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We analyze whether and how the neutron resonance mode in unconventional superconductors is
affected by higher order corrections in the coupling between spin excitations and fermionic quasi-
particles and find that in general such corrections cannot be ignored. In particular, we show that
in two spatial dimensions (d = 2) the corrections are of same order as the leading, one-loop con-
tributions demonstrating that the neutron resonance mode in unconventional superconductors is a
strong coupling phenomenon. The origin of this behavior lies in the quantum-critical nature of the
low energy spin dynamics in the superconducting state and the feedback of the resonance mode onto
the fermionic excitations. While quantum critical fluctuations occur in any dimensionality d < 3,
they can be analyzed in a controlled fashion by means of the e-expansion (¢ = 3 — d), such that
the leading corrections to the resonance mode position are small. Regardless of the strong coupling
nature of the resonance mode we show that it emerges only if the phase of the superconducting
gap function varies on the Fermi surface, making it a powerful tool to investigate the microscopic
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structure of the pair condensate.

PACS numbers:

The emergence of a resonance mode in the inelas-
tic spin excitation spectrum below the superconducting
transition temperature has become an important indi-
cator for unconventional superconductivity in a range of
correlated materials. First observed™™ in YBayCusOr_s,
the phenomenon occurs in other cuprate superconduc-
tors® 8 in heavy-electron superconductors® ™ and in
iron-based materials™13. Below T, one observes essen-
tially two effects in the inelastic neutron spectrum: (i)
the low-energy spectral weight is suppressed for energies
w < 2A, where A is the magnitude of the superconduct-
ing gap; and (ii) a sharp peak occurs at Qs < 2A that
is centered around a finite momentum Q. Usually, Q
coincides with the ordering vector of a nearby antiferro-
magnetic state. For T = 0, the imaginary part of the
dynamic spin susceptibility at the momentum Q can be
described as

Imyxq (W) = Zyesd (w — Qyes) + Imxgc (w), (1)

where Z,s is the spectral weight of the resonance mode
while the imaginary part of the incoherent part XiQ“C (w)
vanishes for |w| < 2A.

A promising explanation for the resonance mode that
permits detailed comparison with experiment was ob-
tained within an one-loop approach™®23. Within this ap-
proach, collective excitations of the superconductor are
sensitive to the coherence factors of the BCS-like wave
function. The coherence factors determine scattering-
matrix elements for (i) interactions between Bogoliubov
quasiparticles and (ii) interactions between quasiparti-
cles and the pair condensate. In the case of spin-spin
coupling (where the scattering matrix is odd under time
reversal), the latter processes leads to the emergence of
the resonance mode if the phase of the superconducting
gap function Ay takes distinct phases at momenta kp
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FIG. 1: Spin spectrum for different gap symmetries in the
superconducting state. For sign-changing gap symmetry a
resonance occurs at Qres < 2A in the spin gap and the contin-
uum is governed by particle-hole damping of superconducting
excitations.

and kp + Q (assuming that both belong to the Fermi
surface). This effect makes neutron scattering sensitive
to the internal structure of condensed pairs and allows
one to identify unconventional pairing.

Unconventional superconductivity often occurs in close
proximity of competing states with long-range order.
Consequently, the concomitant quantum criticality re-
quires an investigation of the microscopic structure of
the superconducting state (and in particular, of the res-
onance mode) that goes beyond the usual one-loop ap-
proach. It is well known, that itinerant systems in the
vicinity of a spin-density-wave quantum-critical point are
characterized by the energy scale wy o< €2 of the normal
state spin excitation spectrum®®20 that vanishes at the
quantum critical point, where the magnetic correlation
length ¢ diverges. As a result, precisely at those points



on the Fermi surface that are connected by the magnetic
ordering vector (i.e. kp and kr + Q) the quasiparticle
lifetime for energies above wg deviates from the standard
Fermi-liquid result?™28. In two- or three-dimensional sys-
tems, these sets of points are referred to as hot spots
or hot lines of the Fermi surface, respectively. So far,
it is unclear whether or not quantum-critical fluctua-
tions that are relevant at higher energies w > wg and
contribute to the incoherent contribution ImxiélC (w) in
Eq. lead to any feedback on the spectral features of
the resonance mode. For example, if higher order vertex
corrections to the dynamic spin susceptibility are gov-
erned by excitations with energies smaller than wy (and
thus behave similar to Fermi-liquid quasiparticles), then
the weak coupling picture is expected to be robust. On
the other hand, if such virtual excitations are quantum
critical, i.e. have typical energies larger than we, the
analysis becomes more subtle2%30,

Another open issue is related to the sensitivity of the
resonance mode with respect to the variation of the phase
of the superconducting order parameter on the Fermi sur-
face. Whether or not this is the case if one takes into
account higher orders in perturbation theory needs to be
explored. The relevance of strong coupling behavior for
the resonance mode is also suggested by the observation
of a nearly universal ratio of Q.. and A in a wide range
of systems®!, which one would not expect from weak cou-
pling theory.

In this paper we evaluate self-energy and vertex correc-
tions to the dynamic spin susceptibility in the supercon-
ducting state and determine higher order corrections to
the neutron-resonance mode. For d = 2, we find that
both, self-energy and vertex corrections, cause signifi-
cant changes in the resonance and cannot be ignored,
except for very weak coupling strength. Near a mag-
netic quantum-critical point these corrections are of same
order as the leading one-loop result, revealing that the
resonance mode is a strong coupling phenomenon. Self-
energy corrections are primarily caused by singularities
in the fermionic spectrum that were caused by the res-
onance mode in the first place. In contrast, vertex cor-
rections are dominated by quantum-critical fluctuations
contributing to Imxg° (w), due to the fact that virtual
processes lead to the emergence of the resonance mode.
In order to develop a controlled theory of the resonance
mode, we perform an e-expansion around the upper crit-
ical dimension d,. = 3, that reveals how quantum-
critical fluctuations affect the dynamic spin susceptibility
as function of the dimensionality of the system. These
results demonstrate that the theory of Refs. [14H23]is ap-
plicable for three-dimensional superconductors including
moderately anisotropic materials. On the other hand, for
d = 2 the neutron resonance mode is a strong coupling
phenomenon and our results show that no controlled the-
ory for the effect exists so far. Finally, we demonstrate
that higher-order vertex corrections only lead to a reso-
nance mode if the phases of the gap at Ak, and Ak, 1+q
are distinct.

I. THE SPIN FERMION MODEL

Consider an unconventional superconductor in the
vicinity of a spin density wave instability. Low-energy
spin excitations of the system (i.e. paramagnons) can
be described“® in terms of a spin-1 boson Sq that is
characterized by the dynamic spin susceptibility

1
Xl = e @)

where q and w are the wave-vector and frequency, Q is
the antiferromagnetic ordering vector and 7y determines
the distance to the instability. The spin dynamics is de-
scribed by the self-energy I, (w). Hereafter, xq(w) refers
to the retarded susceptibility, while xq(iwy,) is used for
the corresponding Matsubara function. Similar notations
are used below for fermionic Green’s functions and self-
energies. The spin dynamics, encoded in Ig(w), is a
consequence of coupling of the collective spin degrees of
freedom Sq to low-energy particle-hole excitations. At
low energies and in the normal state, the dominant con-
tribution to the imaginary part of Ilg(w) for q ~ Q
comes from the fermionic quasiparticles in the vicinity
of the hot spots (or hot lines) on the Fermi surface (de-
fined by the relation ek, +q = €k, where €y is the bare
fermionic single-particle dispersion measured relative to
the Fermi energy). In this paper, we consider commen-
surate magnetic order, where 2Q is equal to a reciprocal
lattice vector, i.e. exq2q = €k.

Let Mia be the creation operator of a fermion with the
momentum k and spin index «. Coupling between spin
fluctuations and fermionic quasiparticles is described by
the following term in the Hamiltonian®®4®

Homt = g / S - (Yloapis), 3)

where operators are given in real space and o is the vector
of the Pauli matrices. A microscopic derivation of this
model is possible in the limit of weak electron-electron
interactions and may be based upon a partial resumma-
tion of diagrams in the particle-hole spin-triplet channel.
In this case, it is usually not permissible to approach
the regime in the close proximity of the magnetic critical
point, which for generic Fermi surface shape requires a
threshold strength of the interaction. However, we may
consider this spin-fermion model as a phenomenological
theory of low-energy quasiparticles coupled to spin fluc-
tuations that is valid only at energies small compared to
the initial electron bandwidth. At low energies, fermions
near the hot spots determine the spin dynamics and are
crucial for the spin-fluctuation-induced pairing state. In
this case the electronic spectrum near the hot spots may
be linearized, ex = vy - k (where vy is the quasiparticle
velocity at momentum k). In what follows, we assume
that g is small compared to the corresponding fermionic
scales, which implies smallness of the dimensionless pa-



rameter -y

v g =2

N drvvy B

< L (4)

Here v) and v are the projections of vy at the hot spot
onto directions that are parallel and perpendicular to Q,
respectively, and N is the number of hot spots (lines),
or generally the number of fermion flavors that couple to
the spin excitations. In what follows, we assume v =

vy =vp/v/2 and use vp = |v|, see Fig.

The spin-fermion model can be described by an effec-
tive action that in the superconducting state takes the
form

1 ~_ 1 _
S = —i/quGo’i\I/k—Fi/xO’éSq.S_q
k q

where

W= (g v 01y 0y)

is the extended Gor’kov-Nambu-spinor. Here, we use the
following notations
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The matrices o’ are the usual Pauli matrices and in
Eq. we combine the Matsubara frequencies and mo-
menta into k = (k,iw,) and use the short-hand notation

A:T;/(gi?d

In the basis of the extended spinor ¥, the bare fermion
propagator is given by

Goik = jw,1 — 5kB, (6)

The corresponding self-energy matrix in the supercon-
ducting state can be written as

Sk =iwn (1 — Zp) 1+ 6ep B+ B &> + 0562, (7)

where we defined the matrices

N 0 i0Y CA* 0 O
&t = <O 0 > and @& = (iay O> . (8)

Using this definitions the dressed Green’s function can
be expressed as

G, =Gor— . 9)
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FIG. 2: Parametrization of the linearization of a hole-like
Fermi surface with corresponding AF vector Q = (, 7). For
the visualization of the Fermi surface experimental fits to a
tight binding model of Bi-2212 were used®”.

Explicitly, we obtain for the matrix Green’s function:

~ iwnZkézO + (€k + 561@)3 + @k&A
o (iwnZk)Q — <€k + 56]@)2 — (I)i
g’ o0 0 F
0GP —-F 0
. h
o -7 6" o
Froo 0 g™

(10)

The resulting gap function Ay = ®; /7 will, as usual, be
determined from the solution of the corresponding self-
consistency equations.

A. Normal-state behavior

In the normal state spin fluctuations can decay into
gapless electron-hole excitations which leads to over-
damped spin dynamics in agreement with observations
obtained in various neutron scattering experiments+32,
The corresponding dynamic susceptibility

1
r+es(a—-Q)° +inw’

(11)

Xq(w) =

where v is given by Eq. (4)), can be obtained by evaluating
the bosonic self-energy’®

1, =2 [ 6160, (12

In order to calculate the one-loop diagrams it is con-
venient to linearize the spectrum around the hot spots



k = kr + p with |p| < kg, which dominate the in-
tegrals. As can be seen in Figure [2] we can linearize
ek = I‘FT‘p = Vg - p, where vg is the Fermi velocity at
the corresponding hot spot. Each of the NV hot spots con-
tribute equally, which allows us to focus on one of them.
Along the same lines we can also linearize the connected

hot spot at ki = kp + Q via

Eknkp = VF P =V1D1L +V)P|, (13)

Ek+Qrky = Vﬂw P=v1PpL — Y Py-
The velocities v, and v are the perpendicular and paral-
lel projections of vy on Q. Introducing new integration
variables € = vip) + v p, € = vipy — v)p) it is now
possible to approximate

1
Iz > feweriqs Ak, Akiq)
k

N

87T21)LUH

de delf(€76/7AkF7:tAkF) . (14)

The =+ signs refer to different gap symmetries; we con-
sider Ak, = *Ak,4+q to be constant around the hot
spots. In order to simplify our calculations we will set
v =vL = UF/\/§ in future calculation, which is a suit-
able approximation for many known unconventional su-
perconductors like Bi-2212 (compare with Fig. [2) .
Under the assumption that we can neglect the momen-
tum dependence of the self-energy near the hot spots, the

self-energy yields
HQ(w) = HQ(O) - i’yw.

The static contribution IIg(0) renormalizes the bare
“mass” rg — r = ro — II§(0) and determines the cor-
relation length & via r = c,£72.

In two dimensions (d = 2), coupling of normal-state
fermionic quasiparticles with overdamped spin fluctua-
tions leads to renormalization of the fermionic spectrum.
Already at one-loop level, one finds non-trivial behavior
of the fermionic self-energy at the hot-spots<’:

2 .
_39 Slgn(wn) ( /st+|wn| _\/@) )

»P) (iwp) = —i——2——=
ke 2TVEL/Cs7Y
(15)

Here the frequency ws = 7/ plays the role of the
crossover scale. Indeed, for energies below wg the self-
energy may be approximated by the Fermi-liquid-
like expression ¥(iwy,) = —iw, A with the dimensionless
coupling constant Ag—z = 3g?/ (4mvp\/csT). However,
at higher energies |wy,| > wsr the fermionic spectrum ex-
hibits non-Fermi-liquid behavior as the self-energy
on the imaginary axis becomes proportional to the square
root of the frequency, %) (iw,) o i sign(wy, )|wn |2

For our subsequent analysis, it will be important to
determine the fermionic self-energy for arbitrary dimen-
sions d < 3 using the e-expansion with the small param-
eter

e=3-d. (16)

4

Similarly to Eq. , we find the non-Fermi-liquid be-
havior at high energies

—iwp A , if |wn| < wst
a ’6/2

2P (i, ) = { (17)

—iWn, , if Jwn| > wer

that is characterized by the coupling constant

A=(1-3) <ff)/2 (18)

and the energy scale

392Kd—1

= ’}/_1
4vci_5/2 (1 — %) sin %5

2/e
] ;o (19)

where Ky = 2'=47=%/2/T(d/2) contains the information
about the surface of a unit sphere in d dimensions. On
the real axis this yields in the non-Fermi liquid regime

Q e/2
Z(P) (w) = —w|= ezw551gn(w)/4. (20)
w
. . 2
For d = 3, we find X(iw,) = —zgwgvﬁwn log(wo/|wnl)
with the characteristic frequency wy = csq3 /7, where

lal < gqo is the bosonic momentum cutoff. On the real
axis this becomes
2P)(w) oc —w log‘i—o‘ — zg|w| (21)

Note, that Eq. holds only for momenta on the hot
lines, in contrast to Ref. [34] where within the marginal
Fermi-liquid phenomenology the same frequency depen-
dence is assumed everywhere on the Fermi surface.

The above results for the normal-state fermionic dy-
namics demonstrate that the upper critical dimension
for non-Fermi liquid behavior of the fermionic spectrum
at the hot-spots is d,. = 3. Near three dimensions we
can develop an e-expansion which is controlled for arbi-
trary N. As we show below, in the limit ¢ — 1 (i.e.
for d = 2) the e-expansion is not reliable anymore. One
might hope that an expansion with respect to 1/N can be
developed. As shown in Refs. 2833 for d = 2 and gapless
fermions in the normal state, the usual loop expansion
does not correspond to an expansion in 1/N, making a
controlled expansion in 1/N a complicated task, amount-
ing to the summation of all planar diagrams. An impor-
tant question is whether the dynamics in the supercon-
ducting state, where fermions are gapped, is still plagued
by similar problems.

B. Pairing instability

In order to investigate the emergence of the resonance
mode, we will consider the spin-fermion model deep in the
superconducting state. For this we need an estimate of



the superconducting gap amplitude at low temperatures.
Here, we obtain this quantity by combining the numerical
solution of Ref.[35 with the linearized gap equations near
T, (for varying dimension d). Since these gap equations
were solved elsewheré®® 4, we merely summarize the key
results to make the article self-contained and in order to
introduce the notation used throughout this paper.

In the superconducting state we express anomalous av-
erages through the self-energy ®; and determine this
quantity, along with the associated gap function A, =
by /Zy, self-consistently. Since the dominant contribution
to the bosonic self-energies comes from the hot spots, one
obtains for these momenta Ax;q = +Ak. In the case of
cuprate superconductors, the minus sign corresponds to
d-wave pairing. In the case of the iron-based supercon-
ductors, the minus sign corresponds to the si state or a
d-wave state, depending on the typical spin-momentum
vector Q.

For d = 2, the gap equation determining Ay was solved
in Refs. 3536l It was found that the amplitude of the
gap function A(T <« T.) is proportional to the instability
temperature T., with 2A /T, ~ 5. Thus, in what follows
we will merely determine T, and use it as an estimate for
the gap amplitude in the superconducting state. Related
pairing problems with singular pairing interactions were
discussed in the context of gauge-field induced pairing in
quantum-Hall double layers3?, color superconductivity=®
and the strong coupling behavior in problems with mass-
less boson exchange in three dimensions®?. Quantum-
critical pairing with power-law dependence of the pairing
interaction were studied in Ref. [40. In what follows we
summarize the key results for quantum-critical pairing as
a function of e.

The one-loop fermionic self-energy matrix in Nambu-
space follows from Eq. :

3
Sk=0" [ Y a'xgGr_qd = 3g° / XqOk—q:  (22)
q ;=1 q

Using Eq. and this self-energy we obtain the func-
tions:

39° ® | ah
Zpr=1-— m /qu [gk—q + gk—q]7
3g* h
dex, = N Xq [g;(f_)q - g;(c_)q]7
q
), = 3¢° /quk_q. (23)
q

The normal and anomalous Green’s function in the su-
perconducting state are thus given by Eq. (10). The
self-energies near the hot spots are weakly momentum-
dependent and therefore we assume the dispersion correc-
tion dei, = 0 for the determination of the superconduct-
ing transition temperature, because the frequency depen-
dence is dominant in the Z; ~ Z(iw,) term. Integrat-
ing over fermionic energies e then yields the linearized
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FIG. 3: ¢ dependence of the universal function Cc(00).

Eliashberg equations**¥2 [noting that ¢xpiq(iwn) =
— g (iwn) |
) . . P w
Dy, (iwy,) = 7T Z D(iwy, — iwm,) W,
o (24)
. 7T . . .
Zyp (iwn) =14 o Z D(iwn, — iwm, )sign(wpm).

m

that determine T,. The self-energies are evaluated at the
momenta kp and kp + Q, which is suppressed in the
notation. The effective coupling function in Eq. is
given by the integral

392 / dd—qu 1 (25)

dm2vop | (2m) 1+ Alwn| + csq?

D(iw,) =

Here integration over momenta is performed over the d—1
components of the bosonic momentum that are parallel

to the Fermi surfaceé®”. The result of the integration is
given by
1-¢/2 o 1
Dliw,) = , 2
() = 155 [wsf - MJ (26)

with the energy scale Q defined in Eq. (19).
The Matsubara gap function A, = ®(w,)/Z(wy)
obeys the linearized equation

A, = ﬂsz:D(iwn—iwm) [Am — A"} sign(wp,). (27)

m wn

It is convenient to bring this equation to the form

~ e/2
1-g/2] Q
Bn = 2 |:27TT:| Z

™ (;;rfT + |2n — 2m

sign(2m + 1)

‘)6/2

[ A A,
X

- ign(2m +1). (28
om + 1 2n+1}$gn(m+) (28)

At the quantum critical point, where wg = 0, it holds
that the transition temperature must be determined by
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FIG. 4: X dependence of the universal function C¢()) for d =
2. The dashed curve is an exponential fit to the expected
weak-coupling behavior and the dots represent the numerical
values of the strong coupling calculation.

a critical value of the coefficient in front of the Matsub-
ara sum. Then the ratio /7, should take a universal
value yielding T, ~ €. Away from the critical point, the
transition temperature may be written in the form

T. = QC:()), (29)

with universal function C.()) of the dimensionless cou-
pling constant A defined in Eq. . For A <« 1, we re-
cover the BCS behavior T, oc QA= exp(—1/A). However,
in this regime magnetic correlations are so short-ranged
that our continuum theory is no longer the appropriate
starting point. On the other hand, if the coupling con-
stant is larger than unity, the pairing is quantum-critical
and T, ~ Q. In Fig. [3| we show the numerical dependence
of the strong coupling limit C.(c0) as a function of the
dimensional expansion parameter €. From the numerical
solution of the gap equation we find for the case of two
dimensions Cy—s(00) = 0.198(the full numerical depen-
dence on A is shown in Fig. [4). Although these results
are obtained in the limit of large A, the calculation is
well controlled in the limit of small €. In our subsequent
analysis we therefore use A ~ Q in the regime of strong
magnetic correlations (i.e. for A > 1).

Finally, for d = 3 the power-law dependence of the
transition temperature becomes

T.(d=3) xexp(-7/g), (A>1),  (30)

which is fully consistent with earlier results*®*?. In a re-
cent publication®?, it was shown that momentum depen-
dent self-energies correct the numerical values of Eq. ,
yet do not modify the  dependence. Here, we ignore
these effects in the determination of the pairing ampli-
tude. This is justified since we are only interested in
order of magnitude of the pairing gap.
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FIG. 5: Schematic plot of the real and imaginary part for the
bosonic self-energy with discontinuity D > 0 at w = 2A for a
superconductor with varying phase Axp+q = —Akg. On the
upper right side we plot a numerical one-loop analysis of the
imaginary part for a realistic spectrum of Bi-2212, where we
used experimental parameters of Ref 2.

II. ANALYSIS OF THE RESONANCE MODE

Now we discuss the implications of the above picture
for the behavior of the resonance mode in the vicinity of
a magnetic quantum-critical point.

The analysis of the resonance mode as a spin-exciton in
the superconducting state, caused by scattering between
quasiparticles and the condensate, was investigated in
Refs. [14H19 and based on the determination of the lead-
ing contribution to the bosonic spin self-energy. Key
concepts for the emergence of the resonance mode can
be carried over from the analysis of the leading order
terms. To this end, we follow Abanov and Chubukov
and discuss the emergence of a resonance mode in the
superconducting state. Generally, the imaginary part of
bosonic self energy Il (w) vanishes at T = 0 for fre-
quencies |w| < 2A, where A = |Ag,| is the amplitude of
the superconducting gap at the hot spot. Within weak
coupling theory holds that ImIlg (w) grows continuously
at w = £2A according to v/(lw] — 2A) A if Ay, and
Ak, +q have the same phase. However, as soon as the
phases of Ay, and Ay, q differ, ImIlq (w) becomes dis-
continuous at w = 2A. A key quantity for our analysis
is therefore the height of this discontinuity:

D = lim ImIlg(2A +59). (31)
6—0+t

Once D > 0 the discontinuity in the imaginary part of
IIq (w) translates into a logarithmic divergence of its real
part at 2A:

Rellg(w ~ 2A) = 72 In (W;AQN) . (32)

Within one-loop approximation the susceptibility
with self-energy yields Eq. . The resulting en-
ergy of the resonance mode is

Qes =2A (L —e" D) (33)



with spectral weight

2 2
Zres = %DAe— 5 = 27TDA <1 - 2A> S (34)
The resonance energy is bound to occur below the
particle-hole continuum that sets in at w = 2A, while the
imaginary part of the incoherent contributions X§° (W)
vanishes for |w| < 2A, see Fig. 5| Below we will see that
at one-loop order, the discontinuity is given by Dy = myA

such that Zg = 27” (1-— %AC) The above results are

correct as long as s is of order A. However, in the
limit A — oo it was shown that™® Q.o ~ wgA ~ A/A
is determined by the leading low-frequency dependence
of Rellq(w) ~ qw?/A. Here, we focus on the former
regime.

Our analysis of corrections to the spin-susceptibility
that go beyond the leading order still yields that
Imllq (jw| < 2A) = 0 . The emerging discontinuity D
is then solely responsible for all of the qualitative fea-
tures of the model, including Eqgs. and . In order
to determine the self-energy Il (w) of the collective spin
excitations, we start from the action Eq. and inte-
grate out the gapped fermions, leading to a theory of the
collective spin modes:

S = %/X;gsq S, — %trln (865"
ASfufees]

The usual skeleton expansion follows from expanding the
logarithm. The overall factor % in front of the second
term is a consequence of the fact that ¥ and ¥' are not
independent Grassmann fields since we had to extend the
Nambu spinor due to the spin-changing interaction and
one has to be careful in integrating out the fermionic

degrees of freedom. Here, we use the identity4®

3

ol

det(A), (36)

where 1 is a Grassmann vector and A a quadratic matrix.
It is possible to write our path integrals in this form by
using the symmetry

D ) 1A 0 1
\I]k/ = \I/Tk/o Wlth O — (]12 02) ] (37)
We then obtain
/D[\pk] ,e_% Sk Yir Ay Tk
= /D[\Ilk.}e_%zk,k’ Ty (OA s )Wk
= /D[\Ilk}e_%zk,k/ ‘I’k/(éx‘i;/yk)\llk

det(OA’) = eztrIn(A) (38)

where we define A;% = A_;/ i, and use that the determi-

nant of O is 1. The expansion of the logarithm leads to
the known perturbation series and it is easy to see that
we are allowed to replace A’ with the initial matrix A.
In summary, the only difference to the usual integration
over two independent Grassmann fields is the factor % in
front of the trin(...) term of the effective action.

_In the superconducting state the propagator matrix
Gy should be replaced by Gi to make the theory self-
consistent.

A. Resonance mode at one-loop

Within the one-loop approximation the bosonic self-
energy will be of order g2 . The corresponding contribu-
tion to the action is given by

2

55@) = gztr [(Qa : S)ﬂ

g i j 5 LA j
=T : S Satro(Gra' Gry g
»q
1 .

Here, the one-loop boson self-energy is

2 (i) = -2 / (970", + FFis,)

ROSLO

The self-energy Hq (iw,) is g¢* times the spin-

susceptibility of fermions in the BCS theory. Using the
standard mean-field approach (which here amounts to
setting Z, = 1,0 = 0 and ®, = Ay constant in fre-
quency) we find that on the real axis

d 9
i) =t [ 55 [T

fle+w))
X [Imgfj’) (¢) Imgff’jq (e4w)
+HImFy () ImFy o (e + w)] . (41)

The fermionic propagators in the superconducting state
can be written as

2 2
@)\ _ Ui Uk
= - + -
G (@) w410 —& w410+ &

with the coherence factors uf = 1/2(1 + ex/&k),vE =
1/2(1 — ex /&) and superconducting dispersion & =
Ve + A2 =~ /el + A? at the hot spots. For zero




temperature and positive w > 0 Eq. yields
dk
ImH((f) (w) = 271g? / — [uivfﬁq (42)
(2m)

- ukvkuk+qvk+q] 6(w — &k — &k+a)-

Since the self-energy for negative frequencies w < 0 can
be easily obtained from Imlly(—w) = —ImIl,(w) we will
restrict further calculations to w > 0. To analyze the res-
onance mode near the antiferromagnetic ordering vector,
we evaluate H((lo) (w) at ¢ = Q. The integral in Eq. is
dominated by fermions near the hot spots on the Fermi
surface. Consequently, Imﬂg)(|w| < 2A) = 0 leading to
a spin gap in the spectrum of the resonance mode.

Near the 2A threshold the imaginary part of the
bosonic self-energy exhibits a discontinuity. within
the one-loop calculation, the height of the discontinuity
is given byl

Do = F’YA, (43)

with v from Eq. . This result occurs for sign-changing
gap Ak, = —Ax,t+q. It is straightforward to analyze
Eq. for the more general pairing-state with Ak, =
A€t and Agptq = Age™2. Now the discontinuity
occurs at w = A1 + Ay and is given by

Do = myv/A Ay sin? (“’12“’2> . (44)
The resonance occurs as long as the gap amplitude of
both states connected by Q is finite and the phases of
the pairing states are distinct. For w > 2A the imagi-
nary part of the boson self-energy will grow linearly with
w until it saturates when it reaches the band-width of
the fermions. This general behavior can be seen in the
numerical plot shown in Fig. [f]

B. Higher order corrections to the resonance mode

In Ref. 27 it was shown that for d = 2, vertex correc-
tions in the spin-fermion model lead to logarithmic diver-
gences in the normal state. Evaluating the spin-fermion
vertex corrections in the superconducting state one finds
that this logarithmic divergency is cut off at the scale
of the superconducting gap A. On the other hand, an
analysis of the gap equation for spin-fluctuation-induced
pairing yields for arbitrary d < 3 that quantum critical
excitations with w > wgs are important for the value of
the transition temperature T,. Therefore, we examine
the higher orders in perturbation theory in more detail.
Specifically, we are interested in corrections to the dis-
continuity D of Eq. . Diagrammatically these cor-
rections are given by

S q (iwy) = mm " @M (45)

Here, the wavy lines correspond to Eq. with the one-
loop bosonic self-energy. The fermionic lines are the
mean-field Green’s functions used in the previous section.

1. Self-energy corrections

The first diagram in Eq. takes into account the
self-energy corrections to the fermionic Green’s functions.
To the leading order these are calculated in Appendix [A]
The imaginary parts of the normal and anomalous self-

energies
P () = &
Dy (w) = &

are gapped near the hot spots for frequencies |w| <
A + Ques, see also Ref. [16. Excluding the strong cou-
pling limit A >> 1 [see the discussion following Eq. (34)]
we find that the excitations around w ~ A are well sep-
arated from the continuum yielding sharp quasiparticle
resonances. The minimal excitation energy A’ is deter-
mined by the real part of the self-energy and may
be smaller than the mean-field gap A at the hot spots.
For zero temperature we can evaluate for external
momentum Q to

d w—A'
@ o [ dlk dv
ImII =2 —
milq (w) =29 / (2m)d /A T

X [Imgl((h) (v) Img](:jr)Q (v+w)

(46)

+ImFy (v) ImFy g (v + w)} . (47)

Obviously, there is still a spin gap of 2A’, which is as
usual determined by twice the minimal excitation energy
of the fermionic spectrum. The one-loop fermionic self-
energies near the hot spot kp are functions that depend
on the dispersion on the opposite side exyq, see Ap-
pendix[A] Note: Our approach takes into account leading
momentum and frequency corrections which arise due to
the interaction of the superconducting fermions with the
collective boson mode, but not two-loop corrections in
the fermionic self-energy. In the considered parameter
regime these momentum and frequency dependencies are
weak and in we see that the contributions to the dis-
continuity come from fermions with v ~ Ajv —w =~ —A
which lie around the hot spot. Therefore we expand to
leading order in momentum and frequency

Zn(w) = Zo + Zs(lw| — A) + Zmei+Q,
Ag(w) = A+ Af(|w] —A)+Amei+Q, (48)
0k = Um€k+Q;

where the coeflicients Zy, Z¢, etc. are computed numeri-
cally.
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FIG. 6: Discontinuity D containing self-energy corrections
relative to one-loop jump Dy for parameter range A < 1.

With the help of the self-energy (48)) we find for the
fermionic Green’s functions in Eq. (47)

2
g ) =~ eo(o =\ (EET%) 4 10

2
uj, €x + 06w\ 2 5
+Zk5(w+\/(Zk )"+ 1A )]

and correspondingly for the anomalous propagators.
Here, one has to rescale the energy ex — (ex + dex)/Zk
in the coherence factors as well. Since we are interested
in the discontinuity of at w &= 2A we can expand
the arguments of the two delta functions around v ~ A
and evaluate the frequency integration. The integration

J

k k+q

5T (i) = A =L

|
(]

k=Kk,iQm

{A,B,C,D}" a=a,ivy

where in the following fermionic Matsubara frequencies
will be written with capital letters and bosonic ones with
small letters. Due to spin rotation symmetry we can re-
strict ourselves to the zz-component of the bosonic self-
energy. The sum {A, B, C, D} has to be executed over all
possible combinations of Gor’kov-Nambu Green’s func-
tions with arrow conservation at each vertex

is greatly simplified by the usual spectrum linearization
around hot spots. Performing this analysis, we find that
the minimal excitation energy of the particle-hole spec-
trum is still 2A such that the spin gap of 2A is unaffected
by the self-energy corrections. As a result we find for the
discontinuity

for Akf+Q = _AkF (49)
0 for AkF+Q = AkF

Do

D= {(1”12”)(1Af)
The ratio D/Dg is shown in Fig. |§| as a function of A
for N = 8, see Appendix [A] for further details. Since
Af,vpy ~ g* only for A < 1 the self-energy corrections
are of order one for the physical regime A of order unity.
In the limit of large N the parameters v,,, Ay ~ 1/N (for
arbitrary g), see Appendix The result suggests that
using an 1/N expansion, the self-energy corrections can
be calculated controllably. However, previous results®3
show that for d = 2 there are problems with the 1/N
expansion in the normal state with a gapless fermionic
spectrum. It is unclear whether these problems persist
in the superconducting state discussed here.

2. Vertex-Corrections

Now we turn in the examination of vertex correc-
tions. Performing the perturbation theory in the ex-
tended spinor-space, indicated by the double-lined prop-
agator matrices, we can express them as

4
2| t4(66%Ge1061 100Gt ) (50)
k.q

Xq(il/k)Ak(iQm)BkJrQ (ZQm =+ iwn)Ck+Q+q(z'Qm + tw, + in)Dk+q(iQm + il/k) R

{A,B,C,D} =g g ge)gr) 1 gh)gh) gh)g(h)
+ FFFF*«+F*"FF'F
+ FFrgge) ¢ g Frge)
+ggw x4 Frgg) F
+ FrFrEGgMgh) 4 gh) = Fgh)
+gMgW F F 4+ FgMgh Fr
+ FGMFGW 4+ W Fg F

+ ]:*g(p)]:g(h) + g(h)]:*g(P)]:,
(51)
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FIG. 7: Possible diagrams for the next-order self-energy JI1
in the superconducting state. Note the arrow conservation at

each vertex indicating the energy-momentum conservation of
the theory.

(D
D

which are shown in Fig.[7] The correction to the bosonic
self-energy 5H8(w) is evaluated in Appendices |C| and
at T'= 0. Here, we are focusing on the correction to the
discontinuity

0D = lim IméIlg(2A + ). (52)
0—0+t

Since the lowest possible particle-hole excitations ey +
ek+q connected by the magnetic ordering vector still
lie directly at the hot spots and therefore the fermionic
quasiparticles remain gapped with A, we find that the
spin gap in Imllg(w) remains 2A even after taking into
account vertex corrections.

Below we discuss the strong coupling behavior of the
spin resonance in d = 2 dimensions and a systematic
approach to regularize the theory with an e-expansion
around the upper critical dimension dy. = 3.

Strong coupling behavior for d = 2

The emergence of the discontinuity D = Dy 4+ 6D
in the imaginary part of the bosonic self-energy still
hinges on the symmetry of the superconducting order
parameter. In particular, we find similarly to that
there is no discontinuity for conventional gap symme-
tries 0D _wave = 0, see Appendix |§| for details. The
physical reason behind this result is the fact that due to
phase space restrictions (for the bosonic propagator being
sharply-peaked around q ~ Q), the fermionic quasiparti-
cles at hot spots do not couple to any gapless excitations.
This argument can be extended to higher orders in per-
turbation theory. Therefore, we expect, based on the
optical theorem?849 that the absence of the discontinu-
ity for s-wave pairing, as indicated in Eq. , is valid
generally. In Appendix [E] we explicitly analyze the dis-
continuity up to three-loop order and we present a gen-
eral procedure to systematically examine the behavior of
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the discontinuity depending on the superconducting gap
symmetry in arbitrary order perturbation theory.

Hereafter, we discuss the sign-changing pairing
Akp+q = —Ak,. In the weak coupling case ws > A
(A < 1), the characteristic scale of the internal bosonic
propagator in the continuum region is xq(w) = r —
Hg) (w) =7 —=yAf(%) ~ r, which leads to a non-critical
g* dependence for the discontinuity corrections. Further-
more, the spectral weight of the resonance is exponen-
tially suppressed as can be seen in , therefore the
0D contributions from the resonance region of the in-
ternal bosonic line are small compared to Dy. Thus, a
systematic expansion in the coupling parameter g is jus-
tified in the weak coupling regime wg > A, such that
vertex corrections to the discontinuity [6D| <« Dy are
suppressed by higher powers of the coupling parameter
g. As stressed earlier, in this limit the magnetic correla-
tion length & ~ 1/4/7 is small and our continuum theory
is not the appropriate starting point.

In the strong coupling regime ws < A (A > 1), we
show in Appendix [Df [see Eq. (D18)] that the the discon-
tinuity correction can be written in the form

—=.A), (53)

where the g-dependence is confined to the dimensionless
function s(*%f,A). Here, we defined the dimensionless

parameter
A csT, 9
A= ~ = o Oy(N). 54
= = O (54)
At the same time, “xf ~ %t = WZ(A)’ therefore the
function k depends only on the coupling constant A and
D
6D = WOf%(A). (55)

The function & can be computed numerically and is
shown in Fig. [0 for N = 8. It vanishes for small A < 1.
Thus in the weak coupling regime vertex corrections are
suppressed by a higher power in the perturbative param-
eter g and the one-loop calculation is controlled. In the
other limit A >> 1 the function is constant &(co) ~ —5.3.
Therefore, §D ~ Dy due to quantum-critical spin fluctu-
ations at energy scales w > wgr. Technically, in the strong
coupling limit these fluctuations determine both the res-
onance and the continuum region w > 2A in Eq. .
The corresponding scales in the weak and strong cou-
pling regimes are displayed in Fig. [8| where red regions
display the quantum-critical contributions. The vertex
corrections to the resonance mode are dominated by the
continuum region, where the physics is similar to that
of the normal state. Therefore, it is not obvious that a
1/N-expansion of those corrections is permissible. In ad-
dition, the numerical values of d D are not small, even for
the physically relevant case of N = 8 hot spots. Thus,
we conclude that the perturbation expansion is not con-
trolled in d = 2.
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FIG. 8: Comparison of energy scales in the superconduct-
ing state. In the weak coupling limit wsr > A the quantum
critical contributions above wgs are not important for the low-
energy resonance (s < 2A. In the strong coupling limit
quantum critical excitations w > wss determine the bosonic
spectrum.

FIG. 9: Numerical function %()\) using the calculated spin
susceptibility in the case of N = 8 hot spots. Details of the
analysis are shown in the Appendix E

Systematic expansion in € = 3 — d for strong coupling limit

The above results show that unless A < 1 no con-
trolled perturbative expansion exists in d = 2. Formally
the higher order corrections are of order 1/N with N
the number of fermion species, yet previous results for
d = 2 demonstrated that the standard loop-expansion
can not be understood as an expansion in 1/N 33, To
avoid this problem (albeit in a different context) Mross
et al* suggested in case of a related problem to com-
bine the 1/N-expansion with a further expansion in the
parameter 2z, — z;, where 2 is the dynamical critical ex-
ponent of the boson field and z; is the value of z, where
quantum-critical corrections become logarithmic. For the
problem of fermions coupled to a fluctuating transverse
gauge field, discussed in Ref. [44] 2 = 2. Adapting this
approach to our problem yields z; = 1. However, such an
approach is somewhat problematic for the determination
of the resonance mode as the boson-dynamics is supposed
to be the result of the calculation, i.e. we want to deter-
mine the relevant value of z. If indeed the running boson
propagator that determines D would be governed by the
resonance mode itself, we would have a consistent theory,
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as the resonance mode is indeed characterized by a dy-
namic scaling exponent z, = 1. However, our results for
d = 2 clearly demonstrate that higher order corrections
to the resonance mode have their origin in normal-state
quantum-critical excitations with z, = 2. On the other
hand, our result shows that the upper critical dimen-
sion of the quantum-critical behavior is d,. = 3. There-
fore, we propose to use the e-expansion instead of
the expansion of Ref. [44l

The leading order vertex correction at the hot spots in
the strong coupling limit A — oo is given by

kQ+q ka0
Q
ST(i€, iw) = a | (56)

k+q k

where ¢ = (iv,q), k = (i, kg) and Q = (iw, Q). As
only the bosonic field depends on the z component of
the momentum (assuming fermions are restricted to the
two-dimensional xy-plane) we can integrate the bosonic
propagator over g,. As a result we find (see Appendix
for details)

2 1
5F~gel/d$dydﬁ<A — )
A(a? 4+ y2) — HQAEZA)

1+e
2

where ¢ = eupiq/A, ¥ = €kprqQiq/AD, ¥ = v/A and
Q=Q/A,&=w/A are the external frequencies in units
of the superconducting gap. In the superconducting state
the polarization operator on the imaginary axis can be
split into the resonance contribution (for |w| < 2A) where
Hg(w) ~ yw?/A and the continuum contribution (for
lw| > 2A) with TIg(w) ~ yw, see Ref. In both cases,
the ratio IIq(ivA)/vA is independent of the coupling
constant g, confining the g dependence of the integral
in to the parameter A ~ g%. This term dominates
the behavior of the bosonic propagator if

Tq(ivA)

Alz? + o2
(z°+y°) > A

Since this condition only holds for a small region of the
phase space, we can show that these potentially critical
contributions yield even higher powers of g for d > 2.

The above analysis yields for the correction to the dis-
continuity

D — Dyg o
To oy (58)
with the exponent
2
a=_- 2>0. (59)

The result agrees with our previous findings for d = 2 (i.e.
for ¢ = 1 where the exponent « vanishes). However, for



small € the exponent « is large, such that vertex cor-
rections are small (exactly for d = 3 they are exponen-
tially small). A similar treatment can be performed for
the self-energy corrections, which is not of importance as
they can be controlled by a large N theory. Thus, while
the resonance mode for d = 2 cannot be determined in a
controlled fashion, systems with three-dimensional spin
excitation spectrum can be well described in terms of the
weak coupling theory.

III. SUMMARY

In summary, we investigated the role of higher order
corrections for the theoretical description of the reso-
nance mode within the spin fermion model. Within this
model the occurrence of a resonance mode can be traced
back to the emergence of a discontinuity in the imagi-
nary part of the bosonic, spin-self energy at twice the
gap value A at the hot spots of the Fermi surface.

First, we explicitly show that even if one includes
higher order corrections the resonance mode only emerges
if the phase of the superconducting gap function Ay, and
Ay, +q are distinct. Thus, we expect the one-loop result

D ~ sin? <¢1;¢2) (60)

for the height of the discontinuity to be valid more gen-
erally. Here, ¢1 and ¢- are the phases of the supercon-
ducting order parameter at hot spots connected by the
magnetic ordering vector Q. This behavior makes the
resonance mode a powerful tool to investigate the inner
structure of the pairing condensate.

Second, we find for the two-loop vertex and self-energy
correction to D the following result

0D ¢?
o =% 1) (61)
where Dy is the one-loop result. The function f(g) is
determined by the boson dynamics. In the strong cou-
pling limit A > 1 (or § = /cs/r > “3) and in the case
of two dimensions, this function scales as a power law
f(g) ~ 1/¢? implying that in two dimensions the neu-
tron resonance mode in unconventional superconductors
is a strong coupling phenomenon. The origin of this be-
havior is the emergence of quantum-critical fluctuations

J
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at intermediate energies wgr < w ~ A that dominate the
low energy spin dynamics in the superconducting state.
While such quantum critical fluctuations occur for all di-
mensions d < 3, they can be analyzed in a controlled
fashion by means of the e-expansion with the small pa-
rameter € = 3 — d. Quantum critical fluctuations to the
resonance mode are now governed by power law behav-
ior, yet the resulting exponents are such that the leading
corrections are small. They become of order unity only
fore — 1, i.e. for d = 2.

Our findings have implications for a number of uncon-
ventional superconductors: In case of heavy electron su-
perconductors, such as CeColns?' and the iron-based
systemst443 there are numerous indications that these
are three dimensional, albeit moderately anisotropic ma-
terials. This implies that we expect the one-loop de-
scription of Refs. [I4HI9] to be valid for these mate-
rials. The situation is different for the copper-oxide
high-temperature superconductors®® and for the organic
charge transfer salts®#°0 that are strongly anisotropic
and behave in many ways as two-dimensional systems.
Here, our findings imply that a quantitative description
of the resonance mode requires going beyond the leading
one-loop order. In case of the cuprates, it is tempting
to speculate that the observed universal ratio of the res-
onance mode and the pairing gap in a range of differ-
ent materials is related to the strong coupling behavior
of the resonance mode revealed here. A possible sce-
nario is that higher order corrections modify the one-
loop result Qyes/A = f(\) in a way that the function
f (A> 1) approaches an universal value. In case of the
organic superconductors®*2 no neutron measurement
of the resonance mode has so far been reported. Numer-
ous experiments support however the existence of an un-
conventional superconducting state with sign changing
order parameter®”, i.e. one expects a resonance mode
in these systems as well. Our results imply that the
highly anisotropic quasi two-dimensional organics should
behave similar to the cuprates.
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Appendix A: Self-energies in the superconducting state

To investigate the momentum and frequency dependence of the fermionic self-energy and their influence on the
resonance mode, we calculate the one-loop self-energy in the superconducting state

. T ) . )
E}({P) (lQm) — & = 392ﬁ Z Xq(zwn)gl(:gq(lﬂm + an),

(A1)

q,Wn
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which we call the propagator self-energy. In a similar fashion we define the hole ¥(") and anomalous self-energy ® by
replacing G with G or F. We can now express the renormalization factors:

E(P) E(h) E(Z’) _ E(h)
R S!S N Sl 3
24w, 2

(A2)
After performing the Matsubara sum, we find for the imaginary part of the one-loop particle self-energy on the real
axis

3 2
s () = -5 [ui+qlqu(ﬂ — Gta)0(Q — Giera) + R QImXa(—2 — Gera)0(-Q — bira) |- (AB)

q

We see that the imaginary part of the normal self-energy is zero for |Q < A + Qs due to the gapped spectrum
of both the resonance mode and the fermionic quasiparticles at the hot spots. The same holds for the anomalous
self-energy. For A < 1 this means that the fermionic excitations around Q2 ~ A are well defined. Therefore, we only
have to analyze the real part of the self-energies if we are interested in their influence to the discontinuity. Using the
Kramers-Kronig relation and the asymmetry of Imy in frequency we find for the real part of the self-energy

34> * de (g, —vi e+ (i, +vi )0
RS (@) =2 3 [ Chinng(e - guopq) et tr T Dhra Tt (A4)
5k+q ™ €
- _3922/00“ (6 Gera® " Okta
L2 Tl v —

Since we want to consider small derivations from the hot spots dk = k — kg and from the AF wave vector p = q— Q,
we expand

€kt+q = Ekp+Q+p+ik = Vkp+Q - (P +0K) = vppL + €kt q;

where p, is the component of p perpendicular to the Fermi surface. We introduce dimensionless variables z =
vppL /Ay = vpp) /A, 2z = €/A,0 = exyq/A, Q2 = w/A and the dimensionless RPA spin susceptibility

Tow(2) = 1Axq(z - A) - 2 - L . (A5)

@ N DI
(@-Q2=42(2+y?) T+ cé (x2 +y?) —1Ig (v - A) et 4 A2 4 92) — HQ’Y(A )

C;é. Finally we can express the self-energies as
F

Here, we defined the dimensionless pairing parameter A=

Qi%wimié

®/M) () — Res(H ) () — _
Rex " (Q) = Rex("/ () = PRI o e i

/OO dzImy (%)
’ (A6)

i +1
V(z+8)2+1

Re®y( dxd dzImy,, =

kel 22N/ y/ Yol )(z—i— (x4+0)2+1)2-0Q2

where A = |A| is assumed to be real, which we can locally choose at the hot spot. Note that the anomalous self-energy
®, switches sign for k — k + Q just like the superconducting gap. We approximate the spin susceptibility for positive
z as

sf ~ z

ImX 4,y (2 — e~ A D@+ 2z — Qpes) + - 0(z —2), A7
,(2) LSRN Frorey e e L) (A7)

where the first term describes the resonance at Qres =2(1-ce wﬁf_A(””2+y2)) and the second term uses the normal

state behavior to express the continuum region. Using A = T, it is possible to express (here d = 2)

Wsf - 1 A:

AT D260 w2 (A%)
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depending only on the dimensionless coupling constant A and the function Cs(A) defined in . Expanding the
formulas (A6) around Q = 41 and § ~ 0 it is possible to determine numerically the coefficients in

Rex” () + RexM (Q)
20
(p) (h)
ReX, 7 (2) — ReX, 7 (©
(@) = S R o O . (191 - A) - cir)
D (Q) & Do + (1] — A) + Py, o
() Ry | Zo®y — DoZy

Z(Q) =1~ ~ Zo+ Z7(19] = A) + Znélq,

Ax(Q2) = ~ Q ———¢ .

k( ) Zk(Q) ZO ZO (| | ) Zg k+Q
~ — —_————
Ag=A Aj Am

For A <1 all parameters are small compared to 1 and the expansion is a good approximation around the hot spots,
but for A > 1 the frequency parameters Z;, ®¢, Ay become large, because the resonance energy (s < A is small
compared to the gap and the real part of the self-energies at w = Qs + A ~ A develops a resonance near the
expansion region.

Appendix B: Self-energies corrections for the discontinuity

Using and ImGy (lw| < A’) = 0 the imaginary part of the polarization operator for zero temperature including
the dressed propagators can be written as

292 W= AT I\ )
Il (w) = 23~ / , {1 G (N ImGy" (A + w) + ImFie (V) Im Fy (Hw)} (B1)

where A’ < A is the minimal excitation energy around the hot spot. Inserting the imaginary parts of the propagator
we find for the GG contribution for w =~ 2A and external momentum Q

(2) 29 4 A ?urrq(A — w)? ek t+dekq2
Imllgg q(w) = Z/ d/\ (A Zk+q(A —w) 6()\ \/[ Z(N) ] +Ak(/\)2) ) (B2)
5(/\—w+ \/[m]2+Ak+Q(x\—w)2> (B3)

Since the momentum k ~ ky and frequencies A = A, A\ —w ~ —A are still restricted around the hot spots, we perform
a frequency expansion in the ¢ distributions and use the relations in (A9))

ak

€k + 0cx 2 ARA €k + 0cK 2 Aka(A)?’Ak(A) —Zf(€k+5€k)2
——— "+ A(N)?2 = — |7+ A(A)2 + (A=A
V AR V NN == LWy

- w;(i)] + A(A)? +aic (A= A)

w—A
€k+Q + 0Ck+Q 12 ~-a [rektQ t+ 0EktQq2

— . tA A—w)? — ="+ A —A)? — A=—w+ A
\/[ Zk-',—Q()\ _w) ] k+Q( ) \/[ Zk+Q(_A) } k+Q( ) k+Q ( )

Using this relations we write

€k + 02 9 W Ek+Q—|—(5€k+Q 2 —w)?
6</\_\/[Zk()\) "+ Ak(N) )5()\ +\/[Zk+Q(/\_w)} + Akr(A —w) )
(A — Br)d(A —w + Br+q)
(1 —ax)(1 - axiq)
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with

VIS 4 AA) -

= B4
P T on (B4)
Evaluating the frequency integration we find
942 2 _ 2 §5(w— Bu —
i) o () = 27 Uk (Bi) "t @ (=P Q)” 0w — B — Prrq) (B5)
’ L2 4= Zx(Bi) Zicr(—ficrq) (1—on)(1 - onsq)
Now, we expand fy till second order in ek, ex+q < A
2 A,,e2
B~ A 4 (ST Vmeira) k+Q (B6)

QNZZ(1—Ap) | 1—Af

In the considered regime A < 1 the last term is negligible, because |A,, ZZA| < 1, |vm| . We see that the minimal
excitation energy A’ = A remains the same even including self-energy corrections and the discontinuity still appears
at 2A. Also the momentum contributing to the discontinuity ex = ex1q = 0 are again restricted to the hot

spots. After the usual linearization € = ex, ¢ = exiq we substitute = (e + vine')/\/2AZ2(1 — Ay) and y =
(€' + vme)/\/2AZ3(1 — A¢) and find for the GG contribution of the discontinuity
Dgg = lim ImIG) o(2A +6
Gg 6_1>I(I)1+ m gg,Q( + )
_9°N i (Bic) * et @ (— B+ @)
2mv} Zi(Bi) ZxrQ(—Pr+) (1 — ax) (1 — axrq)

ONZE(1— Ay)

X

e =0
e =0
k+Q

lim /dx dy (6 — 2* — %)

1-v2 50+
Dy
= B7
21— A1 2) o7
The anomalous FF* contribution gives the same contribution, but depending on the gap symmetry we find
Drye = Do sign(—Ay, /A ) (BS8)
T TR ) - Ay TEN T /Rl

Therefore, the discontinuity vanishes again for the s-wave symmetry Ay, = Ak, 1q-

Appendix C: Evaluation of the Matsubara summation

In order to get the correction dD to the discontinuity we have to calculate the imaginary part of Ilg(w). Thus,
we have to execute and analytically continue the double Matsubara summation

Qkyq(iwn) = T2 Z Ak(Z’Qm)Blﬂ,Q (ZQm + iwn)Ck+q+Q(iQm + twy, + ivk)Dk+q(iQm + in)X(in)7 (Cl)

Qm, Vi

where A, B, C, D are the different combinations of fermionic propagators in the superconducting state. For T'= 0 the
fermionic f(e) = 6(—e¢) and bosonic distributions functions g(e¢) = —g(—e¢) severaly restrict the phase space for the
considered case w > 0. Using the identities for the fermionic Green’s functions

2 2
AR/A(x) _ WA x VA k
k r—&6+i0 x4 & £i0]
Im AP (2) = Frfu? 6(x — &) + 02, 8(z + &), (C2)

R/A U VA x
Ax(z) = ReA, " (z) = Pw _’Ek +73$ +’§k,
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it can be shown that the analytical continuation of (C1f) yields

ImQ(w) = v} 1% 110w — &k — &kiQ) /0 da Tx g (=) Cierqi Q(— + &1y Q) Dicra(—2 — &)

~ Uk q+QUD kg0 (W — EkrarQ — Ekta) /O da Imx 5 () Ax(—% — &ktrq) Burq(—7 + &ktq+q)

+ V3 1UE et qr NG (—w + &k + Sicrar Q) Bir (@ — &) Dt g (—w + Sicrqr@)0(w — &k — Ekrqrq)
— UB k1 QUD det 1N (W — Ektq — Ek+Q) Ak (—w + E14-Q) Ckrar-Q (@ — Ektrq)0(W — Ektq — Ek+Q)
— TUB 1 QUE K+ a+ QUD ket q Ak (—w — &1t Q) Xq (@ + k1@ — Ekra) (@ — €kt — SkrarQ)

— TR UG ket qr QUD kb q Bt @@ — &) Xaq (i — &) (W — Ekrgq — EkratQ)

- WU%,kUQB,k+Q”%,k+qu+q+Q (W= &ktq)Xa(ék — Ektq)d(w — &k — &krq)

— T4 kB 1+ QUe ktat @ Dicra(—w — Eicra+@)Xa(—w + &k — Eita+@)d(w — &k — &iciq)

— 203 1 UB 1 QUK+ a1t QUD Jet X G (Ek — Ehtrq)0 (W — €k — Ek+Q) (W + EktqrQ — Ektq)

+ 772U,Zq,kvjzakJrQu%7k+q+szD7k+quX§(gk - fk-&-q)(s(w — &k + fk-i—Q)(S(W = Sktat+Q — §k+q) . (C3)

Appendix D: Evaluation of the momentum-integration for discontinuity from vertex corrections

The imaginary part of IIy¢(Q,w) can be obtained from (C3|) by using a similar linearization as explained in

Section ([ Al):

2
1
<L2> E [k, ek+Q, ExtrQras Ektas Ak Akt Qs Akt Qras Akiq)gl(a — Q)7
k,q~=Q

1 2 N 2 2
:N() /dede’d)\d)\’f(e,e’,e+/\,e’+/\',A,iA,A,iA)g[<)\;—)\) +(A A)]

87T2'UJ_’UH vl 2'0”
1 2 A2 4+ N2
zN<4Q2> /dede/ d\d\ f(e, e e+ N\ € + N, Axp, T Axp, Ay, Ak, )9 {2] , (D1)
TV U

describing small derivations from the hot spots by p = k — kr and from the AF wave vector by p’ = q — Q. Using
this approximation we can write

1
87T2’UHUJ_

Inllyc(Qw) = —¢g'N Y ( )2 / dede' dXdN TmQ(w) , (D2)

{A,B.C,D}

. Later it will be useful to use

2 12
where we set e = €,6541Q = €, Ek1qrQ = €+ N kg =€ + N and (@ — Q)? = %

the following symmetries of the momentum integration before the linearization of the spectrum

(k,k+Q+q) < (k+Q,k+q),

(k,k+Q)«< (k+Q+q,k+q). (D3)

After the linearization of the spectrum the coherence-factors

2 .2 _
Ugw) x = Vg x =

2 _ .2 —
Vg k = Ugm) x =

NIE o= N~
> —
ps
|
m‘m
=
N————

<
™
[
[

|

<
)
o
|
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can be written as

2 _ .2 2 _ 2 2 — 22 2 _ .2
’ ® H uA,e = Uge ‘ vA,e — UC,e ‘ U’B,e — uD,e ‘ UB,e — vD,e ‘
@114 € Ly e )[i(14 € L1 __e
g 2 62+\Akp|2 2 €2+‘Akpl2 2 €2+|Akp‘2 2 €2+|AkF‘2
W1 —e )i (1 — )| (1 — )| (14— D4
g 2 E+[Ak,, |2 2 E+[Ak,, |2 2 € +[Ax,, |2 2 /62+|Akp\2 ( )
A A A A
F I e 5 ——s 5 s Fr s
e+ Axg | €2+ Ak, | €2+ Ak | \ €2+ Ak |
* A* E3 Ed
T % kg _% kp ﬂ:% kg :F% kg
e+ Ak |2 €2+]Ax . |2 €2+]Ax . |2 Ve Ak |?

where the different signs of the coherence-factors for the anomalous Green’s functions occur for the different gap
symmetries Ay, q = £Ak,. Because we see from the {A, B,C, D} sum, that we have only combinations of F' and
F' in the diagrams, there will always occur combinations Ay, - Ay, = |Ak,|?> = A? and it is allowed to assume
Ak, = A}, = A to be real. Therefore, we can simplify the above table

| & [[vhel vhe | vpe | VB |udc| vEc | vbe | VDo |

p 2 2
gE ; Ue Ve Ue Ve Ue Ve Ue Ve (D5)
R 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
g ’UE uE vE ue vE uE vE /U/C
F[F* || teVe | —UeVe | TUVe | FUeVe | UeVe | —UeVe | FUVe | FUete

where we defined using & = Ve + A?

=3 (e gwm) 30 5)
‘ i 2 + A2 &) 6)
2

S (. ()

We now have set the framework for the momentum integration and continue in examining the discontinuity of the
imaginary part at w = 2A 4+ § with 6 — 0. Because there are four different kinds of terms in ImQ(w), we have to
analyze them separately. At first we will examine the terms with 6-function, then the terms with J-function and
z-integration, thereafter the terms with 3 coherence-factors and at least the terms with 4 coherence-factors.

N = N =

Terms with f-functions

Using the above linearization we obtain for the first of the terms with the #-function:

1

8m2ujuL /d6 de' AN AN T x (—w + € + e 2) VA UG ey n

2
ImIlycgq1(w) = —g4N( >
{A,B,C,D}

BE’(W - gﬁ)DE’JrN(_w + fe+/\)9(w - 56 - €6+)\) .

Due to the #-function the phase space of the (e, A)-integration will be restricted strongly at the discontinuity w —
2A 4 6:

}ii%/ded)\&(w—fe — b flee+A) = %ii%/dedAG(ZA+5f§E — o) fsle e+ N)

. €2+ (e+N\)?

S %%/ded)\ 6(6 — T)fg(e,ﬁ +A)
) €2+ (e+N)?

~lim [ dedno( — 0 £5(VBA, VISA)
—

= lim 2A f5(V26A, V25A) - 6. (D7)

Thus, these terms will vanish if the remaining function f5(0,0) is non-singular. Using the asymmetry of Imx x (z) =
—Imx v (—z) and the symmetry (D3], taking the limit e = 0, A = 0 and putting in the fermionic Green’s functions
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we obtain for the sum of both terms with 6 function

1 2
_ 4 / !
Imllyc0(Q, 2A + 6) = 2mg NA(&TQUW) .5./de AN Tmxon—e(0) Y. %
{A,B,C,D}

2 2 2 .2 2 2 .2 2 2 .2 .2 .2 2 2 .2 .2
(UA,OU’B,e’uC,OuD,)\’ T UL NUB oUC, VDo | VA,0VB,eUC,oUD N T UANUBoVEeVD 0

(A+0d—-E&)(=A=0—-En) (A+6+ &) (-A—6—E&n)
0124,01‘23,5'“20,0“%,,\' + U%,xu%,o“%,e/v%,o ”,24,07}%3,5'“20,0”123,,\/ + Ui,x“%z,o”%,a”%,o)
(A+6 -8 )(-A—=6+&n) (A+6+&)(-A—=6+&n)

With the tabular (D5|) we can perform the summation over the possible diagrams in and find that for both d-wave
and s-wave pairing the sum over the different combinations of the coherence factors are similar up to a sign

AV
€'
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 _
E (UA,OUB,e’uC,OuD,)\’ + uA,A’uB,OuC,e”UD,O) eI
€

{A,B,C,D}
I/
€N
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 _
E (UA,OUB,E'UC,OU’D,)\' + uA,)\’uB,OUC,e’UD,O) = —725 x
{A,B,C,D} @S
1/
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 _ €A
E (UA,OUB,e'uC,OUD,X + UA,/\/UB,OUC,E’UD,O) = *725 Ex
{A,B,C,D} oA

I/
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 _ € A
E (UA,OUB,E’UC,OUD,X +UA,)\’UB,OUC,5’UD,O) TN
{A,B,C,D} oA

This allow us to simplify the f-terms

2
ImHVC’g(Q, 2A + 5) = 4’/Tg4NA (21> -0 - /de’ d)\l Imx(]‘)\/,e/ (0) X
8 ULU” ’

e N
PRI+ B0+ 6 )BT —E)B+6-6n)

Obviously there will be no contributions to the discontinuity at w = 2A if there were no divergences in the integral
for § — 0. Since the fraction of the integrand is an odd function and is defined with the principal value, there is not
singularity from the zeros of the denominator. Furthermore, the momentum dependence of the spin susceptibility leads
to a convergence for large momentum transfers. Finally, we can conclude that there are no discontinuity-contributions
for the imaginary part of the vertex correction by the 6 terms.

(D8)

Terms with J-function and two coherence factors

With the help of the symmetry (D3)) it is always possible to rewrite the remaining terms in a way, that we have a §
function of the kind 6(w — &k — &ktq) - Setting again w = 2A + 6 the phase space will be restricted to (e, €’) — (0,0)
with:

62 + 612

/ dede §(20 46 — & — €V f(e, &) ~ / de de’ 5(5 — V(e €) 222 2nA £(0,0). (DY)

Using this relation it follows that we can write the contribution to the discontinuity caused by the terms with the
o-function and two coherence factors as:

o = lim Imﬂvc)g_,_gcf(Q, 2A + (5)
6—0

1 2 >
= 2tAG*N | ——— / d\d) / dzTmyx n (2) %
87T2UJ_'UH 0 ’

fm;(>\a )\/) fuv()‘v >‘/)
7)<(—z—|—A —&)(—z—A—=&\) + (—z4+A-&6)(—2z2—A+&)
f’l)u()\) A/) f/U'U()\7 >\/)
T TAte) B -6 (rhte) B+ m) (D10)
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where we defined the f functions, which can be calculated for the d-wave case as

AN 4 (A +E) (A4 &)

fueA XY= Y (vAguboubauba + Uk aup AU ovho) = 266N ’
{A,B,C,D} ™
2N+ (—A+EH)(A+EN)
fuv(>\,)\l) — Z (”01%170@62370“20,)\”%),)\’ + UZVA/U2B7)\U26'7OU%,O) = 2£ £ , b
{A,B,C,D} - (D11)
AN+ (A+6H)(A+E)
Fou(A, X)) = Z (VA.0UuB 0VEAUD x + UG N VB AUG 0D o) = 26\ En ’
{A,B,C,D} ~
AN 4+ (A4 EH)(—A+ &
Joo(A X)) = Z (vi,ou%,ov%,w%,,\f + UZ,A’U%,AU%,OUQD,O) = ( X ! ’

(A.B.C.D} 263 8n
Fortunately, it is easy to show that these f functions vanish in the s-wave case. As it will be shown in the following
calculation all contributions to the discontinuity from the vertex correction contain these f functions and therefore we
can immediately assess that also for the vertex corrected theory the phase sensitivity of the discontinuity is conserved.
For this purpose we will restrict our further calculations to the d-wave case and using (D11)) we find

1 2 o AN + 22
8y = 4TA 4N<> /d)\dX/ dz1 (2)P D12
2 a9 87T2’UJ_’U” 0 2 XN (Z) [(A — 2)2 - f)\] [(A + 2)2 - fil] ( )

Using , the symmetry xx x(z) = xan(—2) and the functions in (D11) we easily obtain for the discontinuity
contribution from the terms with the § function and 3 or 4 coherence factors

03 = lim ImHVQ(;Jrng(Q, 2A +0)
6—0

o aad 1) , FouAN) Foo(\LN)
=212 Ag N(SW%“J”) /d/\d/\ {X)\,/\’(A-f—gA)'P(_QA_g/\ vy +§A/>

e Juw (A, ) Jou(A, ) )]
+xx,0 (€ A)P(2A_€X_€)\ +2A—§,\/+§,\ (D13)
0y = lim ImIly e spacr(Q, 2A +0)
2
= _27T3Ag4N<87T211)J_U| ) /d)\d)\/ImX)\7,\/(A +E0)0(2A 4+ & — &) fou(N, X)) (D14)

At this point of the calculation it will be useful to apply the approximation that the parallel and perpendicular Fermi
velocities are equal, see Eq. (D1)). Thus, the bosonic propagator will be an even function in A and X and odd terms
in the f functions will vanish due to the antisymmetry of the complete integrand. This allows us to simplify

(A +E)(A+En)

uu )\; M) = y
Fuu(2. X) 265En
—A —-A /
fusr V) = EREERTE)
2608n (D15)
vU I 25}\6)\/ I
A -A /
28586
We now introduce dimensionless integration variables r = %,y = %w = X, the dimensionless dispersion «fw =
vVz2 + 1 and the dimensionless RPA spin susceptibility
1 1
)N(x,y(y) = ’YAXmA,yA(V : A) = P)/A ( A)2+(y A)2 (2) = (2) ) (D16)
- . ~ 11 v-A
r—}—cST—HQ (v-A) v A2 4 y2) — QPY(A )
which is a similar definition as in Eq. 1} Analogously, we defined the dimensionless pairing parameter A= 526/ .
F
Substituting these variables in the above formulas for 41, do and J3, evaluating the remaining §-function and simplifying
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the expressions leads to

_ _ DO Wsf 2
0D =63 + 03 + 04 = T\f H(fA ,A) (Dl?)
with the dimensionless function
Wsf 2 4 /OO ~ V2
kK(—,A) =— dz dx dvImy, ,(v)P — =
R P an g

2 [ T +E6) (1+E&)? xaew@—1) (1—§)?

+ — dx dy P - = - + > - -

77/0 “’[ & £-(2+4,) & 2-(2-§)
(1+6,)?

) /0 A E/(2+&)2—1 ' (1

Numerical analysis of the vertex correction of discontinuity

At this point of the calculation we need a good input for the 1-loop spin susceptibility in the superconducting state
in order to estimate the numerical function x(r', A). From (D18)) we see that both the resonance region w < 2A and
the continuum region w > 2A contribute to the discontinuity correction. In the continuum region w > 2A we can
approximate the self-energy to be similar to the normal state polarization operator Ilg(w) =~ —iyw 6(w — 2A) with
an additional spin gap below 2A, because for w > A the superconducting and the normal conducting properties are
quite similar. In the resonance region w < 2A we use the known results from the one-loop calculations and estimate

the dimensionless spin susceptibility to be

1 Zres . 5 Qres
New(v <2) = R w— with Zes = 27 (1 - 2) , (D19)
res

where dimensionless resonance energy is defined as Qe = 2(1—e” [%J“A(zzﬂﬁ)]). The imaginary part of the X,

is then just given by Eq. 1| As already stressed the two external parameters “3* and A can be expressed in terms
of C3(A\) and A using Eq. (A8]). Using these approximations it is possible to determine numerically the function

r(%E,A) = R(N).
In the limit of large A > 1 the resonance energy s < A at q = Q. For small z,y < A=! ~ 1, this will

lead to a different dependence of the resonance energy Qo5 ~ \/ wet/A + A(x? +2) and of the spectral weight

Zros ~ (\/wsf/A + A(z? + y2))71. For A > 1, wg < A and consequently the spectral weight for small z,y < A~!

will be larger than for the exponential dependence in Eq. (D19). Nevertheless, as this different behavior is restricted
to a small z,y phase space we do not expect qualitative changes of the occuring integrals in (D18]).

Appendix E: Phase sensitivity at three-loop

Let us consider the possible three-loop diagrams without the diagrams containing the one-loop self-energy correction
that was already calculated in Eq. 7 see Fig. Note that we have no diagrams containing a bosonic line with
particle-hole bubble since they are already included in the self-consistent two-loop diagram . We want to show
that the discontinuity for the s-wave symmetry Ax,t+q = Ak, vanished also for these diagrams. As can be seen
in the previous Appendix [Df the restriction to external frequency w = 2A and momenta Q constrain two fermionic
propagators connected to the left or right external boson line to lie directly at the hot spots. In the two-loop calculation
this allowed us to combine all important information about the coherence factors and different combinations of normal
and anomalous Green’s functions in the functions defined in Eq. . From now on we will always restrict the two
propagators on the left side to the hot spots. The first diagram in Fig. [L0|is given by

Hgag ~ YD XaXa Gk Gk Ort g0 Ghy @ r g e O Ghtgrq @ Gry g0
©,J k,q,q’

= > Yo XaXe ABiraCriqraDir ot Brrara Frsq (E1)
k,q,q9' {A,B,C,D,E F}
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D (D
SEDEE et

FIG. 10: Three-loop diagrams without one-loop self-energy contributions

where @ = (w, Q) is the external frequency and momentum. In the second step we performed the trace over the
Nambu and spin degrees of freedom and found again all possible diagrams {A, B,C, D, E, F'} with arrow conservation
at each vertex. Assuming that only the scattering between fermions around the hot spots contribute (so x4 is strongly
peaked around Q) we are able to linearize the dispersions. Thus we get for the discontinuity contribution from the
diagram (a)

5D8) ~ /del deg des dey x1({€:}) x2({€i}) Z vi,ouzﬁou%,elu%762u2E753u%764 +.... (E2)
{A,B,C,D,E,F}

where we set the two left propagators A and B at the hot spots and . There are several other contributions containing
different combinations of the coherence factors of C, D, E, F' and we linearized the momenta in such a way that the
fermionic propagators have independent momentum integration variables €1, ..., e4. The bosonic modes now contain
the information about the complicated dependence of the different momentum integrations. Nevertheless, the explicit
form of this dependence is not of importance, because the sum over all possible diagrams {A, B, C, D, E, F'}, which can
be obtained by evaluating the trace in , vanishes for the s-wave case as can be shown by coherence factors similar
to (D5)) and (D6]). This behavior is not depending on the combination of coherence factors we wrote in and
performing the Nambu and spin traces over the remaining diagrams in Fig. [I0] we can show that the combination of
Green’s functions {A, B,C, D, E, F'} are always the same, except of an overall factor. We also calculated several four-
loop diagrams in a similar manner and found the same result. Summarizing, we could show that the phase sensitivity
of the discontinuity of the bosonic self-energy is conserved up to three-loop order and presented a procedure to
systematically examine the behavior of the discontinuity depending on the superconducting gap symmetry in arbitrary
order perturbation theory.

Appendix F: ¢ expansion for vertex

The most straightforward way to see the suppression of the vertex correction in higher powers of g in d = 3 — ¢
dimensions for the strong coupling case r < yA is to look at the vertex

k+Q+q k+Q
Q
0Thq = q (F1)

k+q k

with external momenta at the hot spots k = kr and the magnetic ordering vector Q on the imaginary axis. We will
only consider the G G(®) combination of Green’s functions for zero temperatures and at the phase transition r = 0,
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resulting in
o _ 1 Q4+ V) +ekptq i(Q+w+ V) + cxptqrq
0l (19, iw Ng?’/al3 Eq/dl/ , Frd i
. ) O 1% (s B R ( R = S
1 i(Q+v)+ A Q+w+rv)+ N
Coq? + cS(AigW) —Tq(iv) (Q+v)2+ A2+ A2 (Q+w+v)2 + N2+ A2

~g /dq1 fdNdN dv . (F2)

Here, we assumed that only the bosonic propagator has a momentum dependence in the additional dimension ¢, and
linearized the remaining two dimensional (g, ¢,) integration in the usual way. The first integration can be performed
by dql=° = Qi_.dq.2~¢, where Qg = 27%2/T'(d/2) is the solid angle in d dimensions. A renormalization of the energy
scales

O S S LA SR L
AN A A
yields the vertex
ST 1 T Q) e Qo+ )+
0Lk, q (12, iw) ~ ! 1te /dxdydD<A 1 (iDA)> 0 2 5 :
v A(z® +y?) - =23 Q+02+22+1(Q+0+0)2+y2+1
14¢ ~
: ( +l7)—|—17 ( +~)+y

1 2 i
=1 [ dadydp ( - — ) _ - F3
I / Y Aa? +y2) — 1R (Q+0)? +:c2+1(£2+ +0)2 4241 (F3)

In the last step we used v ~ g2 and the result from the pairing instability A ~ g%. The bosonic self-energy can be
approximated on the imaginary axis as

.~ _~2 ~
g (ivA) - { ve forv <2 (F4)

~yA —|p| forv>2

and is therefore just a function not depending on g. The only g-dependence in the integrand of (F3)) is hidden in the
parameter A~i~ g = . There can be critical contributions where

1 112»5 1 1«%2»5
A TN ) ~ <> (F5)
<A(:c2 +y?) — 7HQA5A ) A

for the resonance and continuum region, which can be separated from the non-critical terms

0T, (i€, iw) = a(i), iw) - gF 71 + STPES (i, iw) + ST ™ (i€, iw) (F6)

Here, the dimensionless function a(i€2,iw) is not g dependent. These terms are for ¢ < 1 not critical, because the
vertex correction I‘Z—E ~ g§*2 is suppressed by a higher power in g compared to the bare vertex I'g = g. The question

is how to estimate the critical contributions. For the resonance region 7 < 2 the condition (F5) is fulfilled for
~ H ZDA ~ a £—z€
A(m2+y2)>Lm~2|u|<\/A~gzsz (F7)
YA
and gives an exponentially small integration area for the 7 integration. Thus the most critical contributions from the

above integral (F3) of the resonance region are

6Fcrit,res<-Q . ) 2_q /\/Z d~< 1 > 1425 gilAi% 2oy (FS)
1 7Zw ~ € V| — ~ € ~ € .
krQ o LvaTAR ! J

In an analogue treatment for the continuum region the critical contributions can analogue be estimated to at least of

order

61’3”&0“(19 iw) ~ get2es (F9)
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Therefore, for small £ < 1 the so-called critical contributions of the vertex corrections

are suppressed by a higher order in g and therefore negligible.
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