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Electrical Conductivity of Fermi Liquids. I.
Many-body Effect on the Drude Weight
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On the basis of the Fermi liquid theory, we investigate the many-body effect on the Drude
weight. In a lattice system, the Drude weight D is modified by electron-electron interaction
due to Umklapp processes, while it is not renormalized in a Galilean invariant system. This is
explained by showing that the effective mass m’ for D « n/m/ is defined through the current,
not velocity, of quasiparticle. It is shown that the inequality D > 0 is required for the stability
against the uniform shift of the Fermi surface. The result of perturbation theory applied for
the Hubbard model indicates that D as a function of the density n is qualitatively modified
around half filling n ~ 1 by Umklapp processes.
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§1. Introduction

In comparing theory and experiment of highly correlated electron systems, we must distinguish
genuine many-body effects from one-body effects. This is trivial at least in a theoretical investiga-
tion based on a simple model. For example, in the Fermi liquid theory, the thermal mass measured
in a specific heat experiment reflects the mass of quasiparticles, which can be heavily enhanced by
interaction effects. On the other side, the effective mass m’ defined in the Drude weight, which
characterizes the metallic property of the system, does not generally coincide with the quasiparticle
mass m*. In fact it is shown that m’ is not renormalized, or it is independent of electron-electron
interactions in Galilean invariant systems. In a lattice system, Umklapp processes make the Drude
weight depend on the electron-electron interaction and thus the Drude weight can be used as a
direct probe of the metal-insulator transition.ﬂ B This problem has been studied particularly in
one dimensional Systems,ﬂvﬂvﬂvﬂ) where it is shown that the Drude weight D vanishes as the carrier

density n approaches half filling, i.e., in the presence of the Coulomb interaction U > 0, we have
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D  |1—n| = ¢ for the low density limit § — 0 of doped hole. Though the metal-insulator transition
in this form might not be realized in general, we are interested in how this qualitative behavior
of ‘doped insulator’ is reconciled with normal Fermi liquids in two or three dimensional systems,
and we investigate and show how it is put in the context of the general theory of Fermi liquids
when Umklapp processes are effective. In this respect, the effect of Umklapp processes in Fermi
liquids was discussed for the cyclotron resonance frequency w. by Kanki and Yamada,ﬁ) where it
was shown that w. is not renormalized in an isotropic system. In a similar manner, we discuss
that D is not renormalized in an isotropic system and then see in what manner D is modified in a
lattice system.

In §f] we derive the expression for D on the basis of the Landau Fermi liquid theory and show
that it is calculated as the second derivative of the energy E, of the state |p), which is defined from
the ground state by shifting the fermion distribution function nf. The results obtained in §f are
derived microscopically in §f, where the Fermi liquid result of D is obtained using

D = lim mwlmo (w). (1.1)

w—0

To supplement the general discussion of §8fl and |, D is estimated explicitly in §i, where the
effective mass for the Drude weight is calculated up to the second order in U of the Hubbard model
in a square lattice. We observe that D as a function of n is modified qualitatively around half filling
n ~ 1. The last section contains discussions. In this article, we investigate a system described by a
single-band model of fermions at absolute zero. We are mainly interested in the collisionless region
where the effect of a quasiparticle lifetime can be neglected. In Appendix we outline the derivation
of one of the main results on the basis of the finite temperature formalism. A general theory at

finite temperature will be presented in a subsequent paper.ﬂ)

§2. Fermi Liquid Theory 1

First we derive the uniform conductivity on the basis of the Landau theory of Fermi liquids.E)
In the presence of an applied electric field E, the deviation dny from the ground-state distribution
function ng,

0
ong = nk — ny,

satisfies the Boltzmann equation,

(qor — w)ong + q - v —ex) > f (kK )ony
k/

+ieE - vi0(pu —e) = 0, (2.1)

where €}, is energy of the quasiparticle k and

6€k
Vg = ——-

ok



For g = 0 we obtain

ieE - vio(pu — ek)

ong = 2.2
nj, " (2.2)
The total current induced by the field is
J =" 6ngjy (2:3)
k
The conductivity tensor is defined by
e,
O’uy(w) = Q£V7 (24)
where (2 is the total volume of the system. Hence we find
ie? /' n
yJ(w)=—|(— , 2.5
o) =" () (2:5)
where
() = g 3 b — =0 (2.6)
— =3 kuJkvO(H — €k ). .
m’ o 9 p 22
The Drude weight D, eq. ([L.1)), is given as the coefficient of the delta function d(w) in Reo,, (w);
Reo,, (w) = me? (ﬁl) O(w). (2.7)
m' )

Therefore, we obtain

D = we? (4) .
m' /)

The effective mass m/, defined by eq. (@), plays an important role in our theory.
To see that electron-electron interaction does not modify the Drude weight in Galilean invariant

systems, eq. (.6) is transformed as follows,

n 1 8n2 .

(W)W a2 (‘—ak) v (28)
1 Oajku
Q Zk: "ok,
Here we used 0
ony,

_ - _ 2.1
Sl =) = ~ Gk, (2.10)

i.e., the quasiparticle distribution function n{ is represented by the step function 6(u — &) at zero

temperature. As a direct consequence of Galilean invariance, the relation ji, = k,/m, with the

bare electron mass m, is not modified by electron-electron interactions. Therefore in this case we

n n
AL R 2.11
(m/>w - On (2.11)

1
n= ﬁzk:ng, (2.12)

obtain

where



and the Drude weight D = me?n/m is not affected by the interaction. If we assume

Ojiu/Ok, =const. for simplicity, from eq. (2.9) we find

Rl

where m* represents the effective mass of the quasiparticle k. Hence it is concluded that the mass

_(%;W
) =, (2.13)

m’ in the Drude weight is given through the current of quasiparticle, and that m/, m* and the
bare (crystalline) mass m generally take different values. We remark that the effective mass m*
thus defined by 1/m* o (v) does not generally coincide with the thermal mass defined in the total
density of states mj, o (v™1), where the average is taken over the Fermi surface. The difference
between m* and mj;, would be significant only in exceptional cases, as in the vicinity of the van
Hove singularity where the former is less singular than the latter.

Now let us show that the right-hand side of eq. (B-0) is derived in terms of the state |p), which
represents the state obtained by displacing the ground state configuration by p in the momentum
space, i.e., |p) is derived from the ground state |0) by formally replacing the distribution function
ng with ng_p. By construction, the resulting state |p) carries a finite current J pE) Denoting the
energy of the state |p) as E,, we would like to derive J,, = 0E,/0p, and express (n/m’),, as the
second derivative of E, with respect to p.

According to the Landau Fermi liquid theory, the current carried by the quasiparticle k is given
byﬂ)

Je=vk+ Y f(kK)opd(n — ep). (2.14)
k/

The spin dependence of the interaction function f(k,k’) was omitted for simplicity. Using dny =

ng_p = —p- an = d(u — ex)p-vg, we obtain

Jp = Zénm = 25 — &k)PVkJ), (2.15)

= Z d(p — ex)p-vg
X (’Uk + Z f(k, k’)é(u — ek/)vk/> . (2.16)
Y

Comparing eqgs. (B-§) and (2.15), we obtain

OJpy <£>
a2 =0 Y (2.17)

On the other side, to estimate the change of the total energy

§E, = Zekénk + = Z f(k, K ongon, (2.18)
k k!



the deviation 6nj has to be expanded up to the second order in p: dnp = —3, plﬁkino +
> p,-pj(?ki(‘)kjno/z Then we have

0E,
8pu Z €kp- Vk:a’fu

+ Z F(k K)o (1 — ex)d(p — epr) ProRvisy,
kK

(2.19)

where the symmetry relation f(k, k') = f(k’, k) was used in the second term. The first term is put
into

- Z (akugk) PV’ = 25 — k)P VkVky; (2.20)

where we used )y O, (Ekp-an ) = 0. Hence we have

25 — k)P VK Vky

+ Z F(k, KO — er)d (1 — e )PrvRvRr -
k!
(2.21)
As a result, from egs. (2.16) and (2.21) we obtain
OFE
Jpp = —2, 2.22
pp 8]9“ ( )
and using eq. (R.17) we conclude
0Jpp 0%E, n
= =Q(— . 2.23
Op,  OpuOpy, <m’> v (2.23)

As the assumption of an isotropic system, to regard f(k, k') just as a function of cos§ = k - k' /kk’,
is not used in the above derivation, the result (R.29) is generally applied even for an anisotropic
System.E)

§3. Fermi Liquid Theory II

In order to describe the state |p) microscopically, we introduce the Green’s function

1

G (k) = — :
» (k) w—ep+p+isign(ep_p, — p)

(3.1)

We use the abbreviated notation such as k = (k,w) and k' = (k’,w’). In eq. (B.1), ex represents
energy of the bare particle k. In the following, the energy of the quasiparticle k will be denoted by
et. To calculate E, of the state |p), the Green’s function (B.1)) is to be used instead of

1

G (k) =
*) w — g+ p+isign(ep — p)’




which is usually used to describe the ground State.@) In place of eq. (B-1)), we may equivalently use

1
W — Eyp + p+1sign(eg —p)

GO(k) = (3:2)

This Green’s function describes the system which has the same Fermi surface as for the ground
state, but with the shifted one-body energy €, instead of €;. For example, the one-body part of
the total energy of |p) is expressed in terms of Gy (k) = Gp(k — p),

o [ d'k
B =S antean = =i [ 5 reGrin)
. (2m)

4
i %WGS(@

4
— / %ewcﬁ(m (3.3)
=2 Ek+p<éiék>o-

k
To evaluate OE, /Op, the p-dependence in the argument of Gg(kz — p) can be neglected by virtue
of quasimomentum conservation at each interaction point, or we can replace G;O(k) in E, by Gg(k‘)
without loss of generality. Physically, this is related to the fact that replacing the distribution
function ny by ny_, in the expression for E), is equivalent to replacing ej, by €x4,. This point will
be seen below in §f] for a simple case. As a result, for the energy correction AE, = E, — Eg caused

by electron-electron interaction, we obtain the equation

4 0GO(k
28 _ i [ k2 W), (3.4)
opu (2m)* Opy
where Z;(kz) is the total self energy including improper as well as proper parts. In terms of the
identity
oGO (k)
P 0/7.\2
= VUt puGp(k)°, (3.5)
apu +pup
we have
OAE, . [ d%k 0 9
it / AR (3.6)
[ dYk 0
——if Gy ORI D RIGy (R), (3.7)

where we used the relation ¥/ (k)GY(k) = X,(k)Gp(k) for the proper self-energy X,(k) and the

dressed Green’s function defined by
Gyp(k) ™" = GO(R) ™ = 3, (). (3.8)
Thus, together with

OE? Crod*k
# T / (277)41)“;,,“(?2(/@), (3.9)
"



eq. (3.7) leads to

OE, . [ d'%
I —1/ W”Hpqu(k),

where we used

Gp(k) = Gp(k) + Gp(k)Zp(k)Gy (k).

The total current of the state |p) is just given by eq. (3.10), since we find
o 5 [ d'k
Ty = Y uleleny = -1 [ Gy
k

[ dk
= —1/va+pGp(k‘)-
Therefore we obtain
oL,

Jon = Gk

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

Now we derive the other results of the previous section on the basis of the microscopic Fermi

liquid theory using well-known Fermi liquid rela‘cions.E E) To calculate a linear response to the

vector potential A, the total current operator is defined by

— @ A/l A[/’
where
N AF Oey,
Uy = kaucka, Vkp aT,
k 12
and )
0 Ek
N/ AT A
= c
pv Z ECk
— Ok, Ok,

Then the dynamical conductivity is given by

e? Ak 9% w
o (w) = o0 (Kw,(w+10 Q/ . 48k: o ——G(k)e" o),

where K, (w), defined by

Ko@) = —5 [ {01T0,(0)0,]0) expliwt)at,

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

corresponds to the uniform limit & — 0 of the current correlation function K, (k). For the Green’s

function G(k) of the ground state, we omit the subscript p (= 0) for simplicity. In terms of the

vertex function A, (K';k), K, (k) is given by

i rodt
K, =—— | —— ! 2 "—k/2)A, (K k).
k) = g [ oG + R/ — k[0, ()
The vertex function satisfies the following equation;

d4k‘”
(2m)*

Au(l{?l; k) = Uk'p — 1/

P(O)(k/ k//)G(k// + k/Q)G(k// - k/2)Au(k//; k),

(3.19)

(3.20)



where T'O)(k, k) is the irreducible four-point vertex function. As is well known, in the limit k =
(k,w) — 0, which corresponds to the k-w region in the vicinity of the Fermi surface, the product

of the Green’s functions G(k’' + k/2)G (k' — k/2) does not behave regularly but it is written

k’v;:,/

Gk +k/2)G(K — k/2) = G(K')* + 2niz} S(u —ep)o(W). (3.21)

w—k'v;;/

The first term G(k’)? represents a regular part of the left-hand side. In particular, we are interested

in the w-limit (k/w = 0) and the k-limit (k/w = o) of eq. (B.2]), for which we obtain the relation

w k
(w2} —{aw)} = 2mizdé(n - ef)d(w). (3.22)
In eq. (B.21)), v} represents the velocity of the quasiparticle k,
Oer,
. ) 3.23
The quasiparticle energy ¢}, is given as a pole of the Green’s function,
G Nk,ef —p) =¢f —er — X(k,ef —p) =0, (3.24)

where the many-body effect in the one-particle spectrum is embodied in the selfenergy 3 (k,w).

The renormalization factor zj is defined by

_ 03 (k,w)
Lo /27 2
2k Ow o0 (3 5)
Differentiating eq. (8.24) with respect to k, we have
. 0X(k,w) 0X(k,w) B
vjy (1 N w_()) Vg T 0, (3.26)
thus we find
. 0%(k,0
v = 2k (Uk + ék )) (3.27)
Next we consider the derivative of the selfenergy,
O%(k,w) A 0
o = O (k, k' KW' 2
= [ Gyt ) GO ), (3.25)
for which, using
0 AN n2\* 82(]{7,7(*’,)
we obtain (k.) " o)
0¥ (k,w d*k k X (K w
) — (0) / AV , ) )
—h 1/ oyt (k, k) {G(K)?} (vk S ) (3.30)

Note that the k-limit {G(K’ )2}k appears in eq. (B.29) when the derivative is taken with respect to
k' for fixed w’. Comparing eq. (B-30) with

41.m
AE(K) = vy — i / é 7f)4r<0>(k/, ) { G} AL, (3.31)




which is derived from eq. (B.2(), we find

OX(K W'
AR (K'Y = vpry + 721{:, ), (3.32)
w
hence,
Vi, = 2w Ay (K), (3.33)
because of eq. (B-27).
Using the above results, we can write the k-limit of K, (k), eq. (B.19), as
: 41.
g 1 d%k AN
Kb =5 / —(%)4%%{@:(/@ L Ab(k) (3.34)
i d'% 0
-5 / Gy g O (3.35)
d4k‘ 8’Ukl
- / T G, (3.36)

where we used eqs. (B.29) and (B.33) in the second line. Substituting eq. (3.36) for the second term

in the parenthesis of eq. (), we can write the conductivity as
ie?
w + 10

(W) = (K,w(w +i0) — Kﬁy). (3.37)

Thus, the effective mass m’ in the Drude weight,

Reo, (w) = me? (%) 5(w) + Ty, (3.38)
uv

is given by the difference between the w-limit and the k-limit of K, (k);

(i> — K%, - KF,. (3.39)
7%

m/
In other words, the Drude weight is determined by the singular (coherent) part of G2(k'), eq. (B.22).
To estimate eq. (B.39), from eq. (B.20) we obtain

4.
A2k = M)~ [

Thus, egs. (B.22), (B.33), (B.40) lead to

T (ks 1) ({G(k’f}w - {G(k;’)2}k> ) (3.40)

ZkAZ)(k:) = UZ;L + Z f(k7 k/)UZ’ué(M - 67;’) = jz;u (341)
k/
where
f(k, k/) = zkzkll““’(k;, k/). (3.42)
Since we have
w d4l<:’ w B
K5, =K+ / ({G(k;’)z} - {owy?) ) A2 (K), (3.43)



which is derived from eq. (B.-19), using eqs. (B.39), (B:29) and (3.41), for eq. (B.39) we finally obtain

n

1 * % *
<W>u = 5 2 Vi 01 = £1), (3.44)
v k

in agreement with eq. (2.6). Hence, following the argument given below eq. (£.6) and using j; =
v = k/m, we can conclude the absence of renormalization in the Drude weight in Galilean invariant

systems. In particular, when duvy,/0k, = 6., /m, eq. (3.36) gives

S i [ A n
k Hv /
=—— | —GK)=——06,. 4
uv m Q (27‘(’)4G( ) m 2 (3 5)
Therefore, in this case, the sum rule,
0o 2
/ R, (w)dw = % (&) (3.46)
2
e
= O, 3.47
", (3.47)

is saturated with the Drude weight, hence K, = 0. In general, a lost weight in the coherent part

is transfered to an incoherent part;

(z)w ~ (ih __1 /°° Ko (@) 4 s o (3.48)

m m/ T J_ w'

where we defined the effective mass in the total weight,

n 1,
The incoherent part of the spectrum cannot be described in the framework of the Fermi liquid
theory.ﬂ)

In the same manner as we did for G(k), we can derive the Ward identity for the Green’s function
Gp(k) defined in eq. (B.§). Let us introduce £}p defined by

Ekp — Ektp — Lp(k,€pp — 1) = 0. (3.50)

Differentiating this with respect to p, we find
O¢k,y
dp

= Z (vk + gzp(k,o) ) . (3.51)
p=0 ap p=0

Similarly as in eqs. (B-28) - (B.33), using

%, (K, w' o[ AR 9
% — / o 4F(0)(/<;’,k”)a—mGp(k”,w”), (3.52)
and o
) w %, (k
a—pHGp(k’,w’) = {G(k:’)2} (Wu - %) , (3.53)

10



we get

X, (K, ') _ d'k” ) (1.0 1.1t m21% OXp (K", w")
ek —1/ PG ){G(")?} o+ (3.54)

Here the regular function {G(k”)?}" in the w-limit should be used. This is because the pole Egp Of
Gp(k,w) adiabatically moves to €}, as a function of p without crossing the Fermi surface, since the

Fermi surface for Gp(k’) is held fixed as a function of p. Thus, because of

d'K" 1@
AS(K) = gy — / SeT O {G2) Az, (3.55)
which is obtained from eq. (B.2(), we find
w 0%, (K w')
AL (k) = vy + 7”8% , (3.56)
and eq. (B.5])) gives
Oy i (3.57)
a = Jkp> .
dp _— H

where we used eqgs. (3.41) and (B.51). Equation (B.57) is to be compared with eq. (B:23). In

particular, under the assumption
Vi + V! — Vgtq — Vk/—q = 0, (3.58)

we have

0%, (k,w) n 0%, (k,w)
Ow dp

It is easy to check this equation for a few diagrams of lower order. Therefore, in this case, we

ok = 0. (3.59)

see from eqgs. (B.5]) and (B-57) that the quasiparticle current is not renormalized; j;: = vg. This

equation led us to conclude the absence of renormalization in D.
To derive eq. (B:23), we write the w-limit of K, (k) as

dx w o
,Lw: Q/ 4 ku k/)2} Au(k/)

d4/<;/

which corresponds to eq. (3.35) for K. Subtracting eq. (3.36) from eq. (3.60),

" dtx! Qv
K;w ;w = Q/ < kua G (k/) 8£/uG(k/))

d4/<;/
- Q (2m) (o4 a Uk +puGp (k,))

p=0

Therefore, in terms of egs. (3.12) and (B-I3), for eq. (B-39) we finally obtain

(£> 18y 1 9B (3.61)
m' ), QOp,  QOp.dp,’ :

11



§4. Perturbation Theory

4.1 Linear response theory

The effective mass in the Drude weight, defined in eq. (B.q) or eq. (B.44)), which is derived on the
basis of the Fermi liquid theory, gives us a definite picture on how the Drude weight is renormalized
by the many-body effect. However, to estimate the effective mass perturbatively, the formula (3.61)
is practically useful. Not only to verify this formula but to see how Umklapp processes affect the
Drude weight, we apply a finite-order perturbation theory in the following.

In the spectral representation, the dynamical conductivity (B.17) is written as

e2 (i

7)== & [ OT8,0)5,10) explist)de — 5 (01,10) ). (4.1)

For 9, and £/, in this expression, we use egs. (B.I9) and (B.Ig), where the sum over the spin

component ¢ is implicitly assumed in the summation ¥;. Then, taking the limit w — 0, we get

n Ofoy|ry(rlo,0) 1, .,
— = E N R L L L D . 4.2
(m/>w 0 E, — E, + Q<0|€’W|0> (4.2)

In this expression, the sum is taken over the exact excited states |r) of the system. The right-hand

side of eq. ({.2) is derived also from the energy shift E, — Ey caused by the perturbation,

Hy—H=> (chip— €k)ChoCho

ko
.1 N
=pvt g > pupi,.- (4.3)
v
As a result we obtain the relation
’E.
L, _ g <ﬁ,) , (4.4)
8]9“8]9,, m /v
for

E, = (p|H|p) = (0|H,|0), (4.5)

where |p) is the ground state of H.

At this point, it is clear that the method given here has a close connection with Kohn’s dis-
cussionﬂ’ﬂ) that the effective mass defined in eq. (R.7) is derived by investigating variation of the
ground state energy under changes in the boundary condition of a finite system. In a finite sys-
tem the change of the boundary condition causes a uniform shift of discrete momentum quantum
numbers. The point is that, in our theory, the chemical-potential shift eq. (4.3) should be treated
as a perturbation. Since the perturbation adiabatically applied to the system cannot deform the
Fermi surface, we cannot reach |p) from |0) by perturbation theory, but we are led to the excited
state of the energy E,, eq. ({.5), instead of the ground state of H,. In practice, if Ey (= (0|H|0)) is

expressed in terms of bare quantities and interaction parameters, F), is easily obtained from Fy by

12



replacing the distribution function nj with nj_,. Thus, as a method to calculate the Drude weight,
our theory is equivalent to Kohn’s argument, so that eq. (3.61) is generally applied with the proviso
that E, is regarded as the energy of the state |p) derived from |0). The investigation made in the
preceding sections is still instructive, since it clarifies the physical meaning of the Drude weight D:
We must assume D > 0 for the Fermi liquid state to be stable against the shift of the Fermi surface

in the momentum space.

4.2  Drude weight
To evaluate eq. ([.) by perturbation theory, the ground state |0) is expanded up to terms of the
second order in the interaction V' =V — <V>E)

|0) = 10)o + [0)1 + |0)2,

10)1 = —Z%, (4.6)

_ ) (r[V']s){s|V'|0)
10)2 = Z (B — Fo)(E, — EOO)

r#0,s7#0
\0 \ \V’\0>o!2
4.7

To put it concretely, let us study the Hubbard model

H=T+V =Y exé}, tro+ Z Uiz, (4.8)
k,o

We assume that the effective mass in eq. (f.3) becomes isotropic in the z-y plane, m, = m'ou,.

In the zeroth order in U, the second term of eq. ([.3) gives

n A
— | = 4.
(5). = ol0l25100 (49)
1 82€k
ko K
1 02
-~ __EgO (4.11)
2p )
Q Op =0
where
ng, = 0(0/¢],,¢k0(0)o, (4.12)
and
0) = angk'i'p = an—p5k7 (4.13)
ko ko
or, similarly we have - 5
n 1 Nk 5k ng 2
— ) =—= = . 4.14
()= 0 oo = 0 o (411
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It is noted in eq. ({.13) that shifting the distribution njy — nj_,, is formally equivalent to replacing
Ektp Dy e for fixed ny. Accordingly, in eq. (4.10), (n/m/)o is expressed as an average of 0%y, /0k?,
over the states below the Fermi level, while in eq. ({.14) it is given by an average of fu,%u over the
states at the Fermi level, as in eq. (B-44). To estimate 1/m{, numerically, eq. (4.10) is more suitable
than eq. ({.14).

For the correction (n /m')2 of order O(U?), from the first term of eq. (f.J) we obtain

Z| |Ur|0 _2U_2 Z (1 _nk1)(1_nk2)nk3nk4
Q

2
Vkya +Vkoz = Vkse — Vkaa) Ok +ko—ks—k
3 3 ( 1T 2T 3T 4 1thk2—k3—Ka4>
E EO Q ey i (5k1 +5k2 —Ek3 — 5k4)

(4.15)

where

=g Ze lgri, (4.16)
and from the second term of eq. ({.J),

1 N . N
—(1<0|s" 001+ (0], [0)2 + 2(0[27,10)o)

Z (L= i ) (1= ) gy ((Oery | ey _ ey B e, 5 (4.17)
(chs —|—€k2 —eny —er)? \ OKZ T OKZ Ok QK2 ) therherhalm

k1~k
As a result,
n
(W) = eq. (L15) +eq. (4.17), (4.18)
2
and we find )
1
(@) -~ 2 B® | (4.19)
m/2 p p=0
where
— Nk 1-— Nko )N T
Z 1)( 2) 3'YKkq 5k1+k2—k3—k4 (420)
k1~k4 Ekl-l—p t Ckotp — Ekatp — Ekutp
U? (1 =g, —p) (1 — 1y p) ke —pMibey—p
02 kl;ﬂ €ky T Eky — Eks — Eky 1+k2—k3—ka ( )

The above results, following egs. (4.11) and ({..19), verify the relation (3.61) up to terms of the
second order in U. In particular, eqs. (.19) and (4.17) indicate (n/m’)2 = 0 for

Vg + Vg — Vgqq — Vkr—q = 0, (4.22)

i.e., the violation of the group-velocity conservation leads to renormalization of the Drude weight,
in accordance with the note made below eq. (B.5§). Recently this point was discussed by Maebashi
and FukuyamaE)

In Fig. 1, the ratio n/m’ calculated with eqgs. (4.11) and ([.19) are displayed as a function of
n for U = 0 and U = 1 for the square lattice with 4¢ = 1 and also for the case where the next-

nearest-neighbor hopping ¢ = —0.2¢ is included. In the figure, n/m for the total weight defined in
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Fig. 1. (a) n/m’ for U =0, U = 1 and n/m for U = 1 are displayed as a function of n/2 for the Hubbard model
in the square lattice with 4¢ = 1 (left). (b) The same quantities in the presence of the next-nearest-neighbor
hopping ' = —0.2t (right). The Drude weight D and the total weight of o(w) are proportional to n/m’ and n/m,

respectively. The curves for n/m’ (U = 1) are not shown around the van Hove singularity.

eq. (B.49), which is given by eqs. ({.14) and (4.17), is also shown. It is clear from the figure that
the many-body effect modifies the Drude weight,

For U = 1, we see n/m’ decreases precipitously as n approaches the van Hove singularity. In the
second-order correction —(n/m’)2, we found that the part —(n/m’)5 that is not due to Umklapp
processes varies monotonically. For example, in Fig. 1 (a), —(n/m’)} increases almost linearly up to
less than 0.03 as n approaches half filling. The small and non-singular behavior of —(n/m’)3 due to
normal processes is understood by observing that the relevant normal processes are not restricted
in a narrow region around the Fermi level, where the effect of the van Hove singularity is prominent:
For the Fermi surfaces of our example, energy conservation excludes normal processes at the Fermi
level.E) Thus in our example of a single-band model, the renormalization of the Drude weight
and the conspicuous behavior shown in the figure are primarily caused by Umklapp processes,
that is, the renormalization due to the normal processes violating the velocity conservation@) are

qualitatively unimportant here.

We have dD/dn = me?/m’ > 0 for the Drude weight in an isotropic system, since m/(= m) in
this case is independent of n. Correspondingly, even in a lattice system, it is convenient to regard
current-carrying carriers as particles (holes) when dD/dn is positive (negative). For instance, in
the U = 0 Hubbard model on a square lattice, we have dD/dn > 0 for n < 1 as shown by the
solid curve in Fig. 1, while dD/dn < 0 for n > 1. Thus for n > 1 the total current may be well

15



regarded as being carried by holes in the filled band. On the other side, in one dimensional systems,
D vanishes continuously not only for n — 0 and n — 2 but also for n — 1 for finite interaction
U > O.E) Therefore, in this case, even in the underdoped regime n<1 the current-carrying carrier
is regarded as holes doped in an insulating state at n = 1. From this point of view, it is interesting
to note that our result for n/m’ (x D) shows that dD/dn for U/4t = 1 first decreases from a
positive value as n increases from 0, and finally it becomes negative for nS1. The result indicates
a hole-like behavior around half filling, nS1. This behavior is caused by the fact that the slope
dD/dn for U = 0 vanishes as n — 1, while a finite negative correction (n/m’)s decreases in this
limit, as Umklapp processes becomes effective. When the Umklapp processes are effective, the
Drude weight is reduced by the many-body effect, so that a large coupling constant p*U gives rise
to a large difference (n/m’)g — (n/m')2, where p* is the density of states at the Fermi level. Thus
the decreasing derivative dD/dn for n<1 as a function of U (> 0) is generally expected even in the
weak coupling regime. For example, in our model, we assumed the coupling constant U/W = 0.5
for the bandwidth W = 8t. It is noted however that our results do not imply D o |1 — n| for
n — 1 as in one dimensional systems, and that the hole-like behavior determined from the sign of
dD/dn has nothing to do with the shape of the Fermi surface, namely, whether it is closed around
k = (m,7). In effect, owing to the complete-nesting property occurring at n = 1, we should have
to take account of antiferromagnetic ordering which sets in around half filling. Our results shown
in Fig. 1 are valid when the ground state is a paramagnetic Fermi liquid.

In a strong coupling regime, the decrease in the Drude weight around half filling is reproduced by
a numerical technique.ﬁ) In our example of the weak coupling theory, however, the steep decrease
in (n/m')2 of eq. (f:1§) is mainly caused by eq. ([E17), as is clear from the figure. In other
words, the behavior D — 0 as n — 1 is ascribed to Umklapp processes becoming effective in this
limit, rather than the decrease of the total weight n/m, eq. (B.49). Therefore, in regard to the
mechanism to reduce D, our result should not be simply compared with the situation in the strong
coupling regime, as in the t-J model,ﬁ) where the decreasing behavior of D would be mainly due

to 0 < D/me? =n/m/ < n/m — 0.

§5. Discussions

From the above results, it is remarked that the large quasiparticle mass m* does not necessarily
imply the enhanced mass m’ in the Drude weight. This point is evident from the fact that, in an
isotropic system, the former is affected by the many-body effect while the latter is not. Physically
this means that a small Drude weight does not necessarily suggest a large specific heat coefficient.

Thus, although m’ and m* are related with each other (egs. (B-13) and (R.14)), they are practically

regarded as independent quantities. In particular, this should be the case when we know little

about the function f(k,k’) by the first principle calculation. We introduced the mass m’ for the
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sake of convenience so that it represents the mass per particle of the system as a whole,

Ep_ p2

N om’’

This is obtained from eq. (3.61). In this form it may become even clear why electron-electron
interactions do not modify m’ in a Galilean invariant system; where the electron-electron interaction
cannot change the inertial mass of the system as a whole. The effective mass m’ thus must be
positive for the system to be stable.@) As is clear from eq. (R.13), to distinguish m/ from m*,
we must distinguish between the current and velocity of quasiparticle, and thereby we should not
neglect the vertex correction. The difference is due to the Fermi liquid effect.

If a Fermi liquid state were continuously driven to the metal-insulator transition, we should have

m' — oo. To see how this occurs, from eqgs. (2.4) and (R.14) we may write

11 Fy
o Ty 1
m' m* < 3 ) ’ (5.1)
where
TZ* = é%ﬁvk-vw(u—sw, (5.2)
Fy S Sk K)og - vd(u = )0 — 20) (5.3)
3 >k Uk VEO(p — ) : .

Thus, to obtain m’ — oo, we must have either (i) m* — oo or (ii) Ff — —3. The former, if the
coupling F} remains unaffected, corresponds to reduction of energy scale of the system, with no
qualitative change of the low-energy physics. In this case, the total weight n/m, eq. (B.49), will
be reduced as well. The latter, usually unnoticed, is a nontrivial possibility, which reminds us of
the ferromagnetic instability F¢ — —1 in 3He. In this case, the degeneracy temperature below
which to validate the Fermi liquid theory will be severely suppressed as we approach the transition
point D = 0. We must be in this situation to conclude D — 0 for finite n/m (> 0), and this
was the case of our concern in the previous section. Nonetheless, in either case, the instability
does not manifest itself as a thermodynamic phenomenon, for the vanishing of the Drude weight
makes sense only in a coherent regime. Although the case (ii) and its physical consequences are
interesting in its own right as a way to destabilize the Fermi liquid state, here we do not discuss
this point any further but to point out the possible instability. In general, (i) and (ii) is to be
regarded as independent possibilities, although these are related with each other in an isotropic
system, for which m’ = m < oo because of the Landau relation (1+ Fy/3)/m* = 1/m. In a lattice
system, on the other side, the relation does not hold so that in principle we can even think of the
hypothetical system where the vertex correction due to Fy is neglected while the mass m”* is heavily
enhanced. In effect, the effective mass m/ is generally anisotropic and the instability m’ — oo may
be relevant particularly in an anisotropic system, e.g., in a quasi-two-dimensional system where

Umklapp processes can become quite effective in the direction perpendicular to a two-dimensional
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layer. Then, beyond the instability, if any, the Fermi surface has to be rearranged in the way the
system avoids the instability.
Finally we shall note that the plasma mode softens as w, & 1/vm’ when m’ — co: In a charged

system, the dielectric function e(w) is related to the dynamical conductivity,

A
e(w)=1+ lla(w). (5.4)
w
Therefore, eq. (R.9) gives
4rne?
W) =1- 007
from which the plasma frequency is given by
4mrne?
2
Wp == (5.5)

This result is valid only for w, < E}Zf, since we used the Fermi liquid formula for o(w).

In summary, we derived a formula to calculate the Drude weight D on the basis of the Fermi
liquid theory. To this end, we considered the state |p) which is obtained from the ground state
by boosting it by p in the momentum space. Thereby we identified the instability of the Fermi
liquid state caused by the metal-insulator ‘transition’ D — 0. In a lattice system, electron-electron
interactions enhance the effective mass m/, although an unrenormalized mass m’ = m is concluded
identically in a Galilean invariant system. As the enhancement is caused by Umklapp processes,
the many-body effect on m’ is largest in the vicinity of half filling n ~ 1 in a single-band model.
This was shown for the Hubbard model in a square lattice by perturbation theory. As a result, even
in a weak-coupling regime, we obtained the Drude weight D showing the behavior of the ‘doped
insulator’ dD/dn < 0 in the underdoped region n<1. It was noted that m’ corresponds to the mass
in the quasiparticle current j and is generally different from the thermal mass m* defined through

the velocity of quasiparticle vy.
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Appendix: Finite Temperature Formalism

In this appendix, we outline the derivation of eq. (B-§) by the finite temperature diagram tech-
nique. The formalism used here is based on the work of Eliashberg.E) According to eq. (24) of
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ref. B{, the conductivity is given by

ie? . 1 cosh™2(ef —p/2T) , 1 . 1 cosh™2(ef — /2T Toa(k, K';w)
T (W) = 20 ; Uknop w + 2iv;} Uk 2 ];; “kkn (w =+ 2i9)) (w + 2iv3) AL
(A-1)
where
i = — T Sk (A-2)

For our purpose we shall use only the real part of Tha(k, k’;w), for which eq. (12) of ref. (| gives

P =t w

ReT (k, k';w) = (tanh “h 5T — tanh 8’“/27;'“) Rel'(k, k'; w). (A-3)

Therefore, noting

1 T -
ﬁ(:osh_2€"“2—T'u — 6(p —ep), (T —0)

and 7} o< T2, in the collisionless regime v /w — 0 of our concern, the limit w — 0 leads to

o (W) — O {Uk,ﬂku(s(ﬂ — &) + Z [k, k‘/)vku”k'u(s(ﬂ —ep)o(p — 5k/)} (A-4)
k %
ie? 1 . .
) > vk ik S — €r), (A-5)
k

where f(k, k') is defined in eq. (B.49).

In the opposite hydrodynamic limit, w/v; — 0, the imaginary part of Thy(k,k’;w) plays an
important role, and in contrast to the real part, to investigate ImTho(k, k’;w) poses a problem.
This rather complicated task is indispensable, e.g., to evaluate the dc conductivity o(0) (o< T72)
of a clean system at finite temperature.@) This point will be discussed in detail in the following

paper.ﬂ)
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