fact that backscattering within the same Rashba subband is
forbidden, which is manifested by a small factor of 62 in
the integrand of Eq. (C4). A similar procedure is applied to
I, s, which results from backscattering between different
subbands and hence does not have a small factor of 8%. With ¢’
replaced now with ¢ — 2pr, we obtain the usual square-root
Kohn anomaly,

12
v q—2p
Hx.—s(q) - ns,—s(q = 2pF) + 59(6] - 2pF) <—F) .
PF
(C6)

Note that when the bubble is inserted into the interaction
vertex, as in Fig. 2, the maximum momentum entering the

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 88, 075115 (2013)

bubble is 2p_ (when both the incoming electrons are the —
subband). Therefore, the singularity in I1__, present only for
q > 2p_, is outside the range of allowed momenta. With this
in mind, the nonanalytic part of I, relevant for the calculation
of the Landau function in Sec. VIB, can be written as in
Egs. (6.24a)—(6.24c) of the main text.

APPENDIX D: NONANALYTIC CONTRIBUTIONS
TO THE LANDAU FUNCTION

In this appendix, we calculate O(sa?U?) terms in the
Landau function produced by diagrams (b) and (d) in Fig. 2.
A contribution from diagram (c) is calculated in the main text
of Sec. VIB.

Diagram (d) in Fig. 2 reads

r¢, =

ss'

2
—UT Z[l + srcos(@p — O)I[1 + s't cos(By — 6y)]
rt,L

x gr(L)g:(L"), (D)
where L' = (14 p’ — p,@;). A nonanalytic part of T'%, comes
from backscattering processes with p &~ —p’. Therefore, inter-
nal momenta must be chosen such thatl ~ pandl’ ~ p’ ~ —p,
and both cosine terms in Eq. (D1) are near +1. (The
magnitudes of the internal momenta may differ from external
ones, but taking this effect into account is not necessary to
lowest order in @.) The s = s’ = +1 channel does not contain
a singularity, because the maximum momentum transfer in
this channel is 2p,, while any convolution of two Green’s
functions does not depend on the difference of their momenta
for g < 2py (cf. Appendix C). We thus focus on the s =
s’ = —1 and s = —s’ channels. In the s = s’ = —1 channel,
the angular-dependent factors are maximal for r =t = —1;
however, the singularity in the convolution of two g_ functions
is outside the allowed momentum transfer range. The next
best choice is r = —¢, when one of angular-dependent factors
is small but the second one is large. The choice t =r =1
makes both angular-dependent factors to be small and is
discarded. With all angles measured from p (6, = 0), we
denote 9") =m—0,6=¢,and9y = 7 — ¢ andtake 0, ¢, and
¢’ to be small. After some elementary geometry, we find that
¢’ = ¢ + 6, which implies that the angular-dependent factors
in front of the g, g_ and g_g. combinations are the same.
Therefore,

d U2 2 l
'Z_= —7/L¢ g+(L)g- (L"), (D2)

and similarly,

d U2 2 ’
= _Tde) 8+(L)g+(L). (D3)

The integrals in the equations above are the same as for the
IT,, component of the polarization bubble [cf. Eq. (C4)],
except for that the momentum transfer in I'?_ is measured
from 2 p rather than from 2 p . With this difference taken into
account, we obtain the results for ' _ and I'? _ in Egs. (6.30c)

and (6.30d) of the main text.
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The two “wine-glass” diagrams (b) are equal to each other,
and their sum is given by

U? . .
Oy =5 > / [1—s5s'e"@ M1 + rre' @)
L
rt

X [1 4 sre @[ 4 5'te’ @ =% 1g,.(L)g, (L.
(D4)

Again, we have 1 ~ p and I' = p’ & —p, so that r = —¢ for
the s = s’ = —1 channel. Using the definitions of small angles
above, we obtain

U? . A A
re = (- e_“g)/(l + /X1 — e7%?)
L

x [g+(L)g—(L") + g—(L)g+(L)]. (D5)

Expanding the internal angular-dependent factors to first order
in ¢ and 6, we obtain an integral that vanishes by parity. The ¢

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 88, 075115 (2013)

term is finite but still comes with a small factor of 6 from the
external matrix element. Therefore, '®  does not contribute
to order .

For the s = —s’ channel, only the combinationr =t = +1
contributes. Following the same steps as for '’ . we arrive
at

U? ‘ . .
re = ?(1 + e*’e)/(l — /2P0 (1 — 2%
L

x g4(L)g+(L").

Expanding the angular factors to lowest order, we obtain

(D6)

r;.=u / ¢*g+(L)g+(L), (D7)
L

which coincides with the integral for Il;; in Eq. (C4).

Combining everything together, we obtain the vertices in

Egs. (6.30a) and (6.30b) of the main text.
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