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Abstract

We analyze charge order in hole-doped cuprates within the the spin-fermion model. We show that
magnetically-mediated interaction, which is known to give rise to d-wave superconductivity and
charge order with momentum along zone diagonal, also gives rise to charge order with momenta
Q. = (2Q,0) and Q, = (0,2Q)) consistent with the experiments. We show that an instability
towards Ag = (CL +Qck_Q> with Q = @, or @y is a threshold phenomenon, but the dimensionless
spin-fermion coupling is above the threshold, if the magnetic correlation length £ exceeds a certain
critical value. At a critical &, the onset temperature for the charge order terminates at a quantum-
critical point distant from the magnetic one. We argue that the charge order with @, or @, changes
sign under k — k + (7, ), but \Ag] # ‘A§+(7r,7r)" In real space, such an order has both bond and
site components, the bond one is larger. We further argue that Ag and A?k are not equivalent,
and their symmetric and antisymmetric combinations describe, in real space, incommensurate
density modulations and incommensurate bond current, respectively. We derive Ginzburg-Landau
functional for four-component U(1) order parameters Ai p With Q = Q, or Q, and analyze it first in
mean-field theory and then beyond mean-field. Within mean-field we find two types of CDW states,
I and II, depending on system parameters. In state I, density and current modulations emerge with
the same Q = @, or @, breaking Z, lattice rotational symmetry, and differ in phase by +m/2. The
selection of 7/2 or —m/2 additionally breaks Z time-reversal symmetry, such that the total order
parameter manifold is U(1) x Zy x Zy. In state I density and current modulations emerge with
different Q and the order parameter manifold is U(1) x U(1) x Za, where in the two realizations of
state II Z, corresponds to either lattice rotational or time-reversal symmetry breaking. We extend
the analysis beyond mean-field and argue that discrete symmetries get broken before long-range
charge order sets in. For state I, which, we argue, is related to hole-doped cuprates, we show that,
upon lowering the temperature, the system first breaks Z5 lattice rotational symmetry (Cy — Cb)
at T'=T,, and develops a nematic order, then breaks Z, time-reversal symmetry at T; < 7T;, and
locks the relative phase between density and current fluctuations, and finally breaks U (1) symmetry
of a common phase of even and odd components of Ag at T = Teqw < 1y < T, and develops a
true charge order. We argue that at a mean-field T.qy is smaller than superconducting Tg., but
preemptive composite order lifts T.qw and reduces T such that at large £ charge order develops
prior to superconductivity. We obtain the full phase diagram and present quantitative comparison

of our results with ARPES data for hole-doped cuprates.



Contents

I. Introduction
II. The model

III. The onset of CDW order with momentum (2Q),0) and (0,2Q) at £ = oo
A. Gap equations to logarithmic accuracy
1. Neglecting frequency dependencies of AkQO(Qm) and AkQW(Qm)
2. Keeping frequency dependencies of A%(Qm) and Agﬂ(@m)
B. Beyond logarithmic approximation
1. Pairing susceptibility at 7' = 0
2. The computation of Tqy
C. The interplay between 1.4, and T,

D. The role of non-ladder diagrams for Ttqy

IV. The stability of the CDW solution
A. The non-linear gap equations at 7" < Trqy
B. Fluctuations within the CDW subset
1. Fluctuations at 1" > T.qw

2. Fluctuations at T' < Tigw

C. The interplay between CDW order and superconductivity/diagonal bond order

V. The structure of charge order: Mean-field analysis
A. Truncated effective action: stripe vs checkerboard order
B. The full effective action
C. Properties of state I
1. Physical properties of the coexistence state
D. Properties of state II
1.O=mn/4, pr =7/4, oo =7/4
2.0=m/4, p1 =7/2, 2 =0

VI. Preemptive composite CDW order

A. A nematic transition

EEIEEEEEEEEIERRREFEEIEEREREERERE] E1 =




VII.

VIII.

IX.

D.

E.

1. The solution v =0
2. The solution with v # 0
3. First-order transition at 1/2 < * < 1
B. Preemptive time-reversal symmetry breaking
1. Direct computation
2. Hubbard-Stratonovich approach

3. Preemptive order for state II
The phase diagram
Comparison with ARPES data

Conclusions

A. Acknowledgement

. Gap equations for momentum and frequency-dependent CDW order

parameters

. Evaluation of the terms [, — I,

. On the stability of HS saddle-point in a complex plane

1. The model with one real field
a. Large N.
b. Large M.
2. The model with two order parameters
a. Large N.
b. Large M.

An alternative HS analysis, with saddle points along real axis
1. Fluctuations at T' > Ti.4w
2. Fluctuations at T' < Tiqy

a. Near Tigw

b. Smaller temperatures, full non-linear analysis

An alternative method to go beyond hot spot treatment

—
-
1

f—
-
O




F. Bond order with diagonal momenta (£20Q), +2Q)
1. T}, and Tj, at the onset of SDW order, {1 =0
2. Ti. and Ty, at a finite 5

3. Interplay between superconductivity and bond order

References

E E E

118

118




I. INTRODUCTION

Intensive experimental studies of hole-doped cuprates over the last few years have pro-
vided strong indications that the pseudogap region is a state (or even a set of states) with
broken symmetry. First, X-ray and neutron scattering data on La; g75Bag 105CuQy strongly

indicatel?

that lattice rotational symmetry is broken from Cj down to C below a cer-
tain temperature 7*(x). Evidence for rotational symmetry breaking has been also found
in neutron scattering data on YBCO (Ref. [3]) and in STM data on BiySraCaCuyOgys, at
energies comparable to 7% (Ref. ]). Second, measurements of the Kerr angle at optical
frequencies detected a polar Kerr effect®, and polarized elastic neutron scattering measure-

ments detected an intra-unit cell magnetic order’®

. The onset temperatures for the Kerr
effect and for intra-cell magnetic order are not equal, but roughly follow the same doping
dependence as T*(x). The most natural interpretation of these two measurements would
be that time-reversal symmetry is broken, although the absence of a sign change of a Kerr
signal under the change of the direction of the applied magnetic field raises a possibility that
the Kerr effect may be a non-reciprocal phenomenon, in which case it should be associated
with the breaking of mirror symmetries. Recent optical experiments in the terahertz regime
has found? a non-zero linear birefringence, which was also interpreted as the result of the
breaking of mirror symmetries and of Cy lattice rotational symmetry. The temperature
dependence of the onset of a linear birefringence in YBCO closely follows the one for Kerr
signal.

Third, X-ray measurements on YBCO (Refs. B]), BiySra_,La,CuOgys (Ref. ]), and
BiySraCaCuyOgys (Ref. ]) detected a static incommensurate charge density-wave (CDW)
order with momenta Q, = (2@Q,0) and/or Q, = (0,2Q), and 2() was determined to be equal
to the distance between neighboring hot spots —points where the Fermi surface (FS) intersects
with the magnetic Brillouin zone boundary?242. The observed order is not long-ranged, but

16,17

1415 Farlier NMR measurements

this well may be due to pinning by impurities and
more recent sound velocity measurements® in a magnetic field H found a true CDW order
at H > 207. Quantum oscillation measurements*? and measurements of Hall and Seebeck
coefficients? were interpreted as feedbacks effect from the CDW order on fermions. The
onset temperature T,qy () of the CDW order was found to be smaller than 7*(x) but follow a

similar doping dependence. Fourth, ARPES measurements deep under the superconducting



d2°2 3 change of system behavior at a certain doping, and were interpreted

dome have foun
as evidence for the existence of a quantum-critical point (QCP) at = = x,, at which a new
order emerges. It is tempting to associate this emerging order with CDW.

These and other experimental data2422 pose a challenge to the theory. System behav-
ior in the metallic region outside the pseudogap can be reasonably well described within a
theoretical framework that fermions interact by exchanging quanta of collective excitations.
One proposal along these lines?®, is that these excitations are charge fluctuations enhanced
by phonons (a similar set of ideas has been recently displayed for Fe-pnictides?’). An incom-
mensurate CDW order with Q along = or y directions in the momentum space is a natural
part of this scenario, and studies of a true and fluctuating CDW order within a microscopic
Hubbard-Holstein model and using a more general reasoning of frustrated phase separation
mechanism did indeed find2® a CDW QCP at around optimal doping, identified the pseu-
dogap temperature with the onset of CDW order? and obtained a number of features in
Raman scattering??, STM3!, and ARPES22, consistent with the experimental data in hole-
doped cuprates®3. Furthermore, the residual momentum-dependent repulsive interaction
mediated by charge critical fluctuations was argued to give rise to d-wave superconducting
instability, although additional interaction component, for fermions in antinodal regions,
had to be included to match the experimental angular variation of the d-wave gap®*. An
alternative proposal is that relevant collective excitations are spin fluctuations, peaked at or
near antiferromagnetic momenta (7, 7). The corresponding spin-fluctuation approach3?-38
naturally explains d-wave symmetry of the superconducting state and yields a non-Fermi lig-
uid behavior of fermionic self-energy and optical conductivity324? in a rather wide frequency
ranges, even when magnetic correlation length is only a few lattice spacings. This approach
does describe precursors to magnetism* 43 and accounts reasonably well for the phase di-
agram of electron-doped cuprates®*, where pseudogap behavior is very likely a crossover
behavior due to magnetic precursors®. At the same time, until recently, spin-fluctuation
approach was believed to be incapable to describe charge order and symmetry breaking in
the pseudogap phase of hole-doped cuprates. Other explanations of charge order/symmetry
breaking have been proposed, including loop-current order?® or d-density-wave (current) or-
der®™48  Other widely discussed scenarios of the pseudogap associate pseudogap behavior

49-53 54-56

with precursors to either Mott physics®™ 22, or superconductivity>* =°

The spin-fluctuation scenario was revitalized by Metlitski and Sachdev®” who found that



the spin-mediated interaction is attractive not only in the d-wave superconducting channel
but also in the d-wave charge channel, at momenta Qg = 2k, where ky¢ is the momentum
of one of hot spot on a FS and 2k, = (+20Q,+20Q) are directed along one of Brillouin
zone diagonals. In real space, an instability in a d-wave charge channel implies a charge
bond order, for which (c'(r + a)c(r)) acquires an r-dependent component of different sign
for a along x and y directions, while (c'(r)c(r)) remains unperturbed. The analysis of
CDW instability with Q4 = 2k;s within spin-fluctuation approach was extended by Efetov,
Meier, and Pépin®®, who argued that the pseudogap behavior may be the consequence of the
competition between bond order and superconductivity (in their scenario, the modulus of
the combined SC/CDW “super-vector” order parameter emerges at 7™ but its direction gets
fixed along the SC “axis” only at a smaller T;.). The “super-vector” scenario is appealing
from theory perspective and allows one to explain some experimental data?25°. However, it
has three discrepancies with the experiments. First, the momenta 2k;4 are directed along
one of the two Brillouin zone diagonals, while CDW momentum detected by resonant X-
ray scattering!®13 and in STM#2 is along horizontal or vertical axis in momentum space
(Q = Q, = (2Q,0) or Q = Q, = (0,2Q)). Second, bond-order instability is close to
superconducting Ty, but is below Tj. (Refs.% |), while experiments see the development
of charge order above superconducting T.. Third, bond order with momentum Qg = 2ky;
does not break time-reversal or mirror symmetries and therefore does not explain Kerr,
neutron scattering, and magneto-electric birefringence experimennts® 2.

In this paper we present a different scenario for the pseudogap due to spin-fluctuation
exchange. We argue that magnetically-mediated interaction yields an attraction in the CDW
channel for incoming momenta Q, and Q,, and, when magnetic correlation length is large
enough, gives rise to a CDW instability at a nonzero temperature Tq,,. That such critical
temperature exists is not guaranteed a’priori, despite that, as we show below, there are
logarithms in the perturbation theory. The reason is that magnetically-mediated interaction
is dynamical, and the gap equation is an integral equation in frequency. For the latter, the

61,62 " and

summation of the leading logarithms does not necessarily give rise an instability>*
one one has to go beyond the leading logarithmic approximation to verify whether or not the
interaction exceeds a certain finite threshold. We show that for CDW with Q = @, or @,,

the interaction is above the threshold, and the linearized gap equation, or, more accurately,

Q

i (m,m)> does have a solution at a

the set of coupled equations for A? = (¢} LQCk-q) and A



finite T' = T,q4. We compute T,q,, first in Eliashberg-type calculations and then by treating
the effects of thermal bosonic fluctuations beyond Eliashberg theory, and compare T,q,, with
T,. obtained using the same procedures. In Eliashberg calculation, we show that T.q, and
T, are finite at £ = oo at Ty, > Teqw. With more accurate treatment of thermal fluctuation
(equivalently, the contribution from zero bosonic Matsubara frequency) we find that the
ratio Ty./Teaw approaches one at infinite &, i.e., Ty and T.qy, must be quite close at large &.
We also analyze non-ladder diagrams and show that they are small numerically.

The CDW order parameter Ag changes sign under momentum shift by (7, 7), as the bond
order does, but it also has a non-zero on-site (a true CDW) component (c'(r)c(r)) = f(r)
because |AY| # |A8+(7T77r)|. This agrees with the structure of the charge order extracted from
STM and X-ray data®$3. Because on-site component of A2 is non-zero (albeit small) we
will be calling this order a CDW, primarily to distinguish it from a true bond order with
diagonal Qg = (2Q), 2Q)), for which, by symmetry, Al?d = —Agj(mw).

We analyze the structure CDW order in detail, first in mean-field approximation and
then by going beyond mean-field. Within mean-field, we first assume that Ag” and Afy
are even functions in £ and discuss the interplay between CDW orders with @), and @,.
The linearized equations for both CDW orders have solution at the same T = T,q,,. What
happens at a smaller 7' depends on how the two orders A9 and A% interact with each
other. We show that the interaction is repulsive, i.e., the two orders tend to repel each other.
If the repulsion is weak, the two orders appear simultaneously and with the same amplitude,
and the system develops a checkerboard order. If the repulsion is strong enough, it becomes
energetically advantageous for a system to spontaneously break lattice rotational symmetry
from Cy down to Cy and develop CDW with only @, or @,. In the real space, such an order
has the form of stripes, e.g., (c!(r)c(r)) o< cos(2Qr,) with Q = @, = (0,2Q). To understand
which type of CDW order develops, we derive the Ginzburg-Landau action to order (A%)*
and analyze its form. We find that the repulsion is strong enough such that the system
prefers to break C; symmetry down to Cy and develop a stripe order. This is consistent
with STM data®. A different scenario for CDW order with Q = (2@Q,0) and (0,2Q) has
been proposed recently®®, in which CDW is induced by superconducting fluctuations. In
that scenario, CDW emerges as a checkerboard order

We next take a more careful look at the dependence of AY on the center of mass mo-

mentum k. CDW order with, say, Q = ), can be constructed out of hot fermions with



k~ky=(mr—Q,0) and —kg = (—7 + Q,0) (pairs 1-2 and 5-6 in Fig. ). The CDW order
parameters Ago and A?ko are not identical because 2Kq is not a reciprocal lattice vector. As
a result, Af with k ~ kg generally has two components — one is even in k and the other
is odd (e.g., Afﬂ x cosk, and AE x sin k,., respectively). In contrast, for charge order
with diagonal Q, = 2ky, only the even in k solution is possible because the center of mass
momentum is at ko = (7,0) or (0,7) and k¢ and —kg are equivalent points.

We show that the even component A?’z = (AS@ + A?z) /2 represents a variation of site
and bond charge densities (a variation of the cite density is dp(r) o< cos 2Qr, ), while the odd
component A?}; = (Afy - A?z) /2 represents a fermionic current j,(r) o< sin 2Qr, This cur-
rent gives rise to a non-zero orbital magnetic field H, o< cos 2Qr, and, by definition, breaks
time-reversal symmetry (TRS). This, however, does not lead to orbital ferromagnetism as
J H.dV vanishes.

We compute T4, for even and odd components and show that 7.4, for the even com-
ponent is larger, in agreement with Ref. @@], but the one for the odd component is a
close second. We derive the GL model for four U(1) CDW fields, A?j;, Agz, Agz, and Ag};.
We argue that at low 7" both density and charge components are generally non-zero, and
the system develops a CDW order of one of two types, depending on the interplay between
system parameters. We label the corresponding ordered states as states I and II, In the
state I, density and current modulations emerge with the same Q (either @, or @),) via
a continuous second-order transition. Such an order spontaneously breaks Cy lattice rota-
tional symmetry down to C5, like in the case when only A%k was set to be non-zero. The
density and the current component with a given () are both non-zero at low enough 7" and
the phase difference between them is locked at +m/2. The order parameter in this state
breaks Z, lattice rotational symmetry and U(1) symmetry of the common phase of the two
order parameters, and breaks an additional Z; symmetry by selecting the relative phase to
be either /2 or —7/2. It is natural to associate this additional Zs symmetry with time
reversal (TR), which is then explicitly broken in the state I.

In the state II incommensurate density and current modulations emerge with different
Q via first-order transition. There are two realizations of state II: in the first all four CDW
components are non-zero and have equal magnitudes, while relative phases between Agz
and Agz and between Agz and Agz are, simultaneously, either 7/2 or —7/2. This is a Cy-

symmetric checkerboard state with order parameter manifold U(1) x U(1) x Zs, where Z, is
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associated with TR. In the second realization, only one density and one current components
are non-zero, e.g., Agz and Agz. Such an order breaks C} lattice symmetry down to Cs,
but does not additionally break TR symmetry because the phases of A?fc and A?,Z are
uncorrelated. The order parameter is again U(1) x U(1) x Zs, with Z, now associated with
lattice rotational symmetry.

We extend the analysis of the Ginzburg-Landau (GL) action beyond mean-field by apply-
ing Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to collective variables and analyzing the resulting
action within saddle-point approximation, in close similarity to the analysis of the nematic
order in Fe-pnictides®. We specifically focus on the state I, which in mean-field emerges
via a continuous transition. We show that discrete symmetries get broken before long-range
charge order sets in. We show that, upon lowering the temperature, the system first breaks
Zy lattice rotational symmetry (Cy — C3) at T' = T,, and develops a nematic order. Below
T, <|A?ﬁ|2) becomes non-equal to (|A%|?) (i = 1,2), while (A?ﬁy) = 0, i.e., density and
current modulations do not develop, (dp(r)) = (j.(r)) = 0. Such a nematic order has been
discussed in series of recent publications on the cuprates®® and Fe-pnictides®®. Then, at a
smaller T, < T,,, another composite order parameter T o (A%(A$)*)) becomes non-zero
(for the order with Q = @), while still (A?ﬁy) = (0. Under time reversal, T transforms into
—7T, hence this composite order breaks TRS. This order can be understood as the locking
of a relative phase 1 of A?i’( and A?ﬁ at ¢ = m/2 or ¢ = —7/2 without the locking of the
common phase of A?i’( and A?i’( The emergence of a preemptive composite order which
breaks time-reversal symmetry has been verified in Ref. @] using a different computational
technique. Finally, below Ti.qy, < T} the system breaks U(1) symmetry of the common phase
and the system develops a true CDW order (a quasi-long-range order in 2D). Within our
theory, we identify the temperatures 7T,, and 7T; as the experimental pseudogap temperature
T*.

The existence of the preemptive order is the crucial element in our scenario. Without it,
CDW instability would be subleading to d-wave superconductivity and to bond order with
diagonal Qg = (2Q), £2Q)) as in mean-field approximation both have larger onset tempera-
tures than T.4,,. However, superconducting order parameter and order parameter for bond
charge order have only one, even in k, component, and for these two there is no preemptive

instability which would break time-reversal symmetry. Moreover, neither superconductivity

nor bond order break Cy symmetry. For bond order this is the consequence of the fact that
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bond orders with (20Q), 2Q)) and (2Q), —2@)) only weakly interact with each other because in a
fourth-order square diagram for the interaction term some fermions are necessary far away
from the F'S. As a result, the two orders appear simultaneously and form a checkerboard-type
structure. If the system parameters are such that 7T, gets larger than the onset temperature
for superconductivity /bond-order, the first instability upon lowering of 7" is into a state
with a composite CDW order with Q,(Q,). Once composite order forms, it reconstructs
fermionic excitations and tends reduce the onset temperatures for superconductivity /bond-
order because composite charge order and superconductivity /bond-order compete for the
FS. At the same time, a composite CDW order increases the susceptibility for the primary
CDW fields and hence increases T.4y, much like a spin-nematic order in Fe-pnictides in-
creases the Neel temperature of SDW order®®. An increase of T,q,, compared to the onset of
superconductivity /bond-order becomes even stronger once we include into consideration 2D
fluctuation effects because composite order only breaks discrete Ising symmetry, while near-
degenerate d-wave superconductivity and bond order form weakly anisotropic O(4) model,
in which 7. is strongly reduced by fluctuations from O(4) manifold.

The two transitions at 7}, and T.q, have been also found in the scenario® that CDW
order is due to strong superconducting fluctuations, but in that case CDW order has only
an even in k component and there is no intermediate 7" range where Cy symmetry and/or
TRS are broken.

We next consider doping evolution of T4, and the interplay between charge order and
superconductivity at various dopings. We argue that T.q,, decreases when magnetic corre-
lation length & decreases and vanishes at some finite £, setting up a charge QCP at some
distance away from the magnetic instability (see Fig.[IT(a,b)). A similar doping dependence
holds for the onset temperature for bond order with diagonal Q, as we also demonstrate.
The ideas about a non-magnetic QCP at around optical doping have been presented in ear-

s467L.72 in our theory we found such QCP in microscopic calculations. The

lier publication
onset temperatures of nematic and TRS-breaking composite orders follow the same doping
dependence as T.q,. Within saddle-point Hubbard-Stratonovich theory, 7,, and T; merge
with Tiqw at some small T below which the system undergoes a single first-order CDW tran-
sition™. Whether this holds beyond saddle-point approximation remains to be seen, but
in any case near the critical &, T} is higher than both T4, and T},, and at larger dopings

(smaller &) only superconducting order develops. The precise location of the CDW QCP
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will likely by affected by superconductivity, as it generally happens when one order develops
under the umbrella of another™ T,

We assume that charge QCP exists and combine the doping dependencies of Ty, Teqw,
T,, and T; into the full phase diagram, which we show in Fig. I(c). We conjecture that
the reduction of T}, in the underdoped regime is primarily the result of a direct competition
between superconductivity and composite CDW order, while a reduction due to fluctuations
between superconductivity and bond order®® plays a secondary role. We emphasize that in
our model superconductivity and CDW order are produced by the same underlying spin-
fluctuation exchange interaction, and in this respect they are, in the terminology of Refs.
BE}, intertwined rather than competing orders. The situation is again similar to the
one for underdoped pnictides where superconductivity and SDW orders are also intertwine
orders as they originate from the same 4-fermion pair-hopping interaction™.

We compare our theoretical phase diagram with the one for hole-doped cuprates and
present quantitative comparison of our theory with ARPES data, including Fermi arcs in
the normal state™ and the doping evolution of the spectral function at low 7', when the
systems moves from a pure superconducting state into a state where superconductivity and
charge order co-exist. We argue that the agreement with the data is quite good, but to
describe the evolution of the ARPES dispersion along the cuts closer to zone diagonals one
needs to go beyond what we did so far and solve for the CDW order parameter Ag for k
rather far away from the mid-point between hot spots.

The structure of the paper is the following. In the next section we consider the model. In
Sec. [Tl we analyze the onset of CDW order with momentum @, = (2Q,0) and @, = (0,2Q)
at near-infinite magnetic correlation length, when spin-fluctuation mediated interaction in
the strongest and fermionic self-energy is large and cannot be neglected. We present our
solution of the ladder set of equations for the CDW order parameter first to logarithmical
accuracy and then beyond the logarithmical approximation. We show that the CDW prob-
lem belongs to a class of threshold problems, however the value of the coupling in our case
is above the threshold. We compute 1.4, first in Eliashberg-type calculations and then by
treating the effects of thermal bosonic fluctuations beyond Eliashberg theory, and compare
Teqw with Ty, obtained using the same procedures. We also analyze non-ladder diagrams

and present non-linear equation for CDW order parameter. In Sec. [Vl we expand near the

ladder solution, show that the solution corresponds to the minimum of the effective action
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within the CDW subset, and discuss the interplay between CDW and superconducting and
bond-order instabilities. In Sec. [V] we discuss the structure of the CDW solution within
mean-field approximation. We first approximate CDW order parameters A? = <CL 1Qk-Q)
by A% and A9 in hot regions and analyze the interplay between CDW orders with @,
and @),. We show that CDW order breaks lattice rotational Cy symmetry down to Cy and
develops in the form of stripes. We then show that CDW order Ag actually has two compo-
nents, one is even under k — —k and the other is odd (A?k and Agk, respectively). Both
are U(1) fields, and the odd component changes sign under time-reversal. We derive GL
functional for four coupled CDW order parameters Ag;, A%@, A?,,yc, and A?,Z and argue that
either state I or state II is realized at low 7', depending on the interplay between the two
input parameters. We show that in the state I, CDW order still breaks C lattice symmetry
down to Cy, and, in addition, the phases of Agz = |Ay]e’t and Agz = |Ayle?? differ by
1 —po = /2. The selection 7/2 or —7/2 breaks TRS. In Sec. [Vl we analyze GL action for
the state I beyond mean-field, by introducing collective variables (bi-products of A;5) and
search for non-zero expectation values of these variables within saddle-point approximation.
We argue that CDW order develops in three stages, via two intermediate phases, one with
pure nematic order and another with additional breaking of TRS. In Sec. [VIIl we consider
the interplay between composite CDW orders, a true CDW order, and superconductivity,
and obtain the phase diagram of hole-doped cuprates as a function of hole doping whose
increase we identify with the decrease of a magnetic correlation length . Here we show that
Teaw, Ty, and T; decrease with decreasing ¢ and vanish at (the same) finite £ setting up a
CDW quantum-critical point at some distance from a quantum-critical point associated with
the onset of a magnetic order. In Sec. [VIIIl we compare our results with the ARPES data
both above and below T,.. We present our conclusions in Sec. [Xl The discussion on several
technical issues is moved into Appendices. For completeness, in Appendix [E] we also discuss
the doping dependence of the onset temperature for bond order and the corresponding phase
diagram.

In our consideration we approximate the electronic structure and collective spin excita-
tions as two-dimensional, i.e., neglect fermionic and bosonic dispersions along k. direction.
We believe that the essential physics is captured within 2D treatment, although a coherent
interlayer tunneling maybe important for the stabilization of the stripe phase®?. We also

assume that near CDW instability the system remains a metal, albeit with strong incoher-
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FIG. 1: The Fermi surface, Brillouin zone and magnetic Brillouin zone (dashed line). Hot spots
are defined as intersections of the FS with magnetic Brillouin zone. The hot spot pairs 1-2 and 3-4
denotes the CDW pairing we consider. They are coupled through the antiferromagnetic exchange

interaction peaked at momentum (7, 7), as shown by the dashed arrows.

ence caused by quantum criticality. A development of stripe CDW order from a quantum

antiferromagnet in the strong coupling regime has been recently considered in Ref. [81].

II. THE MODEL

We use the same spin-fermion model as in earlier studies of magnetically-mediated d-
wave superconductivity??37 and non-Fermi liquid physics outside of pseudogap region227.
The model describes low-energy fermions with the F'S shown in Fig. [[l and with 4-fermion
interaction mediated by soft spin collective excitations peaked at or near (m, 7). We focus on
hot regions on the FS, for which shifting kr by kr + (7, ) keeps a fermion near the FS, and
expand fermionic dispersion near a hot spot as ¢, = vy (kL + mkﬁ /kr), where vpy is a Fermi
velocity at a hot spot, k| is a deviation from a hot spot along the I'S, and dimensionless &
specifies the curvature of the FS. The Fermi velocities at hot spots ki, ko and k3 = ky+(7, 7),
ky = ky + (m,7) in Fig. Dl are vpx, = (Vz,vy) VEk, = (Vz, —Vy), VEk, = (—vy, —0;), and

Vik, = (—vy,v;). The amplitude of the Fermi velocity vpx = /v2 + v2 and the value of k
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are the same at all hot spots. The effective 4-fermion interaction is mediated by soft spin

excitations is
Hint = GX(@)} 1 4,0008Ck 8Ch—4.703Cp.o: (1)

where £ = (k,w,), ¢ = (4, 2m), wn(Q2y) are fermionic (bosonic) Matsubara frequencies,

and
1

9
@+ &2+ @)

where the last term in the denominator is the Landau damping with the coefficient

x(q) = x(q, ) =

v = 4g/(wlv; — v2]) (Ref. @]) The Landau damping contains the same g as in ([II) be-
cause Landau damping of collective spin excitations also originates from the spin-fermion
interaction.

Following earlier works3®:57:58

, we assume that the coupling ¢ is small compared to the
Fermi energy Er = vpkpr/2 and focus on instabilities which occur at energies well below
Er and at £~ > 0, before the system becomes magnetically ordered. One such instability
is towards a d-wave superconductivity22 3762 It involves fermions from hot and lukewarm
regions on the FS (with the self-energy X (&), wp) o< /W, and 3(kj, wy,) o< wp, /| k|, respec-
tively), and, taken alone (i.e., without competition with CDW order) occurs at Ty. = Ty (&),
which is non-zero at all £ and interpolates between T.(§) ~ 0.04g at large &, with weak
dependence on v, /v,, (Refs. ]), and BCS-like result Ti.(£) ~ (g/A\?)e"1/*, at smaller
¢ < Er/g, when dimensionless coupling A = 3g/(4rvpé™") is small (see panel b in Fig.
[I7). Another instability, considered in E%

diagonal momentum 2k = (2Q), £2Q)), where ks = (Q, £ Q). This instability develops at

|, is towards a d-wave charge bond order with

Tyo(§), which is smaller than Ti.(£) at any non-zero x, although rather close to it at & — oo
(Refs. ]). We analyze the form of Tj,,(¢) in (see Appendix [[]) where we show that
Tho(&) vanishes at a certain &, when Alog [Er/(gr)] = O(1).

Our goal is to analyze another CDW channel, the one with momentum @, = (2Q,0) or
@, = (0,2Q)). This pairing involves fermions from hot/lukewarm regions 1-2, 3-4, etc. in
Fig. [l The analysis of a potential CDW instability involving these fermions is a bit tricky,
because fermions in the two regions connected by (m,7) (e.g., regions 1-2 and 3-4 in Fig.
[0) are different in the sense that parallel (antiparallel) velocities are v, (v,) in the first set
and —v, (—v,) in the second. Accordingly, the CDW order parameter A = (c| +0.0Ck—Q.a)

does not obey a particular symmetry relation under k — k + (m, 7), and one has to solve
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the 2 x 2 coupled set of equations for Ag and Aﬁr(mﬂ).

In the next two sections we consider CDW instability with momentum Q along either
x or y axis near the onset of SDW order, when the magnetic correlation length £ is near-
infinite. We consider what happens at smaller ¢ later in Sec. [VIIl We perform our analysis
in two stages. In the next section (Sec. III) we solve the set of linearized gap equations
for A% and Agﬂ within the ladder approximation and show that this set has non-trivial
solution at a non-zero Tyqy. In Sec. [Vl we re-derive the same set by performing Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation from original fermions to bosonic CDW variables and show
that diagrammatic ladder approximation is equivalent to saddle point approximation in
Hubbard-Stratonovich approach. We expand around Hubbard-Stratonovich solution within
the CDW subset and show that saddle-point solution is the minimum of the effective action,
i.e., fluctuations around saddle point solution do not diverge. We then discuss the interplay
between our CDW and superconductivity /bond-order. We argue that our CDW order and
the other orders can be treated within a generic Ginzburg-Landau functional. Taken alone,
each order is stable and is not destroyed by fluctuations. This internal stability implies
that the system develops the order which sets up at the highest 7. At a mean-field level,
Ty > Tho > Teqw, hence superconductivity develops first. However, we show in Sec. [Vl that
composite CDW order develops at T,, > 1.4y and this temperature well may exceed Ty.. Once
this happens, composite charge order provides negative feedback on superconducting/bond
order, reducing the corresponding mean-field onset temperatures, and gives positive feedback

on T.qw which in some parameter range becomes larger than 7.

III. THE ONSET OF CDW ORDER WITH MOMENTUM (2Q,0) AND (0,2Q) AT

=

Borrowing notations from superconductivity, we will be calling the equations for AE and

AQ

ot () B8 “gap” equations. We will first solve for the onset of CDW instability in the ladder

approximation without discussing its validity and later show that non-ladder contributions
to the gap equation are small numerically. We start with hot regions 1-2 and 3-4 in Fig.
I These two pairs forms a closed set for the CDW gap equations, and pairing in other hot
regions should simply follow due to symmetry.

The gap equations in the ladder approximation are shown in Fig. The CDW order
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parameters A and Agﬂ =AY ) are expressed via each other, and one needs to solve

k+ (7,
a set of two coupled gap equations to find an instability. Each equation is, in general, an
integral equation in both frequency and momentum. Besides, fermionic propagators in the
r.h.s. of the gap equations contain the self-energy >(k, €2,,) which is large and depends on
frequency 2,, and on the deviation of an internal fermion from a corresponding hot spot
in the direction along the FS (Refs. ]). We present the calculation of T4y in which
we keep only frequency dependence in the fermionic self-energy and in the gap functions,
i.e., approximate L(k, Q) ~ Sk, Q) = Sa,., A2(Q,) ~ A%(Qm) when k is near ky,
and AZ(Q,,) ~ Agﬁ(Qm) when k is near k.. Such an approximation has been verified E]
to be a valid one the calculation of a superconducting T,. and we expect it to be valid
also for a CDW instability. The full gap equations, with momentum-dependent CDW order
parameters and momentum-dependent self-energy are presented in Appendix [Al

In analytical form the set of the two linearized integral equations in frequency for Ag@ ()

and Agﬁ (Q) is

AQ (Q 3chdw Z/ dx d?{ Agﬂ (Qm')
ko 4m? [ () — vy 4+ 0, @] [15(Qr) 4 vy + vy7] 22 4 4% + Y]y — Q|
(3)

AQ (Q _ 3chdw Z/ dr dy A%(Qm’)
o 472 [ () — 0o + 0 Y] [I5(r) — 2 — vyy] 22 + Y2 + 7|Qny — Q|

(4)

where v = 4g/(n(v; — v2)),  and y are momentum deviations from the corresponding hot
spots, X(Qy) = Qn + 2(Qy), and the fermionic self-energy $(Q,,) is the solution of the

self-consistent equation

B 3gT

S(Q) = sgn () 1

dm Q // \/y +’7|Q _Qm|\/y +7|Q _Qm|+|Z(Q/ )|/UF

(5)

The fermionic Green’s function G(k, ,,) is related to 2(,) as

Gk, Q) = i2(n) — € (6)

where ¢, is fermionic dispersion which in Egs. ([B]) and (@) we expanded around hot spots.
For hot fermions in regions 1 and 2 in Fig. [I] ko is near (0, 7), in which case v, < v,.

At T = 0, the summation over frequency in () can be replaced by the integration. The
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equation for the fermionic self-energy becomes

1
2/dQ /d sgn(S) _ (7)
8 V2 A+ — Qo 12 + A — Q| + S| /07

One can easily make sure that 3(€2,,,) o¢ sgn(y,,)1/|n| at small enough frequencies. Earlier
calculations®®27 of ¥(€,,) neglected self-energy in the r.h.s. of ([@). In this approximation,

the equation for »(€2,,) is no longer of self-consistent form, and integration over y and over

O, yields
2(€hn) = sgn(Qv ) y/wo Qv | (8)

where wy = 9g/(16m) % [(v; — v2)/vE]. By order of magnitude, wy coincides with the spin-
fermion coupling constant g. For consistency with previous works, below we will use wqy as
the overall scale for the self-energy.

When the self-energy is kept in the r.h.s of (1) the self-energy at frequencies [€,,| < wo

retains the same functional form as in (§)), but with the extra prefactor

S(Q) = A sgn(Qe)y /0|2 (9)

where, to a good numerical accuracy, A = 2/3.

To get an insight where the instability comes from, consider momentarily the case v, = 0,
v, = vp. Then Fermi velocities at the two hot spots near (,0) (points 1 and 2 in Fig. [
are antiparallel to each other, while the ones at the two hot spots near (0, 7) (points 3 and

4 in Fig.[) are parallel. In this limit, Eqs. [B]) and (@) reduce to

dx dy AL (Q)

AL () = s [ i (10)
k R R A
_39Teaw dx dy AR ()

Q —
B () CAm? Z/ 22

In earlier large N calculations of Ti. (Refs. @@B]), the dependence of the bosonic

propagator on the momentum transverse to the FS (i.e., the x dependence in the last term in

, 11
T EET R

Eq. Q) and the y dependence in Eq. ([II]) was neglected. If we used the same approximation
here, we would obtain no CDW instability because the integral over = in Eq. (I0) would
vanish. However, in our case the bosonic propagator does depend on x and its poles are in
both upper and lower half-planes of complex x. As a consequence, the momentum integration

over z in the r.h.s. of (I0) gives a non-zero result even if we assume that Fermi velocities
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FIG. 2: The set of linearized equations for CDW vertices constructed out of fermions near hot
spots. The momenta ko and k. = ko + (7, 7) are in between the two neighboring hot spots either
along z or along y direction, chosen such that kg + Q and k, + @ are right at the hot spots. The
solid lines are full fermionic propagators, the wavy lines represent spin-mediated interaction peaked

at (m,m).

at points 3 and 4 in Fig. [ are parallel. Furthermore, because at Q,, < wo, |2(Qm)|/ve ~
N(Qn) ~ (|| /vE)Y? ~ (7|Qn])"/?, the poles in the bosonic propagator are located at
x comparable to that of the double pole. As a result, the result of the integration over x
is comparable to what one would get from integrating over = in the two fermionic Green’s
functions, if the poles there were in different half-planes of x. In other words, the fact that
the velocities at the hot spots at points 3 and 4 in Fig. [l are parallel does not make the r.h.s.
of Eq. (I0) parametrically smaller compared to the case in Eq. ({II), where the velocities at
the two hot spots are anti-parallel and the momentum integral over the product of the two
Green’s function already gives a non-zero result. In Eq. (III), the contributions from the
poles in the Green’s function and in the bosonic propagator are of the same order and just
add up in the overall prefactor.

We now return back to Eqgs. ([B) and (@) for A%(Qm) and Agﬂ(Qm). We first integrate
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over z in Eq. ([B]) and obtain

3gtrcdw / dy Agﬂ (Qm')
~ 2
V2N = Qo022 + (0,32 + 712 — Q]+ E( Q)

(12)

A%(Qm) =

Introducing then z = y/1/7|Qy| and ¢ = arctan(v,/v,) and using zero-temperature form

of () = (2/3)sgn(Q )/ wo| QL |, we re-write ([I2)) as

3cos2g0
AQ Qm = -5 CW /
o (€2m) 8 d %; ‘Qm| \/22 |1_ Qe /|

(13)

X 5.
22sin? p + {\/zz + |1 — Qy, /| cos p + (1/4) cos 2p(1 + \/er/wo)}

Integrating over x in Eq. (@) and re-writing the result in the same variables z and ¢ we

obtain

30052gp
A2 (Q,,) = 282 /
b %: IQmI \/z2+\1— Qo / Q|

X . (14)

22 cos? o + {\/zz + 1 — Q,, /| sin g + (1/4) cos 2p(1 + m)r
The value of ¢ depends on the geometry of the F'S. When Fermi velocities at hot spots 1
and 2 in Fig. [l are nearly antiparallel, and the ones at hot spots 3 and 4 are nearly parallel,
we have ¢ =~ 0. When Fermi velocities at hot spots 1 and 2 are nearly perpendicular to each
other, we have ¢ ~ 7/4. For the FS as in hole-doped cuprates, ¢ is non-zero, but small
numerically.

The negative signs in the right hand sides of (I3]) and (I4]) imply that the solution is
only possible when A%(Qm) and Agﬂ(ﬂm) have opposite signs, i.e., CDW order parameter
A%(Q,,) changes sign under k — k + (7, 7). This does not imply, however, that the order
has only a bond component (cf(r +a)c(r)) (Ref. [57]). In our case, A%(Qm) and Agﬁ ()
differ in magnitude, and both on-site and bond components are present. For the on-site
charge density we have

r) =Y AP =3 (A7 + A7 ) ¥ (15)
Q
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A. Gap equations to logarithmic accuracy
1. Neglecting frequency dependencies of A]?O(Qm) and A%(Qm)

As a first pass on Eqgs. (I3) and (I4]) we approximate gap functions as frequency-
independent constants A]?O and A,?ﬂ, set the lower limit of integration over internal fermionic
frequency to 7T.qy, and neglect the dependence on external frequency in (I3) and (I4]). Eval-
uating the integrals with two fermionic and one bosonic propagators, we find that they are

logarithmically singular, no matter what ¢ is. To logarithmical accuracy, we obtain

w
AR, == Silp)log AL,
w
A%::—SﬂwlbgTi‘A%~ (16)
where
Si(p) 30082<p/ 1
1
V22 + 1 52ip? <p+(\/ 1cosg0+(1/4)0082<p)2
30082 1
Sap) == [~ (1)

Vi +1 z2c082<p+(\/ 1sing0+(1/4)0082<p)

We emphasize that these two functions remain finite even if we set ¢ = 0 (i.e., set the
velocities at hot spots 3 and 4 in Fig. [[] to be parallel to each other). Note also that S; and
Sy depend on the ratio of v, /v, but not on g, which cancels out between the overall factor
in the spin-fermion interaction and in the Landau damping. This cancellation is typical for
an instability mediated by a massless Landau-overdamped collective mode2

Evaluating S; and S, numerically, we found (see Fig. ) that Sy > S; > 0 as long as
¢ < mw/4. In the limit when ¢ = 0 (i.e., when the velocities at hot spots 1 and 2 are
antiparallel, and the ones at hot spots 3 and 4 are parallel), we have S; = 0.084 and
Sy = 0.650 (1/S1S5 = 0.234). At non-zero ¢, the values of S; and S, are closer to each
other. That Sy, > S; implies that the CDW order parameter in the region with nearly
antiparallel Fermi velocities (region 1-2 in our case) is smaller than in the region with nearly
parallel velocities (region 3-4 in our case). Solving the set (I6) we immediately obtain that

the linearized gap equation has a non-zero solution at

Wo 2
1 =S5, <log - > (18)
cdw
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FIG. 3: The integrals S; and Sy as functions of the angle ¢. Both integrals vanish at ¢ = 7/4

because at this ¢ the Landau damping coefficient diverges.

i.e., at Togw ~ woe /V5152 This T.qy is of the same order of magnitude as superconducting
Ty, which at the onset of SDW order is also of order wy (Refs. E |). Right at T' = Teqy

we have from (I0)
AL =-A7 ,/é (19)
™ Sl

2. Keeping frequency dependencies of A%(Qm) and Agﬂ(Qm)

Eq. (I8) has been obtained within the approximations that (i) CDW order parameters
Aj, and Ay do not depend on frequency, and (ii) one can neglect the dependence on external
2 in the r.h.s. of Eqs. (I3) and (). For a more accurate treatment, we need to keep the
frequency dependence in A%(Qm) and in Agﬁ(@m).

Plugging Eq. () into Eq. (I3) we get rid of Agﬂ (Q,,) and obtain integral equation for
Ag@ (Q) in the form,

AL Q) = T3 I, L) AL (), (20)

m

where the kernel 1(£2,,,€,,) depends on both external and internal frequency.

We first analyze the pairing susceptibility. For this we add the source term Aq to the right
hand side of Eq. (20) and search for the divergence of Ago/ Ao at T = T,qy. At first order
of iterations we replace Ag@ (Qn) by A in the integral part and obtain A%(Qm =7T) =
Ao(1+15:9;log? 2). This is the same result as we had before, except for the additional 1/2

factor which is due to the requirement that, when we compute >,/ I(€2,, ,), the internal
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frequency must be much larger than the external one in order to obtain log? correction. If
subsequent iterations would transform 1 + 0.55;5; log? “0) into 1/(1 — 0.55,5, log? ), as
it happens in BCS theory, we would obtain T4y, similar to Eq. (I8). However, we found
that in our case the series of log? terms actually sum up into a power-law form Ag@ =
Ay cosh (Mlog %) ~ Ay (%)m
approximation, the ratio ASO /g does not diverge at any finite T, i.e., Eq. (I8) is an artifact

The implication is that, within the logarithmic

of neglecting frequency dependence of A?. A similar situation holds in the superconducting
channel. There, previous works have found27%283 that the instability does develop, but
to detect it one has to go beyond logarithmic accuracy, solve the full integral equation in
frequency and search whether or not there is an instability at 7" > 0. This is what we do

next.

B. Beyond logarithmic approximation
1. Pairing susceptibility at T = 0

The first step in the analysis is to consider 7" = 0, when the summation over Matsubara
frequencies can be replaced by integration. At 7" = 0, the lower cut-off of the logarithm is
set by frequency rather than by 7', hence within the logarithmic approximation

)m (21)

W,
AL (), AL () o Ag (ﬁ

We now verify whether the actual pairing susceptibility at 7" = 0 behaves similarly to (21I)
or changes sign, at least in some frequency ranges. The latter would indicate that that the
normal state is unstable, hence T.q4,, is non-zero.

A similar strategy has been applied to superconducting problem at the onset of SDW
order, when magnetic £ = 003782, We briefly discuss how it worked there and then apply it to
our case. Like in our case, the summation of the leading logarithms for the superconducting
problem does not lead to the instability and instead yields for the superconducting order
parameter Ay (€,,) o< Ag (m“’—i)ao, where A is again a source term and «q is some positive
number of order one®. The solution of the full integral equation for Ay.(Q2,,) at T'= 0 also
yields a power-law form Ag.(€,,) o Ag (mw—i)a at €, < wp, like in [21]), however « turns
out to be a complex number. In this situation, there are two solutions, one with «, another
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with a*. The linear combination of these two solutions yields oscillating
Ag@ oc Ag cos[Im(a) logw + 6]/|2,, [ (22)

with a “free” phase variable #. The presence of 6 plays the crucial role when the analysis
is extended to finite 7" and the source term Ay is set to zero. The power-law behavior
at a finite T exists in the frequency range between wy and 7" and has to satisfy boundary
conditions at the two edges. This requires two adjustable parameters. The temperature
is one of them and the phase 6 is the other one. Solving for the two boundary conditions
requires care, but the result is that, very likely, they can be satisfied at a non-zero T, i.e.,
at this 7" the linearized gap equation has a solution. Whether this is the actual T} is a
more subtle issue as there may exist some other solution of the linearized gap equation, with
different behavior at small frequencies. In any case, however, the fact that Eq. (22) is the
solution of the linearized gap equation at a finite 7" implies that T,. must be finite. From
this perspective, the fact that the exponent « is complex is a sufficient condition for the
existence of the pairing instability at a finite T, in the quantum-critical regime.

We follow the same strategy for the CDW case. We keep the frequency dependencies
of Ago and Agﬂ in Egs. (I3) and (), solve these two equations as integral equations in
frequency, search for a power-law solution and analyze whether or not the exponent is
complex. To shorten the presentation, we only consider the limiting case ¢ = 0, and replace
the soft upper cutoff at wy with a hard one. With this simplification, we obtain, replacing

the sums by integrals

A2 Q) = -3 /wo AQr AZ () /oo dz
ko\"®*m/) — 2
167 J—wo || 0 \/Z2+\1—me/9m\ (\/Z2+\1—QmI/Qm|+1/4)
(23)
—3 w0 dQpy AZ(Q) e
AS () = 3 / 0 o ( )/ dz 1 | (24)
T 167 J—wo €2 | 0 \/Z2+|1_Qm’/9m‘z2+1/16

We search for the solution in the form ASO, Agﬂ ~ Q7% One can easily verify that
convergence of integrals requires 0 < Re o < 0.5. Substituting this trial solution into (23))

and (24) we find after simple algebra a self-consistency condition

gert I (@) G () = 1, (25)
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where g = 9/64 is the universal dimensionless coupling constant for our quantum-critical

problem and

1 [© dw [ dz
F - "
@) o /—OO o] /0 V2= 1wl (2 + 1= L]+ 1/4)°
1 > dw o0 dz 1
G(a) :% ~/—oo |w‘1+a‘/0 \/22 + |1 _ ]./Cd| 22 4 1/167 (26>

We solved Eq. ([23]) for o and found that the solution is a complex number: o = 0.288 +

0.185:. The corresponding eigenfunction has the form Ago, Agﬁ ~ c0s[0.185log |2, | +
0]/, |7%2%8, where 0 is a free phase factor. Like we said, this is the sufficient condition for

a CDW instability at a non-zero T,q.

2. The computation of Teqw

Because the effective coupling g.g is of order one, the only relevant energy scale in the
quantum-critical regime is wq, hence T4, must be of order wy. From this perspective, the
estimate of T,qy in Eq. ([I8) is actually not far off as it also gives Tiqy of order wy. To get
the right ratio of Teqyw/wo, one need to solve the set of the two linearized gap equations
numerically.

There is one caveat, however, associated with the special role of zero bosonic Matsubara
frequency term in the gap equation. Indeed, the frequency sum in each of Eqs. (23]) and (24])
contains the term with €2,,, = €2,,,. For this particular Matsubara frequency the integral over
z diverges logarithmically, as log &, and, if there was no counter-term, 7.4, would vanish at
& = o0.

This issue is known in the superconducting problem37:61:8285  The term with zero Mat-
subara frequency represents scattering with zero frequency transfer and a finite momentum
transfer and from this perspective acts like an “impurity”. The logarithmical divergence
of the integral over dz in ([23]) and ([24) implies that “impurity” has an infinite strength at
& = oo. Still, for an s-wave superconductor, the contribution to 7T}, from impurities must
vanish by Anderson theorem. To see this vanishing in our formalism, one needs to do calcu-
lations more accurately than we did so far and re-evaluate fermionic self-energy at a finite
T, as it also contains a log & contribution coming from zero bosonic Matsubara frequency.

For an s-wave superconductor, the two contributions cancel each other. For other cases,
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the situation is less obvious. For p-wave pairing, the divergent terms coming from zero
bosonic Matsubara frequency do not cancel out within the Eliashberg approximation and
this eventually gives rise to first-order superconducting transition®:. For d-wave pairing,
earlier calculations within spin-fermion model used the Eliashberg approximation, in which
the momentum integration is factorized — the one transverse to the FS is performed over
the two fermionic propagators, while the one along the FS is performed over the bosonic
propagator. Within this approximation, the contributions from zero Matsubara frequency
to the pairing vertex and to the fermionic self-energy either completely cancel out in the
gap equation®’#2 when fermionic self-energy is approximated by its value at a hot spot, or
the divergent terms cancel out and the remaining non-divergent terms give rise to a modest
reduction of Ty., when the momentum dependence of the fermionic self-energy on k along
the FS is kept (Ref. M]) On the other hand, in our solution of the CDW problem, it was
crucial to go beyond Eliashberg approximation and include the contributions from the poles
in the bosonic propagator in the integration along and transverse to the F'S. (We recall that,
for interactions mediated by collective modes of fermions, there is no small parameter to
justify Eliashberg approximation, except for special cases near three dimensions®®&7). To
see whether or not the cancellation of the divergent contributions from zero Matsubara fre-
quency holds in our case we have to keep the summation over Matsubara frequencies not
only in the equations for Ag but also in the self-energy. For definiteness, we consider the
case ¢ = 0, when Fermi velocities at one pair of hot spots are anti-parallel to each other
and at the other are parallel. Like before, we neglect momentum dependencies of ASO, ASW
and the fermionic self-energy, i.e., approximate these quantities by their values at hot spots.
The inclusion of the T" dependence of the self-energy modifies Eqs. (23) and (24) to

3T . d

A9 (QF)) = —Scdw AQ (0 ) /
! 8 Q;nz,|:<1 k” 0 \/(y*)2+|an—Q;*n,|
" 1

(27)

(V) + 19, — ol + 2@ ])

AR () = =T S AR | ] |
N 8 08 <1 ' 0 \/(y*)2 + |, — Qx| (yF)? + 25 ()2

(28)
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where ¥*(QF,) = QF, + 2*(,), and
s y o sgn(€) 1
)Y (Qm) = Tcdw Z dy = ~
‘Q;,|<wo 0 \/(y*)2 + |Qm - Qm’| \/(y*)2 + |Qm - Qm’| + %|Z*(Qm’)|

(29)

In 27)-(29) we used rescaled variables €, = Q,,/wo, ¥* = X/wy, Ty = Teaw/wo and
y* = y/(ywo)/? = 2nvpy/(35). Let’s first analyze the equation for the self-energy ¥*. We
recall that at 7' = 0 we have ¥*(2*) = Q" + (2/3)@ sgn(Q*). At a finite 7', the leading
contribution to the sum in the r.h.s of (29) is log ¢ from the term with QF, = Q. Restricting

with only this term and neglecting bare Q* (i.e., neglecting the difference between >* and

¥*), we obtain from (29)
-, 8T L sgn(€2;,)

Q) & (30)
3126,
where L = log&. Solving (B0) we obtain
* L 1/2
) ~ <%> sgn(§h,) + ... (31)

where dots stand for terms of order one. This formula is valid when T*

w1 a large number.

Substituting this ¥* () into the first two equations and assuming that relevant €, —,

and y are of order one (we later verify this), we pull out £*(Q* ) and after integration over

y obtain
8T AL () (X*)?
AL (QF ) Ay — o e Jog + ...
b R R
8T AL Q) (X*)?
AL (QF) v — —odw hor ' Jog +..., (32)
b D e

where (X%)? = (3%(Q,))? = 8T

rwl/3. We see that, as long as we neglect non-logarithmic

terms, Ago = —Agﬂ. As a result, in this approximation CDW with @), /@, has pure d-wave
form-factor and in real space represents a bond order, just like CDW with diagonal ). A
cite component (a true CDW) appears once we include corrections to (32) (labeled as dots
in (32), and is small in 1/L. Such a structure of the charge order parameter is consistent
with Refs. B} and with the form of A? extracted from recent measurements®&2.

The reason why Ag@ and Afﬂ become almost equal by magnitude in spite of the difference
in the arrangements of Fermi velocities in regions 1-2 and 3-4 in Fig. [l is that at large T*L,

the ¥ term in the fermionic propagator G—'(k,w) = i%(Q) — v - k becomes larger than the
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v - k term. Then the difference between nesting and anti-nesting becomes almost irrelevant
as each fermionic propagator can be approximated by G—(k,w) = i3(Q).

The r.h.s. of each of the two Eqgs. (B2) contains 1/L coming from (%*)? in the denominator
and the logarithmical term in the numerator due to the presence of zero bosonic Matsubara
frequency term in the summation over €27 ,. The logarithmical terms in the numerator and
denominator exactly cancel each other, i.e., at this level there is no information what 7.4, is.
To obtain T4y one has to keep terms with €2, # €0,,,» in the formulas for Ago (QF), Agﬁ ()
and for X(QF). We follow the strategy used in Eliashberg-type theories and introduce
AL () = Q5 AR (25,)/S5(QF,) and AP () = Q5L,AR (QF,)/5*(2%,). Substituting this
into any of the two equations in ([32) and using ASO = —Agﬂ we obtain [A(QF) = A%(an)]

(52 (A(Q;,> A(Qr) O ) (33)

Q<1

-
m/

where we defined A\ = 8/(3|X*|) = /8/(37%,,L). The second term in the last bracket in the
r.h.s. of this equation (the one with A(Q*)) comes from the self-energy, once we express
Ag@ and Agﬁ in the Lh.s. of the two equations in (B2) via A. We see that term with zero
Matsubara frequency vanishes, in agreement with what we found a few lines above (the
term inside the parenthesis in the r.h.s. of ([B3)) vanishes when Q,,, = Q,,), and the value
of T.qw is determined by the contributions from non-zero boisonic Matsubara frequencies.
The vanishing of €,,, = €2, term is similar to what happens in an s—wave superconductor.
However, contrary to an s-wave case, here the effective coupling A in (33]) does depend on
L.

Eq. B3) has been studied in the context of color superconductivity®® and of the pairing
mediated by collective excitations in D = 3 (Refs. @,@@@@]) and we just borrow the
result: at weak coupling (small \) Tiqy is determined by

(£ 1

lOg *d ~ m (34)
Solving this equation, we obtain, in actual units
log L)*
ﬂmwm(i) (35)

We see that thermal fluctuations reduce the CDW instability temperature by a factor
(log L)*/L compared to what we would obtain by using zero-temperature gap equation

and just setting 7" as the lower cutoff.
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C. The interplay between 1.4, and T

There is another consequence of strong effect of thermal fluctuations — the onset temper-
ature for CDW order with ), /@, becomes almost indistinguishable from the onset tempera-
tures for superconductivity and for bond order with diagonal ). Indeed, the equation for su-
perconducting 7. is the same as Eq. [28)) if we replace Ago — Ag and Agﬂ — —Ag.. To log-
arithmic accuracy, this leads to the same gap equation for Ay (Qy,) = A (25) (L) /X" (wWin)
as Eq. (B3)). This is an expected result as superconducting problem and CDW problem
with Q),/Q, differ in the interplay between the directions of Fermi velocities in the two
hot regions connected by (m, 7). For superconducting problem the velocities at hot spots
at k and —k are strictly antiparallel, while for CDW they are almost antiparallel in one
hot region and almost parallel in the other. In a situation when the frequency dependent
term in the fermionic propagator becomes parameterically larger than v -k, the difference in
the directions of Fermi velocities becomes irrelevant and superconducting and CDW onset
temperatures are both given by Eq. (83]) to leading order in L = log &, and differ only in the

subleading terms, which are small in 1/L, i.e.,

Tie = Teaw (1 + f(1/L)), f(0) = 0. (36)

In real quasi-3D systems, the logarithm remains finite even when magnetic £ = oco. In
this situation, both Tqy and Ty remain finite at the onset of CDW order (i.e., on a phase
diagram they both cross Ty, line at finite 7") and both are of order wy. Still, if L is large
enough, T.qy is close to T'sc, and the relative difference between the two temperatures is

parametrically small in 1/L.

D. The role of non-ladder diagrams for 7.4y

So far, in our consideration of the onset temperature for CDW instability, we analyzed
the set of gap equations within ladder approximation, i.e., used the same type of diagrams
as in BSC/Eliashberg theory of superconductivity, only in particle-hole channel. The ladder
approximation is justified either at weak coupling, when the kernel in the gap equation is
logarithmically singular and ladder diagrams contain higher powers of logarithms than non-
ladder diagrams, or in the Eliashberg theory, when the coupling is not small but bosons,

which mediate pairing, are slow modes compared to electrons. In this last case, non-ladder
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FIG. 4: The one-loop ladder diagram and the two-loop non-ladder diagram for the renormalization
of the CDW vertex. Both diagrams are logarithmical and, parameter-wise, of the same order,

however the numerical prefactor for the two-loop diagram is much smaller.

diagrams for the pairing vertex are small in Eliashberg parameter. Neither of this approxi-
mations can be justified in our case — the effective coupling is of order one and Eliashberg
parameter is also of order one because the interaction in the CDW channel is mediated by
collective modes of electrons, which have the same Fermi velocity as fermions themselves.
Eliashberg parameter can be artificially made small by extending theory to large N (Refs.
@B@]), but we do not use this extension in our analysis.

In the absence of any small parameter, non-ladder diagrams for the CDW order parameter
A? are of the same order as the ladder ones, and one has to check whether they can
significantly affect the result for T,.4,. We do a simple check to verify this. Namely, we
return back to the logarithmical approximation and check how much the prefactor of the
logarithm obtained from one-loop ladder diagram changes when we include two-loop non-
ladder diagrams. Specifically, we compare the prefactors from the two diagrams shown in
Fig. @l The one-loop diagram has been analyzed above, see Eqs. (I6). To logarithmical

accuracy it yields

Wo
T
where we used the fact that ASW = —A%\/Sg /S1. For the case when Fermi velocities at

hot spots 1 and 2 in Fig. [ are anti-parallel, /515 = 0.234. For the same geometry the

S15:A% log (37)

two-loop diagram in Fig. [ yields, to logarithmic accuracy,
0.024A2 log = 38
: ko 108 T (38)
We see that the prefactor in Eq. (B8] is ten times smaller than in Eq. [B1), i.e., at least at this
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level of consideration, the two-loop non-ladder diagram in Fig. [ only contributes a small
correction to the one-loop ladder diagram. We take this result as an indication that the
ladder approximation for the CDW order, while not justified parametrically, is reasonably

well justified numerically.

IV. THE STABILITY OF THE CDW SOLUTION

The existence of the solution of the gap equation for CDW order parameter by itself does
not guarantee that there is an instability towards an CDW state. To prove that the system
is truly unstable one has to verify that the solution with a non-zero CDW order parameter
corresponds to a minimum of the Free energy, rather than a maximum. For a single order
parameter A, bilinear in fermionic operators a way to verify the stability is to use Hubbard-
Stratonovich (HS) transformation, introduce A as a real HS field, integrate out fermions,
and expand the effective action Seg(A) in powers of A. The expansion generally has the
form

Ser(A) = aA? + BA*, (39)

where a = a(T — 1) and S > 0 must be positive for a continuous transition. The saddle-
point solution dSez/OA yields a conventional result A? = —a/(28). Expanding around
saddle point to quadratic order in fluctuations and evaluating fluctuating contribution to
the Free energy one finds that fluctuations increase S, and the Gaussian integral over
fluctuations of A nicely converges, i.e., the saddle point solution is a stable minimum. This
simple reasoning, however, implies that a > 0. If a was negative, saddle-point solutions with
(A) =0at T > Ty and (A) # 0 at T" < T would correspond to a maximum rather than
a minimum of the effective action. One can formally convert these states into minima, but
for this one has to transform the integration contour over A from real to imaginary axis.
In our case there are two CDW orders, AEO and ASW hence one has to introduce two HS
fields. We show below that the saddle point solution for Ago — Agﬂ is along real axis, while
the saddle point solution for Ago + Agﬂ is along imaginary axis. Given that solutions along
real and imaginary axis have very different physical meaning in the case of a single field, one
has to perform a more detailed analysis of fluctuations around the saddle-point solution to
verify whether in our case a disordered state is stable at T > T,q,, and the ordered state is

stable at T" < T4y -
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Another complication in our case is associated with the fact that there are several di-
rections of fluctuations around the CDW solution. The system can fluctuate in the CDW
subset (i.e., within the plane set by A?O and Afﬂ), but it also can fluctuate in the directions
of different orders, including superconductivity and bond order. All these fluctuations must
be included in the full analysis of stability of CDW order®?.

We perform the stability analysis in several stages. First, we analyze the solution of the
set of non-linear ladder equations and show that the mean-field solution with a non-zero
Ag appears continuously below T.q,. Then we analyze fluctuations around the mean-field
solution in the Ago and ASW plane. Finally, we discuss the interplay with bond order and
superconductivity.

To simplify the analysis, below we neglect the complications associated with the fre-
quency dependence of Ag(Q) and with pair-breaking effects of thermal fluctuations, i.e.,
approximate AZ(Q) by A as set T as the lower cutoff of 7 = 0 formulas. Within this
approximation, Thgw = woe™ V5105200 The inclusion of the frequency dependence of Af

and thermal fluctuations will complicate the analysis but not change the conclusions.

A. The non-linear gap equations at T' < T,qy

The set of non-linear gap equations for CDW order with @,/Q, has been obtained in
Ref. ] and we reproduced their formula. For completeness, we briefly outline the details
of our derivation. We again assume that Fermi velocities at hot spots 1 and 2 in Fig. [I]) are
anti-parallel, while the velocities of hot spots 3 and 4 are parallel. In regions 1 and 2 a non-
Z€ro Ag@ acts in the same way as superconducting order parameter, i.e., (vpy)? is replaced
by (vey)? + (Af{))? In regions 3 and 4 a non-zero ASW just shifts quasiparicle dispersions
by i—Agﬂ, and the new fermionic operators which diagonalize the quadratic form, are (c3 +
c4)/V/2 and (c3 — ¢4)/v/2. In both regions we have normal Green’s functions of original
fermions (T¢;cl) (i = 1,2,3,4) and “anomalous” Green’s functions (T'cich) and (Tesch).
Combining the contributions to the ladder renormalizations of Ago and Agﬂ from diagrams

with two normal and two anomalous Green’s functions, we obtain, restoring momentarily
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the frequency dependence of Ag:

3gT dz dy
Q
(0 Z/x2+y2+7\9m—9mf
X AS’T(QW) (40)
1S(Q) + vz + AL ()] [IE(Qu) + vz — AR ()]
dz dy AL Q)
AQ (O ) = - E . 41
bo ({2 47r2 Z/ 22+ Y2+ Q= Q| 22(Qur) + (vpy)? + [AL ()] (41)

For definiteness, we set both A%(Qm) and Agﬂ(ﬂm) to be real.
At T slightly below Tiqy, one can expand the r.h.s. of ({#0) and (AI]) in powers ASO and
Agﬂ. Approximating now AS(Q) by frequency-independent values and restricting with the

logarithmic approximation, we obtain to order A3,

Q _ o }
Ay = Sl(O)Akﬂ {log - 4+ — AT (A ) ,
o 0 wo 7Ch, 0

where C = 0.43 and C5 = 9.03. Eliminating ASW from these equations we obtain

«
where
a=1-— 51(0)52(0) 10g2 WO/T = a(T - Tcdw);
a =21/51(0)52(0)/Teaw > 0,  Teaw = woe ™/ VS1(0)52(0) (44)
and
o SQ(O) 7TSl (0)52(0) Wo
B = l(b + Oy S, (0)] T log T (45)

We see that § > 0, hence the CDW transition is continuous.

B. Fluctuations within the CDW subset

To analyze fluctuations within the CDW subset, we derive the effective action in terms
of fields Ak and A ', show that the saddle-point solution is equivalent to the solution
that we found by summing up ladder diagrams, and then expand Ag@ and Agﬂ around the

saddle-point solution and analyze the stability of the effective action.
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To make presentation easier to follow, we temporarily replace the actual momentum and
frequency-dependent spin-mediated interaction 3gx(q, 2) by a constant y. We restore the
actual momentum and frequency dependence of the interaction in the final formulas for the
effective action.

Consider for definiteness the ordering with Q = @,, between regions 1-2 and 3-4. The

4-fermion interaction, which provides the glue for CDW, is
H = )ZCLO_QckOJchLHQckﬂ_Q + h.c. (46)

We define py, = CLO L QCko—@, and pp = CLW L OCk,—q, and rewrite 4-fermion interaction as

_ _ X , _ _
H' = X (ProPhr + PrnPho) = = (Pro + Phn) (Pko + Phr) — 5 (Pro = Prr) (Pro — Prr) - (47)

I\DX\

The Free energy F' = —T'log Z and the partition function is Z =[], | dczdcke—(Ho—l-H')/T'
We use the HS identities™9!,

X dA LdA A |2 i
exXp (§Z+Z_) = /# exp | — 2;( 5 (A+Z+ + A+Z+)
X [ dAdA_ A2 1 _
exp (EZ_Z_) = /Wexp - 2)2 + 5 (A _+ A_Z_) (48)
where A’s are in general complex fields, and apply these identities to 2z, = pg, +
Pk. — ClT»co—l—Qcko—Q + ClT'cTr—I-Qckfr—Q and z_ = Pko — Pkr — ClT»co—l—Qcko—Q — CLTr-‘chkﬂ'_Q
to decouple bilinear terms in p in ([@Z). The partition function is now 2 =

I J chdcde_dA_dAerAJre_s(cT’C’A*’A” and the action is now quadratic in fermionic

fields. Integration over fermionic variables can be carried out explicitly and we obtain
Z = / AA_AA_dA L dA e Son(A-A-0004) (49)

We analyze the action in the saddle-point approximation and consider fluctuations around
saddle point solutions. Because A, and A_ couple linearly to z, and z_, non-zero saddle-
point solutions for A, and/or A_ imply that the corresponding z, and z_ are also non-zero:
2z, =iA,/x and z_ = A_/x. In our notations then, Ago = <>ZCLO+QckO_Q) =(iAL+A)/2
and A (ck 1ok —q) = (1AL —A_)/2. (this does not mean that ASO and Afﬂ are related
by complex conjugation, since A, and A_ are in general complex.) For our CDW solution

ASO + i—Agﬂ, hence we expect non-zero saddle-point values of both A, and A_.
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FIG. 5: The diagrams for the coefficients A; and Aj in the effective action, Eq. (52]).
1. Fluctuations at T > Tieqw

We first consider the situation at T' > 1.4, when we expect that the minimum of the
effective action corresponds to A_ = A, = 0. Integrating out fermions and expanding the

result to quadratic order in A, and A_ we obtain the effective action in the form

1 — —
St = 5 [AJAL? = BIALP —iC(AL A+ A AL (50)
where
1 A+ A 1 A+ A A — Ay
A=—++—"— B=——4+——= = 1
and
1

e kzo; GroraCGro—a
1

S L =

where the Green’s functions were introduced in (f). We show diagrammatic expressions for

A; and A, in Fig.[Al The overall negative signs in Eq. (52]) are due to the presence of fermion

loops. Evaluating A; and A,, we find that they are both positive.

The action in (B0) contains two terms with real prefactors of different sign (A and B
terms) and one term with imaginary prefactor. This apparently leads to some uncertainty
as for a single field n fluctuations described by Seg = D|n|? converge if D > 0 and diverge
if D < 0. In our case, the prefactor for |A,|* term is positive and the one for |A_|? is
negative, i.e, without the coupling provided by the C' term in (50) fluctuations of A_ field
would diverge. We will show, however that the C' term makes fluctuations of both A, and

A_ convergent at T > T,qy-
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To prove this, we first notice that the effective action in (B0) can be written in the form

1 - C - C C? - AB 9
Ser = 5 [A <A+ - ZZA_> <A+ - ZZA_> n (T) A ] (53)
Expressing complex A, and A_ as Ay =z + iy, A_ = z + iw, where z,y, z, w are all real,
we re-write
~ C ~ C
(A+ _ ZZA_> <A+ - ZZA_) (54)

as (v +i2C/A)? + (y + iwC/A)?. Introducing then x +i2C/A = 7 and y + iwC/A = 7 as

new variables, we find that integration over A, reduces to
/ 4z dj e~ A/DE+P) (55)

This integral obviously converges. Integrating then over x and y before integrating over z

and w we obtain that fluctuating part of the effective action reduces to

C2—AB\ . .,
Seft = (T) |A_| (56)

The prefactor (C? — AB)/(2A) is

C?—AB _ 11— (YA1)(x4s)
2A {2+ (AL + Ay)

(57)

The combinations YA; and YA, in the numerator have the same forms as the kernels in
the gap equations for ASO and A?ﬂ. To see this we note that xA;. is the product of
magnetically mediated interaction and two fermionic propagators with momentum difference
2@). Restoring frequency and momentum dependence of ¥ = 3gx(q, §2) and evaluating yA; o

with logarithmic accuracy, we obtain

o4 = 59 dz dy dS,y 1
R [i5(Qw) = 02y + vy2] [I5(Q) + vay + vy2] 2+ 47+ 7| — Q|
W
4= 59 dz dy dS,y 1
X2 &3 [zi(QmI) — VU + Uyy] [zi(Qm,) — VT — vyy} 224 12 4 5[ Q — Q|
W
Hence
C?— AB . o\ 2
o < (1= PAid) = 1= 5i(9)S:(e) (log 7) (60)
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Comparing this with Eq. (I8) we immediately find that (C? — AB)/(24) = a(T — Tuaw),
and the prefactor a is positive. This obviously implies that disordered state is stable at
T>T.qw-

Another variable, whose fluctuations are convergent, is A, — i%A_. The prefactor of the
corresponding term in the effective action equals A/2 and remains positive at T.q,,. Hence
the combination A —i%A_, does not acquire a non-zero value even when C? — AB becomes
negative and the field A_ condenses. Because A%/Agﬁ = (A +iAy) /(A —iAy), the
condition Ay —i§A_ = 0 together with y?A;A4, =1 yields

S
A = —Agﬁ,/i. (61)

This is exactly the same as Eq. (), which we obtained by summing up ladder diagrams.

We now pause momentarily and summarize what we just did. We re-expressed the ef-
fective action (B0) as in (B3), shifted variables ReA, and ImA into the complex plane by
adding to them i(C'/A)ReA_ and i(C'/A)ImA_ | respectively, and then integrated first over
ReA, and ImA, along the direction parallel to real axis, and then over ReA_ and ImA _.
We found that all Gaussian integrals are convergent at T > T4y, i.e., the disordered state
appears as stable at T > Tqy.

We could, however, combine the three terms in (B0) differently, by keeping A, as one
variable and shifting A_ by a term proportional to A,. This way, we re-write (B0) as

1 ~ C ~ C C? - AB
Seff = 5 [—B <A_ + Z§A+) <A_ + Z§A+) - (T) |A+|2] (62)

Shifting now real and imaginary parts of A_ by —i(C/B)ReA, and —i(C/B)ImA,, re-
spectively, and integrating first over ReA_ and ImA_ parallel to real axis and then over
ReA, and ImA, we obtain two divergent Gaussian integrals. Taken at a face value, this
would imply that fluctuations of A_ and A, diverge at T > T,qy, when C? — AB > 0.
In reality, however, fluctuations do not diverge even if we integrate this way. To see this,
one has to keep the limits of integration finite and set them to infinity only at the end of
the calculation. One can then explicitly verify that in this computational scheme the Gaus-
sian integral [ dA,dA_e % with S.g as in (62) yields the same result as we found before.
Specifically, the integral W = [dA,;dA_d(A,)*d(A_)*exp—S.ss, obtained by integrating
over dAd(AL)* first, yields
472

W = T AB (63)
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FIG. 6: The scaling function f(A/A,C?/AB,A/B) from Eq. (64) is plotted as a function of A
for fixed A = B =1, C = 2. The function has a A—dependent oscillating component, but clearly

converges to f = 1 at large A.

If, instead, we integrate first over dA_d(A_)* and then over dA,d(A,)*, but each time will

keep the limits of integration finite, from —A to A, we obtain

472
W = mf(A/A, C?/AB,A/B) (64)

In Fig. [@ we plot f as a function of A for a fixed set of A, B,C. We see that f has an
oscillating component, but clearly tends to one when A gets larger. The conclusion here is
that, no matter in which the integration is done, the disordered state is stable at T" > T,4,
and becomes unstable at T' < T,4, when C? — AB changes sign.

We discuss additional technical aspects of the evaluation of the partition function for

complex effective action in Appendix [Cl

2. Fluctuations at T < Tieqw

The HS analysis can be straightforwardly extended to T' < T.q4y, however to perform it
we need to expand the effective action Seg[A_, A_, Ay, A ] up to quartic terms. Applying

HS transformation and expanding to fourth order in A we obtain

1 _ _
Sert = [AJAL? = BIA_P —iC(ALA_+ ALA)]
1 1

- Gh A+ +id)] - SR [(A—id)@-—ia)] (69)
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FIG. 7: The diagrammatic representation of the prefactors I; and Is in Eq.

The coefficients I; and I, are given by square diagrams made out fermions and are shown

in Fig. [ In analytical form,

7 1 1
1=75 ) )
2 kyw Gko-i—QGko—Q
1 1
Ih=—- —_—. (66)
2 kzo; GitioGrig

The integrals I; and I, are evaluated in Appendix [B] using linear dispersion around hot
spots. In this approximation, I; is negative and finite and I, = 0. Expanding further the
dispersion relation, we find that I, is also non-zero, but is smaller than I;. The discussion
below does not rely on the precise numerical values of I; and I, and we keep both I; and
15 as finite.

Differentiating (635]) with respect to A, we find from 56AS+ = 0 the relation AL = iAA_,
with the prefactor renormalized from A = C'/A by a non-zero A_:

X:%+i [L(1= NP = L1+ )] [A_P? (67)

Solving then the other saddle-point equation 555—5, = 0 and using A, /(IA_) = X = (ASO +
ALY/ (A — AY), we obtain

1

§A§0 +AAL +20]AE PAE =0

1

;Afﬂ + A AL+ 2L|AL PAR = 0. (68)
Restoring the frequency and momentum dependence of Y, like we did before, we immediately
find that this set is analogous to Eq. (42)), which we obtained by expanding in AE in the set

ladder gap equations (it is important to keep I, for this comparison). The equivalence shows

that the set of ladder gap equations is equivalent to saddle-point of the effective action.
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We next replace A, in Eq. (65) by its saddle-point value and expand Seg[A_] in powers
of A_. We obtain

C? - AB
Sl = (S5 ) A A (69)
where, we remind, 022_ AAB x (T — Teqyw) and
, 1
=16 [A=N0 (1 N5, (70)

where, again, A = C'/A and hence, (1 +\)/(1 —\) = \/m when C? — AB is close to
zero. Because [ is negative, I, is much smaller than |/;], and X is also small, it follows from
([70) that 8 > 0, as expected. We verified that, if we restore the frequency and momentum
dependence of y, the order parameters ASO and ASO, obtained by minimizing (G9) with
respect to A_ and using (67) to obtain A, , are equivalent to the solution of the non-linear
ladder equations (43). Gaussian fluctuations around the HS solution can be obtained by
usual means and indeed show that the saddle-point solution is a minimum with respect to
variations of A_.

In Appendix [D] we present an alternative derivation of Eq. (69), using another HS for-

malism, in which the saddle points for A, and A_, are both located along the real axis.

C. The interplay between CDW order and superconductivity/diagonal bond order

So far, we considered only fluctuations within the CDW subset. The discussion in the
preceding section shows that within this subset the CDW solution is is a local minimum and
fluctuations are convergent. The order parameters Ago and ASW are proportional to each

other and the effective action can be expressed in terms of one of them, which we label A qy:
Seff - O4ch|Acdw|2 + 5de|Acdw|4 + ... (7]-)

with aeqw = a(T — Teqy) and a > 0, Beqw > 0.

There are indeed also fluctuations in the other directions, including the direction of d-
wave superconductivity and diagonal bond order. There fluctuations are longitudinal ones
for CDW order and describe the change of S, when the magnitude of A g, decreases and
the magnitude of superconducting order of diagonal bond order increases. To describe these

fluctuations we extend the GL expansion of the effective action to include the competing
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channels. To avoid complex formulas we only consider superconducting channel with order
parameter Ag..

A straightforward analysis shows that the full effective action has the form
Seff - O4ch|Acdw|2 + 5de|Acdw|4 + asc|Asc|2 + 5SC|ASC|4 + 5m|Acdw|2|Asc|2 + ... (72)

where dots stand from higher-order terms, 5; > 0, and as. = a(T —T.). The effective action
of this form has been presented in Ref. ‘Qﬁ The prefactor a doesn’t have to be the same
as for CDW order but can be adjusted to match that of a.qy by rescaling the magnitude of
Age.

We know from the analysis in Sec. [IIl that the instability temperature in the super-
conducting channel is close to Teqy, but still larger than Teq, (see Eq. (B6)). Analyzing
the effective action ([[2) within mean-field theory, we find that immediately below T, only

superconducting order emerges, while CDW order emerges at a lower T' = Thqy:

Bsc - ﬁm TCZC

Tcdw = Tcdw 6 — 6 -, (73>
provided that two conditions are met”76:93
ﬁscﬁcdw > Bfn
TSC
Bse > Bde (74)

The first condition makes certain that the mixed state has lower energy than either of the
two pure states and the second one guarantees that Teaw > 0. If any these two conditions
is not met, the system remains in a pure superconducting state down to 7' = 0 and CDW
order does not develop.

We show below that beyond mean-field the situation is more involved and the first in-
stability upon lowering 1" can actually happen within CDW subset, before superconducting
order or bond order with diagonal Q develop. The reason is that the manifold for the
CDW order parameter includes one or two additional discrete Z5 symmetries, depending on
the actual structure of the CDW order. We demonstrate this in Sec. [Vl In Sec. VI we show
that composite charge orders, associated with there Z5 symmetries, develop at temperatures
larger than T.4,. Given that T4, is close to T, the onset temperature for composite charge
order likely exceeds Ti.. Once a Zy composite orders sets in, it gives a negative feedback

on superconductivity and reduces Tg., and, at the same time, increases the susceptibility
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for the primary CDW order and hence enhances T.4,. It the enhanced T.q,, becomes larger
than the reduced Tj., the same GL analysis as we just did below shows that Tj. is further
reduced and whether it develops in co-existence of CDW at a lower 1" depends on the same

conditions as in ([74]).

V. THE STRUCTURE OF CHARGE ORDER: MEAN-FIELD ANALYSIS

In previous sections we considered CDW order with momentum either @, = (2Q,0)
or @, = (0,2Q)) and assumed that AY with a given Q is a single U(1) field, i.e., that
AZ =A%, .

In reality, the CDW order can emerge with either only @, or ), or with both momenta,
and also Ago and A?ko are in general not identical because kg is not a high-symmetry point
in the Brillouin zone. Indeed, by construction, the order parameter satisfies (A?)* = A, %,
This condition implies that an incommensurate charge order parameter has an overall phase
factor associated with the breaking of U(1) symmetry, but does not specify how AE changes
under & — —k. For set 1-2 and 3-4 in Fig. [ relevant k are near ky = (7 — @,0) and
k. = (—Q, 7). For the set 5-6 and 7-8 in Fig. [ relevant k are near ky = —ko = (7 + Q,0)
and k. = —k,. As long as typical |k — ko| are smaller than 2Q (i.e., as long as Toqy is
smaller than, roughly, Er|Q/x|), the two regions are weakly connected and at zero-order
approximation can be considered independent on each other, in which case the gap equation
does not distinguish between the solutions for Ag, which are even and which are odd under
k — —k. One can easily check® that under time reversal AY — A9, hence the odd in k
solution changes sign under time-reversal, and its emergence therefore implies that CDW
order breaks time-reversal symmetry. We emphasize that the possibility to have two types
of solutions is specific to CDW order with @), (Q,). For a charge order with a diagonal @,
the center of mass momentum is at £k = 0, and only an even in k solution is possible.

We label the even in k solution as A? and the odd in £ solution as Ag o sgn(k). We will
show later in this Section that in real space A? describes an incommensurate cite or bond
charge density modulation, while Ag describes an incommensurate bond current.

Combining two different Q with two components of Ag for a given (), we find that the
full order parameter for CDW order has two components: A?”, Agg””, A?y, and AzQy. In this

Section, we obtain the effective action for 4-component CDW order parameter and analyze
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FIG. 8: The two order parameters responsible for stripe or checkerboard order.

it in the mean-field approximation. In Sec. [VI, we preform the analysis beyond mean-field

and study preemptive composite orders.

A. Truncated effective action: stripe vs checkerboard order

As a first pass on the structure of Ag, we assume that A? has only an even-in-k com-
ponent A% (i.e., that AEO = A?ko) and analyze the GL model for two-component order
parameter A, = AS; and A, = AE;, subject to Ag:’ = puA, and Ag:’ = puA,. Our goal here
is address the issue whether CDW order develops simultaneously with both @, and @,, in
which case it preserves the underlying lattice Cy symmetry and gives rise to checkerboard
charge order in the real space, or with either ), or @,, in which case it spontaneously breaks
Cy symmetry down to Cy and gives rise to stripe order The order with (), corresponds to
CDW between fermions in regions 1-2 and 3-4 in Fig. [ and the order with @), corresponds
to CDW between fermions in regions 1-5 and 3-8. We introduce A, and A, as two HS
fields, integrate over fermions, and obtain the effective action Ser(A,, A,). The prefactors

for |A,* and |A,|? are identical by symmetry, and the full action to order A? is

St = o (|A:” + 14, %) (75)
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Extending the result to fourth order in A, we obtain
Set(Day Ay) = a (A2 + AZ) + B (AL + A)) +26,A247, (76)

where, we remind, o = a(T" — Teaw), @ > 0. At a mean-field level, the effective action (70
gives rise to a checkerboard order when > f3,,, and to a stripe order when (3,, > 3. The
coefficients 5 and f3,, are expressed via the square diagrams with four fermionic propagators

as

B=—=2( +p'ly)
ﬁm = — 2#2(2[3 -+ ]4), (77)

where p is the ratio Agﬁ/Agoy, which, we remind, is —/51/5: (see Egs. (19, [61])). The terms

I; are the convolutions of four fermionic propagators

115—%/G§G§
@z—%/ﬁeg
hz—/acw6
hz—/G@ﬁﬁﬁ (78)

We show [; graphically in Fig. @ using the notations from Fig. [§l The overall minus sign
in every line in (78)) is due to the presence of a fermionic loop. The abbreviations for the
Green’s function as G; = G(wn, k1 + (ks, ky)), etc, and the integrals are performed over
running frequency w,, and momenta k, and k,. The integrals I; and I, have been already
introduced in Sec. [T

We evaluate I;-1, in Appendix Bl by expanding to linear order in the deviations from

hot spots, and here quote the results. We obtain

. 11
P 16m2020, A
[2 - 0
1 1 Wo
Iy = ——————log —
’ 1672020, A %8\
1 1
L=— - 79
YT 3200, T (79)
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FIG. 9: The diagrammatic representation of the quartic terms in the effective action.

Using these results we find that the prefactors § and 3,, in Eq. (B3]) are given by

1 1
10 1) = —
b (h+p'h) 8mv2u, A’
2
w1
= =20 (205 + 1) ~ —.
b w2l L) 1600, T

Aoy

RN
AN

(80)

Because p > 1, we have at low T" < Av,, B, > [, i.e., the system chooses the stripe order

in which only A, or A, emerges. Such an order spontaneously breaks Cy lattice rotational

symmetry.

Phenomenological arguments for stripe charge order in hole-underdoped cuprates have

been displayed earlier™, and our microscopic analysis is consistent with earlier works. We

caution, however, that more accurate treatment is needed when CDW order emerges either

from a pre-existing superconducting state, or in an applied magnetic field. Both a super-

conducting gap and a magnetic field cut the divergencies in I3 and Iy at low T, and it may

happen that in this situation § becomes larger than [,,, in which case the checkerboard

CDW order develops.
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TABLE @: The symmetry properties of the four order parameters A7, A%, AY and A} under

translation, Cy lattice rotation, and time reversal.

Al N AY AY

Translation along x AT e2iQan A§e2iQan AY AY
Translation along y AT g AYe2Quy AYe?Quy

C} lattice rotation AY AY AT z

Time reversal A -AF AY -AY

B. The full effective action

We next analyze the effective action for the full 4-component CDW order parameter. We

split A? into even and odd parts as
AP = AP, + AT, sen(k). (81)

and, to shorten notations, define A%", AY*, A?y and A?y as A7, A7 AY and A}, respec-
tively. The four order parameters transform differently under translation along x and y
directions in real space, lattice rotation by 7/2, and inversion of time. We list the symmetry
properties of the four A’s in Table [l

We again use HS transformation from the action written in terms of fermionic operators
to the action in terms of collective bosonic variables and obtain the prefactors for quadratic
and quartic terms in A{ by integrating over the loops made out of two and four fermions,
respectively. The full analysis is somewhat involved and to give insights what CDW con-
figurations may emerge we first approximate the CDW order parameters by their values at
hot spots, which in technical terms implies that we approximate cfc A vertices in the square
diagrams for the prefactors for A? terms by their values at hot spots. Following the same

steps as in the previous subsection, we obtain the effective action in the form

Sert =a(|AT + [AY2 + |AT P + A1) + B {AT* + |AY" + |A* + Ay
+[(AD)* A + [(ADAT + AT PIATP + (AN AY + [(AY)"AY? + 4]AYP|AY %
+ 26, { [IATP = [A3] [|AT7 — [AY] + [AT(A3)" — (AT)"AS] [AL(AY)" — (A])"AY]}
+ 20| AT + |ASP) (AT + [A3P). (82)
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where 8 = —2(I) + p*Ly), B = =241, and f3,, = —4u15. For AL =0, Eq. (82) reduces to
([T6) with 3, = B+ . The expressions for I; are presented in ([[@). For these I;, all B’s are
positive and 3, and S, well exceed 3 because corresponding I; are larger and also because
1 is larger than one. The ratio of f,,/fm does not depend on p and is given by I,/I5. At
low T this ratio is large, but at T = T.q4,, it is generally of order one. To account for all
possible phases, we will treat 3, and 3,, as the two parameters of comparable strength, but
will keep By, B > 8.
We parametrize the four fields A7, AZ, AT and A} as

A? = |A|cosfcos gy €', AL =|A|sinf cosp, V2,
AY = |Al cos 0 sin ¢y 6%, A3 = |A[sinfsin ¢y ei%a (83)

where all angles are taken between 0 and 7/2. Plugging this into Eq. (82) and varying over

1 we find that the action is minimized when

— s
) ¢1_¢2:§7

== (84)

Y1 — g =
or P — 1y =—

oo

This condition “locks” the phase difference between A;’s and Ay’s for CDW order parameters

along the two directions of Q to be simultaneously either 7/2 or both —7/2. Plugging Egs.
(@, M) back into Eq m we obtain

S =a|AI* + B|Al* {(cos2 0 cos® @1 + sin® 0 cos® a)” + (cos® Osin® 1 + sin® @ sin® @2)2}

ww‘* sin® 20'sin® (1 + )]

+ W|A\4 ((3052 0'sin 2¢; — sin® 0 sin 2@2)2 -
~ alA? + w

— M\Aﬁsinz 20 sin? (1 + @2)], (85)

2
|Al* (C082 0 sin 2¢; — sin” § sin 2<p2)

where in the last line we have used the approximation f3,,, Bm > £.

The structure of the CDW order is now obtained by varying this action over @1, ¢o, and
6. We found two types of states, I and II, depending on the interplay between f3,, and i,
(see [I0)).

For Bm > Bm, we find that the minimum of Sz corresponds to p; = ps = 0,0r p; =

2 = 3, and arbitrary 6. The implication is that CDW order develops either with @, or
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FIG. 10: States I and II in the parameter space of ,, and B,.

Qy, i.e., is in the stripe form, like we found before. We see, however, that both A; and A,
develop, in general, and the relative phase between the two is +7/2. We label this state
as state I. The relative magnitude of A; and A, is arbitrary at this level of consideration,
but we show in the next subsection that it gets fixed when we include the k£ dependence of
cfeA? vertices.

For f3,, < Bm, the action (BH) is minimized when 6 = 7 /4 and ¢; + ps = 7/2. In terms
of A’s this implies |AT| = |AY] and |AY| = |AZ]. We label this state as state II. The relative
phases of A7 and A% and of AY and A} are again fixed at either 7/2 or —m/2 (with the
same value for z and y components), but the relative phase of A and A} and the relative
magnitude of A{ and A¥ remain arbitrary at this level of consideration. We show in the
next subsection that the relative magnitude gets fixed once we include the k—dependence
of vertices, but the relative phase of A7 and AY still remains arbitrary.

In the next two subsections we present a more detailed study on states I and II.
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C. Properties of state I

Suppose for definiteness that the ordering is along @, i.e., A} and Aj become non-zero

below Tiqy. The corresponding Seg from (82)) is

Serr =a(| A1+ [AY%) + 8 (|AY* + A3 + [(AD"AY + [(A9) AT + 4| AY?|AYP)
2
=a(| AP + [AYP) + B (JAY + |AY?) + B ((AY)*AY + AY(AY)")? (86)

As we already said, at this level, while the phase difference of AY and AY is locked to be
+7/2, the relative magnitude of A} and Aj can be arbitrary, only |AY|? + |AY|? is specified
by minimizing Eq.B@l In fact, in this approximation one can easily make sure that the fields

Af, = AV + A and AY, = A} — Aj decouple — the first line in (B6) exactly reduces to

Ser = = [alALP +1A%, %) + 8 (JALI + 147, )] . (87)

N~

One implication of this equivalence is that in the hot spot approximation the fact that the
phases of AY and A} are locked at +m/2 does not have a physical consequence in the sense
that the parameter manifold is U(1) x U(1) X Zs, where the two U(1)’s are the two completely
decoupled order parameters at k and —k, and Zs symmetry is for the choice between @),
and @)y, and there is no additional Z, component associated with the two choices for the
phase locking. However, as we will see below, the decoupling between AZO and A{ko is the
artifact of the approximation of Ag”” by its value at k = kg = (7 — @, 0). Once we go beyond
this approximation, A} and AY, become coupled and Z, symmetry associated with the two
choices of phase locking becomes physically relevant part of the order parameter manifold.

To account for the effects due to momentum dependence of Aj we adopt a simple “toy

model” approach and assume that odd and even components of A} behave near kg as

cos k sin k
A?lJ,k = A¥M7 Ag,k sgn(k) = Aj

(88)

sin k’o '
where k is along x direction. The correspondent momentum dependence then appears in

the vertices in 2-fermion and 4-fermion loop diagrams for o and  terms. Re-evaluating the

GL action with these vertices we obtain

Set =01 |AY]? + ao| A + B1|AY|* + Bo| AY)*
+ 265 AP AY 2 4 Bs ((AY)*AY + AY(AY))?, (89)
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where

Q12 = & — Ja1,27 61,2,3 = 6 + JB1,2,3' (90)

Here a and 3 are GL coefficients in the approximation Af@ = Afoy and the corrections Jy, ,

and Jg, ,, are given by
A cos? k sin? k
oy = /—A g ((3082 ko ) T /dk (sm 2 ko 1) ’
A cos* k sin k
— [ ak 1 / dk 1
o /—A ((3084 ko ) o s = <sm4 ko )
A sin? k cos? k
= dk| ——————1]. 1
Taa /—A (sin2 ko cos? kg ) (O1)

where the integration extends to a finite range A around hot spots. Expanding in (@) in

U

k — ko we obtain

cos 2k cos 2kg
Ja = _2 ) (6% - 2 . ) 92
! € cos? ko ’ ©sin? ko (92)
Jg, = 2¢€ (3 cot® kg — 1) . Jp, = 2¢ (3 tan? ko — 1) ,
Jgy =€ (cot2 ko + tan® kg — 6) (93)

where € = [%, (k — ko)?dk > 0. In BiySry_,La,CuOgy,, ™ — ko ~ 0.2557 (Ref, B}) hence
| tan ko| ~ 1.03 and cos2kg =~ —0.03. From Eq. ([02) we then find that as > a1, i.e., the
renormalized mean-field CDW transition temperature for the even component, 1.4, . = T,
is larger than that for the odd component 7.4, , = T5,. This agrees with Refs. ]. We
note, however, that the two are still very close to the original T¢q,, because J,, and J,, are
very small numerically. A complimentary approach how to go beyond hot spot treatment is

presented in Appendix [El It also leads to as > ;. We also have

51 — Bg = € (4 — (tan ]{?0)2 + 5(C0t ]{30)2)
By — Py = €(4— (cotko)* + 5(tan ky)?) (94)
For |tan ko| ~ | cot ko| = 1, 1 = B2 > [s.
Analyzing the effective action (89) in the mean-field approximation we observe that a

relative phase between AY = |AY|et and AY = |A}|e?2 is locked at +7/2, like in the case

of a constant Af. In other words, if A{ is real, A% should be imaginary. From 0Seq/0AY =
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O0Ser/OAY = 0 we obtain

?1J (041 + 261|A?{|2 -+ 263‘Ay )
§ (2 + 26, A3 + 25| A ): (95)

A
A

Assuming that both orders are non-zero, we obtain from (0])

y2 _lasfs —aif
A= -3
y2 _laifs — b
- 2 BiB—f3 (96)

An elementary analysis shows that this solution is a minimum of the effective action when

B12 > B2. In our case

165€
2
-0 =—F=>0 97
6162 63 (Sin 2]{50)2 ( )
i.e., this condition is satisfied. The temperature at which A? acquires a non-zero value is
B1— B3
T=T,—— =T, 98
1 — Bage (%8)

Below this temperature both order parameters acquire non-zero values and the relative phase
1y — 1)y is either /2 or —7w/2. The broken symmetry in the phase when both AY and A}
are non-zero is U(1) x Z,, where continuous U(1) corresponds to the common phase ¢; + @2
of AY and AY and Ising Z, corresponds to the choice 7/2 or —7/2 for the relative phase.
What happens at lower T" depends on the sign of 55 — 33 > 0, and the two orders co-exist

down to T' = 0. Interestingly, when (5 < f3, there is another temperature

T,—1,22 =% (99)
Bs — Bt

at which AY disappears and at smaller T" only A} is non-zero.
It is also instructive to re-write the effective action (89)) in terms of the original CDW order

parameters A} and AY, at the hot spots. From Eqs. (BIBE) we have A} = (A}, +AY, )/2
and AY = (AZO — AY,)/2, which is the same relation as in the hot spot approximation.
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Plugging them into Eq. ([89), we obtain,

Set = <0‘1 i 0‘2) (1A, 12+ 1A%, [2) + (0‘1 ;“2> (AL (A )"+ A%, (AL))

4
35, Bt s
+ (g’ + %) (1AL 12+ 1A%, 1)
3
- (B B (ap e+ A% (aL))
PO (ag 4 1A%, P) (A%(A7,,) + AT, (AL))
i (Azomz,m)* - av L)) (100)

For momentum-independent vertices, A} and AY, ~decouple in the effective action (8.
However, we see that the fields A} and AY, now interact with each other. To make this
more clearly visible, let’s neglect small differences between a and ;2 and between ; and
Ba, but keep a larger difference between [, and (3. In this approximation, the effective

action reduces to

Seff -

| e

(18 + 1% )+ () (a4 187,19

¥ (51 - 53) (6188, PIAZ 2+ (AL (A%, - A% (aL))") oy

This can be equivalently re-expressed as

Ser =2 (1AL, P+ 1A%, ) + 2 (1,2 147, )’

; (3ﬁ38 Bl) (1AL — 1A%, P)’ - (51 : 53) (i (AL (A%,) — A%, (ALY))’
(102)
The advantage of this last expression is that it clearly shows that, for 5; > (3, Seg is reduced
when A and AY, “appear together, and A} = A{ 4 i|Aj| and AY, = A{ Fi|Aj| because
then the last term in (I02]) becomes —((/51 — f3)/2)|AY||AY|. At the same time, the prefactor
for the “nematic” term (\AZOP — |Agik0|2)2 is positive, which implies that |A} | and [AY, |

must be equal. This holds when AY and A} are orthogonal to each other.

1. Physical properties of the coexistence state

We now consider physical properties of the coexistence state, when both even and odd

CDW order parameters are non-zero. The generic condition (A%?)* = A9 imposes the
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constraint that A? must be even in () and Ag must be odd in (). We then re-express the

A% at hot spots 1-2 and 3-4 as (for Q = +Q,))
A? = Ay +iA, sgn(k) sgn(Q) (103)

where A; and A, are numbers. This AE breaks time reversal symmetry because under time
reversal A? transforms into (A~%)* = A9, . The choice of relative sign in (I03) specifies one
of two non-equivalent solutions which transform into each other under time-inversion. On
the other hand, the parity is not broken as under parity operation Ag transforms into A:g =
Ag. Note that the order parameter ([[03)) is similar, but not equivalent, to incommensurate
complex d-density wave order proposed in .

Converting to real space, we find that the term A; corresponds to an incommensurate
modulation of local charge and bond density in y direction

5p(r) =Re(c(r)e(r)) = Z(cT(k +Qy)c(k —Qy))e’ (kb +Qu)r o =ik=Qu)r L ] ¢ ¢ Ay cos 2Qr,,
k

dp(r,a,) =Re [(CT(’F +a,/2)c(r — ax/2))} ox Ay cos 2Qr, cos koa, ~ —Aq cos 2Qr,,
dp(r,a,) =Re [(CT(T’ +a,/2)c(r — ay/2)>} x Aqcos2Q) (ry + a,/2) = Aj cos2Qr,. (104)

The term A, corresponds to an incommensurate bond current, which flows along x direction

and has incommensurate modulation in y direction (see Fig. [Tl (a))

jo(r) =Re '¢<cT(r — ag/2)c(r + a,/2))]

—Re |i Ik + @y)elk = Q)T e e ’<k-%><’“+“w/2>+<@ﬁ—%)]

—Re iZ(Agemer + A;Q6_2ier)€_ikaz‘|
L k

=2Re [1A; cos(2Qry) Z ek | A,| sin(2Qr,) Z Sgn<k)e—ika,]
k k

ox|Ag| sin 2Qr, sin koa, = |As|sin 2Qr, sin Qa,. (105)

Note that the bond current modulation is in anti-phase with the density modulation. An
incommensurate bond current in turn creates an incommensurate magnetic field H,(r) o
|Ag| cos 2Q)r,. This, however, does not lead to orbital ferromagnetism as the total magnetic
field, integrated over the volume of the system, vanishes: (1/V') [ H,dV = 0. To be more

precise, current lines have to close at the boundary of a sample, and it is natural to expect
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FIG. 11: Panel (a): The structure of density and current modulations in the state I. The regions
of higher and lower fermionic density are shown by darker and lighter color, respectively. The
direction of the current is shown by arrows. The current vanishes when the density fluctuation has
either the highest or the lowest value. An oscillating current gives rise to an oscillating magnetic
field, whose values are shown by dots and crosses. Panel (b): Current loops, formed by connecting

oscillating currents in the bulk via the regions of higher local charge density on the surface.

that they close through the regions of excess charge, as shown in Fig [[1] (b). This gives
rise to a set of loop currents with circulation along the same direction, which do create a
uniform magnetic field. However, a uniform field scales as the area of the sample rather than
its volume and vanishes in the thermodynamic limit. This is very different from triangular

loop currents proposed in Ref. [46].

D. Properties of state 11

We recall that in hot spot approximation, the minimum of the effective action, Eq. (85)
for B > B (state IT) is at @ = 7/4 and ¢, + @ = /2, which in terms of A’s implies that
|A7] = |AY| and |AY| = |A%|. The relative phases between A7 and A% and between A} and
AY are either both 7/2 or —7/2. Substituting these relations into (83) and using A} and

AY as two variables, we obtain the same effective action (86) as for the state I, namely
2
Ser = al|AY2 +|AY2) + B(|AY2 + |AY2) (106)

Like for the state I, the relative magnitude between AY and A is not fixed in the hot spot
approximation, and to find the actual CDW ordering one has to include the k—dependence

of cfe AY vertices. This gives rise to an effective action similar to Eq. (&7), however for the
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state II the full effective action is more involved as all four CDW components are different
from zero. We will not discuss the full form of the action because we believe that the state 11
is less relevant to the cuprates than the state I, and rather describe two potential realizations
of the freezing of the relative magnitude of |AY| and |AY], i,e., the breaking of the freedom
associated with the realization of p; + @9 = 7/2. One obvious choice is p; = py = /4,

another is o1 = m/2, 3 =0 or o1 =0, s = 7/2.

1. 0=7/4, pr=7/4, po=7/4

In this case all four CDW components, Af, AZ Ay} A} develop with the same magnitude
A. In real space this order corresponds to a checkerboard type incommensurate charge
density modulation and incommensurate current in both x and y directions. We show this
in Fig.[[2 (a). The order parameter manifold is U (1) x U(1) x Zs, where two continuous U (1)
symmmetries are associated with the phases of A7 and AY, and the Ising Z5 is associated
with the relative phase between A; and A,, which is 7/2 or —n /2, simultaneously for x
and y components. This CDW order preserves C} lattice rotational symmetry but breaks
time-reversal symmetry.

Plugging 0 = w/4, ¢1 = /4, po = w/4 into Eq. (80) and again neglecting 8 compared
to By, and B,,, we find the effective action Eq. ([®2)) in the form

Set =aA? — @N. (107)

Because [, — B > 0, the transition is first order. It occurs at some T larger than mean-field

Teaw at which a changes sign.

2. 9:71'/4, (,01:7'('/2, (,02:0

In this case, A? develops along y direction and A? develops along z direction, i.e., |AY| =
|AZ] # 0and |AY] = |AT| = 0. In real space this order corresponds to incommensurate charge
density modulations in the = direction and incommensurate current in y direction. We show
this in Fig. [[2 (b). Such an order breaks two U(1) phase symmetries and breaks Cy lattice
symmetry down to Cy such that the order parameter manifold is U(1) x U(1) x Zy, where

Z5 corresponds to Cy — (5. However the order parameter manifold does not has additional
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FIG. 12: Two possible real space structures of charge order in the state II. Panel (a): a checkerboard
charge density order together with oscillating currents along both = and y directions. Panel (b): a

stripe charge density order together with an oscillating current along orthogonal direction.

Z5 component, which one would associate with time-reversal symmetry, because only A; or
Ay appear along a particular direction of Q. Indeed, A, changes sign under time reversal,
but this change is absorbed into U(1) phase symmetry.

The effective action for non-zero A{ and A% is obtained from (82)):
Serr =a(|AY[ + [AZ[%) = 2(Brn — B | AT | AT (108)

Because (., — B > 0, the transition is again first order, into a state in which AT and A}

have equal magnitudes.

VI. PREEMPTIVE COMPOSITE CDW ORDER

We now go beyond mean-field theory and discuss potential preemptive transitions, when
a discrete Ising symmetry gets broken at a higher T than a continuous phase symmetry.
We focus on the state I because in this state transitions are second order and the analysis
of preemptive instabilities can be carried out within the GL expansion. This state is also
more favorable for applications to hole-doped cuprates as phase transitions there are likely
continuous ones. We will briefly discuss a potential preemptive order in the state IT at the end
of this section. We remind that the order parameter manifold in the state [ is U(1) x Z3 X Z,
where one 7, is associated with the breaking of C4 lattice rotational symmetry down to Cs
and another Z, is associated with Ising symmetry breaking associated with the relative phase

between even and odd in k& components of Ag with a given (). The lattice Z, symmetry is
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broken by strong interactions (Bm and 3, terms in the action), while Z, associated with the
relative phase is broken by weaker interactions, of order 8 < B, Bm.

Below we discuss two preemptive composite orders associated with the breaking of each
of the two discrete Ising Zs symmetries without breaking of the U(1) phase symmetry. We
analyze composite orders within “stage II” HS formalism, by which we mean that we intro-
duce HS fields associated with Z, composite orders, apply HS transformation to effective
action written in terms of A fields to decouple A* terms, integrate over A fields and ana-
lyze the effective action for composite fields in the saddle point approximation. A similar
procedure was applied in the study of a preemptive nematic order in Fe-pnictides® and of
a preemptive translational symmetry breaking in doped graphene?!.

The saddle-point approximation for the action in terms of composite order parameters is
valid when fluctuations around saddle-point solution are weak. This is the case when the
number of components of the primary field A field is large. The HS approach assumes that
the original model can be safely extended to large number of field components M > 1 in the
sense that the results obtained in the controlled analysis at large M are at least qualitatively
correct for the original model with M ~ 1. We will perform large M calculation below and
show that composite orders associated with the breaking of each of Z; symmetries in our
case emerge at a higher T" than the one at which the primary field orders. A caveat here is
that in 2D a primary field with M > 3 does not order down to 7" = 0 (Ref. [96]), hence a
breaking of a Zy symmetry at any non-zero 7T is a preemptive order. Whether the actual
system shows the same behavior depends on the type of the problem. For Fe-pnictides, the
(magnetic) order parameter is a three- component unit vector, and it indeed does not order
down to T = 0 in 2D, like in large M approximation. In quasi-2D systems, the primary field
does order, but at a very low 7', which for weak coupling along the third direction is certainly
smaller than a finite critical 7" at which Z, symmetry gets broken. In our case, however, the
primary field is a two-component unit vector (a U(1) field), and the temperature at which
the primary field orders in a quasi-2D system is finite and tends to Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless temperature in the 2D limit. Whether this temperature is still smaller than the
one at which composite order develops is a’priori unclear and cannot be addressed within
HS-based, large M analysis. Fortunately, the emergence of preemptive composite orders has
been verified within the approach specifically designed for a U(1) primary field™. We use

the result of |70] as a verification that for the issue of a preemptive order a model with a
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two-component primary field is not qualitatively different from models with larger number

of field components and proceed with the HS-based analysis.

A. A nematic transition

We first discuss whether the breaking of Cy lattice rotational symmetry down to Cs can
occur before the continuous U(1) phase symmetry gets broken. For this discussion, the
presence of the two components of A? with a given ) does not play a role (the analysis of
the truncated and full GL functional yield the same results with regard to C, breaking in
the ordered state I). To simplify presentation, we then analyze the truncated GL functional
with only A; component present. Our analysis of a preemptive nematic order will closely
follow that in Ref. [68], but we also discuss the stability of the nematic phase.

The effective action for coupled order parameters A, = A%" and A, = A?y is presented

in Eq. (70). Adding gradient terms and rescaling, we re-express (7)) as

S(As, Ay) =a(|Az® + [AyP) + 10,0: ] + 10,4, P+

(a4 1a,P) = T (1802 — 18, ) (109)
where, in comparison with (7)), o* = a*(T — Teqw) with a* = a/(8 + 5n), and f* =
(Bm — B)/(Bm + ). Because both 3,, and § are positive and 3, > 3, we have 0 < * < 1.
In principle, one should also include frequency dependence of the A fields add the dynamical
Landau damping 7|w,,| term to «a,, but to analyze the transition at a finite 7" it is sufficient
to consider only thermal fluctuations, i.e., the ones coming from w,, = 0.

We extend each A field to M > 1 components and re-write S(A,, A,) as

S(As Ay =D (a (8wl + [8y47) + 10580 + [0,8,47) +

i=1

1 (& 2 2 122 B (& 9 9 ?
27 <Z (180 +1A2,7) ) i (Z (1804 - |Ay,i|)> (110)

i=1 i=1

We introduce two HS fields: ), conjugated to i(|A.:|* + |A,:]?), and v, conjugated to
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A il? = |Ayl, as

exp (-% (|Am\2 + |Ay,i|2)2/( ) \/7/d¢6 T exp l“ﬁ (]Zw: (|Agc2|2 + A2 ))]

i=1 =1

exp (Z (e |Ay,i|2)2/(2M)> - \/;/dve ¥ exp [U (é (e \))]

(111)
Substituting these integrals into the the partition function I = [dA,dA, e 5A=4) and
integrating over A, and A,, we obtain I o [ dipdve=M%a(¥¥) wwhere
B W q
Sealt,v] = 5+ 57 +/4 log [(a + ¢* — i) — 7] (112)
The extremum of S is obtained from 0Seg/0Y = 0 and 0S.g/0v = 0. This gives two
equations
0S5, d*q 2
LNV B " (113)
o 472 (o + ¢% — )2 — 02
e d?
Ot _v _, [d4 ° = 0. (114)
v p* A2 (o + % — @))% — v?

The solution exists for an imaginary ¥ = i1)y.
We follow Ref. ﬂ&] and introduce r = a + 1)y and # = ¢ + r. The primary fields get
ordered when r changes sign and becomes negative. This doesn’t happen in 2D, as long as

T > 0. Replacing 1y by r — o, we obtain from Eq. (I14):

. 1 /A dr x N 1 1 A
r=oa + — —— =a+ — log ——,
o x2 — 2 2T & V2 — 2
6 >  dx 5 T
= p—coth™ —. 115
v 27r 2 — 02 U27r 0 v (115)

1. The solution v =10

The set of equations (II5) obviously allows a “trivial” solution v = 0. We have then

1 A
= — log —. 116
r cH—27r ogr ( )

One can easily check the stability of this solution by verifying how the effective action
changes when one moves along the trajectory which passes through a saddle point. For v

this implies shifting from v = 0 along the real axis, for ¢ this implies shifting along the real
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axis from ¢ = iy = i(r — «), where r is the solution of (I16). Introducing ¢ = ity + 07
and v = dv, substituting into the action, and expanding to second order in d¢) and dv, we

obtain

Seff(wav) - Sef‘f(z.,lvbmo) + (6@;) (1 + 2711'7’> + (g;z <1 - 26:;) (117)

We see that the prefactor for ((S@D)2 is definitely positive, i.e Seg definitely increases along
the trajectory on Fig. 1. The prefactor for (dv)® term is positive as long as r > 3*/2m.
Combining this with Eq. (II0), one finds that this holds when a > ay,, where

5 1 2rA
o =—— — 118
@ 2 27 o8 5 (118)
The condition a > a, implies that 7' > T.,, where T, = Teqyw + @er/a.
2. The solution with v # 0
Solving the set of saddle-point equations for v # 0, we obtain
5* U*
= 119
" 27 tanh v* (119)
where v* = v/f*. The equation on v* takes the form
27
Fv") = — (te — &
(v") G ( )
v* 1 sinh v*
Fv*)=1- —1 120
(") tanh v* + 5 8 (120)

U*

where, we remind, @ = a(T — T,qy) Expanding the 1.h.s. of (I20)) at small v*, we obtain

(Ug) (% - 2) - 2—7: (er — @) o (T — T) (121)

We see that, if 25* < 1, v* gradually increases when T becomes smaller than T.,. To put
it simply, the solution of the non-linear saddle-point equation shows that the order in v
emerges below Ty, as it is expected for a continuous, second-order transition. We see the
same behavior from Fig. [[3] where we plot F'(v*) from (I20) as a function of v*.

Let’s now see what we get if we expand near the saddle point solution. Introducing

W =1ithg + 9 and v = (*/2m)v* 4 dv, where, for definiteness, v* is the positive solution of
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FIG. 13: The plot of F(v*) from Eq. (I20)) as a function of v* with *=0.3.

Eq. (I20), and expanding to second order in 61 and Jv, we obtain after a straightforward

algebra
Serr (¥, v) = Sest (itho, 5707 /1) + A (69)" — B (6v)* — 2iC (5¢)) (dv) (122)
where
A= 5o (2p*v* + sinh 2v7)
= o (sinh 2v™ — 20%)
::Qﬁiv*ﬁnh2v* (123)

Obviously, A, B, and C' are positive for v* £ 0.

Eq. (I22) has the same form as Eq. (B0) in the main text and Eq. (C78) in Appendix [
Like we did there, we re-express Seg (¢, v) in (I22) as

Sun(t,0) = Sl ") + A ((00) = i (60)) +

CQ_TAB (6v)? (124)
The contour has to be chosen such that the variable (§¢)) — i< (dv) is real, i.e we integrate
over 01 parallel to real axis.

As we already know, the condition that the saddle-point is the minimum of the action

along the integration contour is C? — AB > 0. Substituting the expressions from (I23)), we
find

inh? v*
2_AB="20" ji 12
e ) (125)
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FIG. 14: The plot of F(v*) from Eq. (I20) as a function of v* with 5*=0.55.

where

i} 1 v* U* U* 2
Iw) = ? (tanhv* a 1) a (tanhv* a (sinhv*) ) (126)

The condition that the saddle-point is the minimum of the action along the integration
contour is then 7(v*) > 0. Expanding at small v* we obtain
(v)? (1
I(v*) = — =2 127
(v™) 3\ 5 (127)
We see that I(v*) > 0 when 25* < 1. This is the same condition as in Eq. (IZI). One can

easily verify that when 0 < 23* < 1, I(v*) is positive for all values of v*.

3. First-order transition at 1/2 < f* <1

For larger §*, the prefactors in (I27) and (IZI) are negative. The analysis of the full
saddle-point solution, Eq. (I20) shows that, as « gets smaller, the saddle-point solution
(i.e., the solution of (I20)) first emerges at a finite v}, i.e., the transition is first order (see
Fig. 4 in which we plot F'(v*) from ([I20) vs v* for 1/2 < p* < 1.)

As « gets smaller, two saddle-point solutions appear, one at v* > v¥ another at v* < v¥.
By obvious reasons, the solution with v* > v} is expected to be stable, while the one at
v* < vl is expected to be unstable. We see from Fig. [[4] that the solution at v* > v}

corresponds to dF(v*)/dv* > 0, and the solution at v* < v’ corresponds to dF'(v*)/dv* < 0.

dF(v*) By ( v ) v* ( v* )2
— —1) = — 12
dv* £* \tanh v* tanh v* sinh v* (128)
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Comparing this with (I26]), we see that

dF(v*)
du*

= I(v¥) (129)

Hence the solution with a positive dF'(v*)/dv* corresponds to I(v*) > 0 and is stable, as

expected.

B. Preemptive time-reversal symmetry breaking

We now return to the full GL model for A; and Ay and consider a possibility of a pre-
emptive breaking of Z, symmetry associated with the relative phase, ¥y — 1y = +7/2,
between complex AY == [A%[e® and AY = |AF]e™2. We recall that a nematic order is
selected already within the hot spot model, while Z; part of the order parameter manifold
associate with phase locking becomes relevant only once we go beyond hot spot approxima-
tion and include the interaction between CDW order parameters AY and A%, . Accordingly,
the coupling constant associated with the nematic Z, symmetry is larger than the one as-
sociated with the phase Z, symmetry, and, hence T,,, at which a nematic order sets in,
is larger than a temperature, T; at which the other Zs symmetry get broken. Still, it is
essential to understand whether 7T; is larger than T.qy, i.e., whether Z, symmetry associated
with ¢y — ¢y = 7/2 or —m/2 gets broken at a temperature higher than the one when U(1)
symmetry of the common phase 1 + ¥5 gets broken.

We assume that nematic order selects, say, Q = ), and consider GL model for A} and
A3. A preemptive instability with respect to the relative phase of A{ and A% would imply
that at some 7' =T} > T4y A7 and A3 form a bound state with zero total momentum. In
between T} and Tiqyw, dp(r) = j,(r) = 0, but T o (0p(r)j,(r)) becomes non-zero. Under

time reversal, T transforms into —Y, hence this order breaks Z, time reversal symmetry.

1. Direct computation

One way to see that a preemptive transition is possible is to follow the same strategy
as in the analysis of a spin-current order in anisotropic triangular antiferromagnets?’ and

9899

in Heisenberg-Kitaev model on a hyperhoneycomb lattic , introduce a “two-particle”

collective variable T = A7(AT)*, and solve for the emergence of a two-particle bound state
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(A)*

FIG. 15: Ladder equation for ¥ = A?(Ag)* Of the two terms in the r.h.s., one contains T,

another Y*. For imaginary T, there is a sign change between these two terms.

instability in the same way as it is done for superconductivity. For illustrative purposes we
consider the effective action (86), although the actual calculation has to be performed for

the more generic action (89) as we will do below using HS approach. We re-write (80) as

Ser =a(|AT[* + [A31%) + BUATI" + [AZ]")
+ B(AT(A5))(AT(A3)") + B(AT)"AT)((AT)"AF) + 4B(AT(AF)")(AF (AT)"). (130)

The ladder equation for Y is presented in Fig. [[5] There are two terms in the r.h.s. of this
graphic equation — the first contains a “direct” TY interaction from the first term in the
second line of (I30), and the second one contains the interaction between T and Y*. Both
interactions are repulsive, hence no solution is possible if Y is real. However, if we search

for a solution with a complex T, we obtain for infinitesimally small T
T =—pP(T+47") (131)

where P > 0 stand for convolution of the propagators of A? and AY fields. The only infor-
mation about P relevant to us at this stage is that it diverges at 7.4, when both propagators
become massless. Hence, if Eq. (I31]) has a non-trivial solution, the corresponding 7 is larger
than T4y A simple analysis of Eq. (I31]) shows that the solution does exist if we set T to be
purely imaginary, T = iY, because then the combination Y + 4Y* becomes equal to —37,
and the minus sign compensates the overall minus sign in the r.h.s. of (I31)). We emphasize
that this is possible because the prefactor for TY* interaction term (the last term in (I30))
is 4 times larger than the direct TY interaction term. That Y is purely imaginary is entirely
consistent with the fact that in mean-field approximation A? is real and Ag is imaginary,

hence in below Ti.qy, T = A?(A%)* is also purely imaginary.
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2. Hubbard-Stratonovich approach

Another way to see the emergence of a preemptive transition is to follow the same strategy
as in the analysis of a pre-emptic nematic order and apply HS transformation to the effective
action (89) by introducing collective variables conjugated to quartic terms in Seg. For this
purpose, it is convenient to rescale A% as A — AZ(B,/5;)"/*, add the gradient terms and

re-write Eq. (89) as
2
Sest o< + )| AT? + (@ + )| A5 + 5 (1872 + |A5P)
fy x T 2 fy . T\* AT x T\ *
— 5 (IATP = 1A317)" = 5 (G ((A1)7AF - Af(A5))’ (132)

where oy = a(T —T.), ay = as(p1/B2)"? = a(T — T,), where, we remind, 7, and T, are
(near identical) mean-field transition temperatures for even and odd in k components of A”.

Also

Ba 27\ B B

The prefactors for the two ¢ terms in (I32) as well as the prefactors a for a; and @y do not

1/2 1/2 1/2
"= %51 + ;33 <é> y Y2 = 353 (51> - %Bl; V3= 3 <@> (133)

have to be equal, but this complication does not lead to new physics and we neglect it.

There are three quartic terms in (I32)). Accordingly we introduce three HS bosonic
fields T, congugated to i(AT(AZ)* — (AT)*A%), U, congugated to (JAT]* + |AZ[?), and Uy,
congugated to (|AT|> — |AZ|?). The expectation value of each HS field is proportional to
the corresponding bilinear combination of A and Aj. The field ¥ describes Gaussian
fluctuations of the modulus of a two-component order parameter and its expectation value
is obviously non-zero at any 7. The field ¥, describes fluctuations of a relative magnitude of
|A?|? and |A%|?. For oy # g, order parameters AY and A% are non-equal and (|A7|*>—]AZ|?)
is non-zero at any 7', hence the expectation value of Wy is also non-zero for all T'. The field
T is different from the other two because the expectation value of ((A7)*A% — A7(A%)*) and
hence of T becomes non-zero only due to spontaneous symmetry breaking.

We assume, without going into details, that the model is extended to large M, as in the
case of a nematic transition, and analyze the effective action for composite HS fields within

saddle-point approximation. A similar HS approach has been recently used to study TRS
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breaking in Fe-pnictidest® 192 We use, as before,

o [ 2SR _ g o

(

oxp [ 2N IS B () s g - 97
[
(

) exp [iW (AT + [A3P)]

exp {”3“@? (A5)" — <A2f>*A;>]2} ar

2
2)" — (A7) AL}, (134)

Substituting this transformation into (I32) and performing Gaussian integration over the
fields A and A3 we obtain the effective action in terms of collective variables T, ¥, and ¥,

in the form

SH(T‘I"I’l):T/{T—2+W—2+qj—%+log{(a1+q2—i\If)2—\If2—T2}} (135)
cr a2 2n 27 !

2
where [, = fjng.

We analyze Seg(Y, ¥, Wy) in the saddle-point approximation, by solving the coupled set

of saddle-point equations

T =2 / T
R A O ) PR P
(ar =¥ +¢%)
U =2 /
T o oy — 0 + @2 — (a_ + Uy)2 — 12
(a- + V)

U, =2 / 1
L q (ap =10 +¢%)? — (o= + U)? = T2 (136)

where ay = (o + @2)/2 = a(T — (T, + 1,)/2) = a(T — Teaw) and a— = (ag — ay)/2 =
(a/2)(T. = T,) > 0.

Our goal is to verify whether a solution with T # 0 emerges before the primary CDW
order sets in. In our 2D case, the primary order sets in when o, — —00, hence the emergence
of T # 0 at any finite oy will be a preemptive instability.

Introducing ¥ = iV, rg = ay + Vg, and r; = a_ 4+ ¥y, we re-write the last two equations

in (I36) as

T
7’02044_—'—2”)/1/%
qTo—T1
1
. :a_+27/ 137
! ? qr(%—rf ( )
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Evaluating the integrals we obtain

To = Q4 + ﬂlogi
2 =t

r=a_+ 2 oth (T—O) (138)
2 T

(coth™ 2 is arc-hyperbolic-cotangent of ).

The primary fields A? and A% get ordered when 72 — r? becomes equal to zero. We see
from (I37) that this only happens at a, = —oo. This is specific to d = 2 and to systems
with M > 3 components, as we already discussed.

At high temperatures, T > T4y, @1 & ag > 0, hence oy > o > 0. In this range, the
physically meaningful solution of is rg &~ ay, r1 & a_. As temperature decreases, o
and rq decrease, while r; increases. Still, according to first equation in (I38), ry remains
larger than r;. Eventually, o, changes sign and becomes negative. The quantities ry and

r1 evolve as shown in Fig. At finite but large negative oy, 1o and r; are both large and

Eqs. (I3Y) simplify to

ro = Q4 + n log
RN
r = 2 oth? <T—0> : (139)
2 T

From the second equation we obtain 1o = r1 coth(27r; /7). Plugging this back to both sides
of the first equation and introducing r; = 271y /72 we find, at || > log A,

r 2
71 coth 7 + L log —+— = o, (140)
Y2 sinh Y2

Solving this equation we obtain

(141)

Note that, because 1o and 7 are close to each other at large |ay |, the susceptibility of the
primary fields x oc 1/(r2 — r}) is strongly enhanced. Still, r2 > r?, i.e., the primary order
does not develop.

We now look at the first equation in ([I3@). Evaluating the integral, we find that the
solution with infinitesimally small T emerges when

T3 coth™ (T—O) = (142)

2 T
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FIG. 16: the behavior of r; and ry as a function of .

Using the second equation from (I38]) we re-write this as the condition on a critical ry .,

R < gk ) (143)
V3= 72

This critical rq . is some positive number because a— > 0 and v3 > 75 [see Eq. @), v5 > 72

is equivalent to Jg, Jg, > Jgg]. We next use the fact that r; monotonically increases as the
temperature decreases. Hence, r; must reach 7. at some finite 7' = T}, and below this
temperature the expectation value of T becomes non-zero. A non-zero T = +Y; in turn
gives rise to a non-zero value of the composite order parameter (A7(A%)*) oc £i Y.

In the consideration above we used the fact that a_ > 0, in which case the expectation
value of ®; is never zero (see Eq. (I30)), and only T field acquires a non-zero value due
to spontaneous symmetry breaking. In general o o (T, — T,) is non-zero and positive.
However, we found earlier that it is quite small because both T, and T, are very close to the
original 7.4y, which, we remind, is a mean-field CDW transition temperature in the “hot
spot” approximation, when A7 and Aj are equivalent fields. If we set T, =T, = Teqy, i.€.,
set a_ = 0, we immediately find from (I36]) that the field ®; can also order only due to
symmetry breaking. The self-consistent equations for ®; and T now have equivalent kernels,
and which of the two acquires a non-zero value depends on the ratio v37y,. Like we just said,
in our case, 73 > 79, hence T field orders under proper conditions, but ®; = 0. In this

situation, only first two equations (I36]) matter, and solving them we obtain that T acquires
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a non-zero value when the two conditions are met:

A
ro = o4 + Elog—
2w 70
1
1= B- (144)
2Ty

Solving this set we obtain that, like in a more general case, a non-zero T emerges at a

negative but still finite

2A
o = _n <logL - E) (145)
2
T 73 T

At larger negative a, i.e., at smaller 7', a non-zero T = +7T gives rise to a non-zero value
of the composite order parameter (Af(AZ)*) o< 7.

When 73 = 79, or, equivalently, 53 = (512, the equations for T and ®; are identical, and
one can immediately make sure that T and ®; in (I36]) can be cast as “real” and “imaginary”
components of the “super-vector” @ = /T2 4 ®?¢¥. In the HS analysis, the magnitude of ©
becomes non-zero at some finite 7', however neither T nor ®; order at any finite 7" because
of fluctuations between the directions of T and of ®;. In other words, in this situation,
there will be no preemptive order which would break Z; TR symmetry. This is entirely
consistent with the fact that without distinction between different o and [, the effective
action decouples between A? and A?k, such that both orders appear simultaneously at
T = T.qw. This last result shows that non-equivalence of [3; terms, namely the inequality
312 > B2, is the necessary condition for the existence of a preemptive state with composite

order which breaks TRS.

3. Preemptive order for state II

Before we proceed with the phase diagram, we briefly discuss potential preemptive orders
for state II. As we found in the previous Section, the CDW transitions into both versions of
state II are first-order. In this situation, the analysis within the GL model is meaningless.
One can still argue, though, that because order parameter manifold in the CDW-ordered
state has additional Z, component (ether @), /@), or +m/2 for the relative phase between A;
and Ay, depending on the realization of state II), there may be a preemptive transition into
a state with a composite order parameter. However, to investigate this possibility, one has

to go beyond GL expansion in powers of A. We will not pursue this issue further.
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VII. THE PHASE DIAGRAM

For the rest of the paper we focus on state I, for which phase transitions are continuous
ones. To construct the phase diagram for state I, we first consider how Tiqy,(€) evolves when
hole doping increases and magnetic correlation length decreases. We found that at a finite
&, the scale vE£2/g ~ g/\? serves as the lower energy cut-off for the logarithm, i.e., T in
(I6) gets replaced by, roughly, (7% + g%/A\*)/2. As the consequence, T.qy(£) decreases with
increasing ¢ and vanishes when £ ~ g/vp, i.e. when the dimensionless coupling constant
A ~ 1. We show this behavior in Fig. [7(b). The vanishing of T4y (&) sets up a charge
QCP at some distance away from a magnetic QCP. The temperature 7,, at which composite
nematic order sets in, and the temperature 7; at which the preemptive TRSB order sets in,
also gets smaller as £ increases. We analyzed the emergence of the composite and CDW
orders at T" = 0 using the same approach as in Ref. Bﬁ (this requires one to include the
dynamical term into o, in equation (I3%])) and found that the three lines, T;,, T}, and Tiqy all
terminate near the CDW quantum-critical point QCP 2, which actually becomes the point of
weak first-order transition™. It is possible, although not proven yet, that a preemptive order
survives down to 7" = 0, in which case QCP 2 splits into two or even three quantum-critical
points. We show the behavior of T,(§), T3(€) and Tiayw (&) in Fig. IT(b).

The behavior of Teqy (§) is different from that of superconducting Ti.(§). The latter does
not vanish at a finite £ and just interpolates between quantum-critical form Ty, ~ wqy at

large ¢ and BCS form T}, o< wpe™/*

at smaller £, when A\ becomes a small parameter. This
behavior of superconducting 7. has been studied in Ref. |37] and we also discuss it in detail
in Appendix [[] below.

Panels (a) and (b) in Fig. [[7 show the onset temperatures for superconducting order
and for CDW and composite orders, when the CDW and SC are considered independent
on each other. In reality, charge and superconducting orders compete for hot fermions on
the FS, and the competition implies that the order, which sets up first, tend to suppress
the other one. In the spin-fluctuation approach, the value of T}, is larger than 7.4, but
the two are of the same order and comparable in magnitude The values of T;, and T} are
larger than T,.qy, and we assume that at large &, we have T,,,T; > T, i.e., the composite

charge orders set up first upon the lowering of 7. The composite order suppresses T, and

gives rise to a non-monotonic behavior of Ti.(£) already in the paramagnetic phase. At the

71



% e,

same time, it increases the correlation length for the primary CDW order paramete
the composite order tends to increase T.qy. At larger &, Teqy then well may become larger
than the reduced T, in which case charge order develops prior to superconductivity. At the
lowest T', our calculations in Sec. IV show that CDW and superconducting orders co-exist.
The phase diagram for state I is shown in Fig. [[7(c). It has a number of features consistent
with the experimental data on hole-doped cuprates. Namely, the theoretical phase diagram
contains regions of SDW and d-wave superconductivity, and also a region with a nematic
order, a region where time-reversal symmetry is broken, and a region of a true CDW order.
The CDW order at T = 0 co-exists with superconductivity and terminates at a CDW
quantum-critical point QCP 2, distinct from the magnetic quantum-critical point QCP 1.
It is tempting to associate the T, line with the onset of nematic order seen in neutron

scattering? 22 and in Nernst experiments'®®, associate T} line with the onset temperature

for the Kerr effect®, intra-unit cell magnetic order”™®, the magneto-electric birefringence?,

10-13,16-18

and associate T4y, With the onset temperature of CDW order , perhaps pinned by

impurities’*13. In our model calculations, the nematic transition temperature 7, is larger
than the onset temperature 7; for time-reversal symmetry breaking. In general, the two
temperatures are comparable, and the position of T, and T} lines on the phase diagram may
depend on the type of material. The association of T; with these three experiments requires
care because, as we said in the Introduction, Kerr effect does not change sign in a magnetic
field over 107 (Ref.B) and linear birefringence is often associated with the breaking of a
mirror symmetry rather than with breaking of time-reversal?. To address this issue in more
detail one needs to study 3D systems, particularly the arrangements of the charge currents

between neighboring layers.

VIII. COMPARISON WITH ARPES DATA

In this section we discuss in some detail the comparison between our theory and ARPES
data. The data on the fermionic spectral function in the pseudogap region all show 21:72:104-107
that below a certain T° > Ti., the spectral weight in the antinodal regions transforms from
the F'S to high frequencies, and the F'S looks like a set of four disconnected Fermi arcs. We
show below that this is an expected behavior for a system with strong CDW fluctuations,

but without a true CDW order.
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FIG. 17: Phase diagram for State I. Panels (a) and (b) — the behavior of superconducting Ty
(panel a) and the onset temperatures for charge order T,,, T} and T4y (panel b), when supercon-
ducting and charge ordered are treated independent on each other. T,, is the preemptive nematic
transition temperature, and T} is the temperature below which a ¢ = 0 order emerges, breaking
time-reversal symmetry. Panel (c) — the full phase diagram, which includes the competition be-
tween superconductivity and charge order. QCP 1 and QCP 2 are quantum-critical points towards

SDW and CDW order, respectively.

A generic charge order with an ordering momentum (@ introduces a new term H' =
Ach,Tc +0Ck—q T h.c. into the Hamiltonian. Then fermions with momenta k &+ @), k + 3Q), k &
5@, ... all become coupled. For commensurate @) = 7M/(N), where M and N are integers,
the “chain” of coupled momenta gets closed when after N steps, for incommensurate ) it
is not closed, but for practical purposes one can approximate () by a close commensurate
value. To diagonalize such a Hamiltonian one has to solve a N-dimensional matrix equation

%5 The energy eigenstates with eigenvalues I, Es, --- , Ey are linear combinations of the
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original fermions,

d; Uyp U2 -+ UIN Ck
dy U1 U2z -+ UaN Ck—2Q

= , (146)
dy UN1 UN2 " UNN Cr—2(N-1)Q

The ARPES spectral function measures the correlator of c—fermions and contains contribu-

tions from all eigenstates, with different weights
I(w, k) o Tm({er(w)cf (@)))

— i (S )] = (¥ ), (147)

P W
We keep the damping term I' finite to model the state in which CDW fluctuations are
well-developed but a true CDW order does not yet occurt®.

We use this procedure to obtain the spectral function I(w, k) at w = 0, as a function of k
for “damped” stripe CDW order with either @ = @, or Q = @,. The position of the peak
in this spectral function yields the location of the reconstructed FS in the CDW-ordered
state, a I' gives a finite width to the peak. In a macroscopic system, there exist domains
with stripes in both directions, and we assume that the measured ARPES intensity is the
sum of I(w, k) for @ = Q, and Q) = Q.

We show our result for the photoemission intensity 7(0, k) in Fig. The Fermi arcs,
terminating at hot spots, are clearly visible. The actual FS’s in the CDW-ordered state in-
deed cannot terminate inside the BZ, but other pieces of the F'S have small spectral weights
and are washed out by a finite I'. In the calculations we used the dispersion from Ref. ]:
€(ky, k) = —2t(cos k,+cos k,)—4t (cos k, cos k,) —2t" (cos 2k, +cos 2k,) —4t" (cos 2k, cos k,+
cos k, cos 2k,)—e, with ¢ = 0.22eV, t = —0.034315¢V, ¢ = 0.035977eV, ¢ = —0.0071637eV
, and we took ¢y = —0.24327eV, slightly different from —0.240577eV in [21], to get a com-
mensurate 2Q) = 0.27 instead of 2Q) ~ 0.197 in [21]. We then used N = 10, M = 1, and set
[' = 50meV.

The appearance of the arcs can be understood analytically. Consider @) = @), and focus
on the region around hot spot 1 in Fig. B with momenta near (7 — @, Q). One can easily
verify that the most relevant momenta involved in CDW-induced mixing are (7 — @, Q) and

(m—Q,—Q), since for the other momenta in (I40]) either the gap is smaller, or the states are
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FIG. 18: The theoretical spectral function at w = 0 for a state with strong CDW fluctuations,

which we model by introducing CDW orders A, and A,, but keeping a finite lifetime of fermions

on the FS. The Fermi arcs, terminating at hot spots, are clearly visible.

away from the F'S. The effective 2 x 2 Hamiltonian H = Hy+ H' can then be diagonalized by

the standard Bogoliubov transformation. Defining ¢; = ¢k, c2 = cr_20, €1 = €k, €2 = €4_20,

and A = |A§O\, with ky = (7 — @, 0) we obtain

d U v c1
d_ -V U Co 7
where

T - -
u? == |1+ i

2 I \/(61 — €2)? + 4A2 ]
v? :1 11— a-° .

2 I \/(61 — €)% +4A2%)

The nergy eigenvalues are

_ 2
e [ o

the ARPES spectral function at w = 0 is

u? v?

I(w=0,k) o< Im({¢;¢)) = Im <
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FIG. 19: The position of the peak in spectral function at w = 0 around the hot spot 1 (red line).
The saturation of color indicates the spectral weight of the peak. The spectrum to the right of the
hot spot 1 is pushed out of BZ boundary by large enough CDW order parameter A used in the

plot.

The peaks in the momentum distribution curves are at E+ = 0, which correspond to €6, =
A%, This condition defines a hyperbola in the momentum space around the hot spot 1, as
shown in Fig.[[9 The solid and dashed lines in this figure are the original F'S ¢, = 0 and the
“shadow” F'S €;,_59 = 0. At small A, there is another part of the FS, to the right of point
1 in this figure, but for large enough A, used in the plot, this part is pushed out the BZ
boundary. The spectral weight along the red line in Fig. depends on coherence factors
and is much larger for the part which is close to the original F'S than for the part close to
the shadow FS. As a result, the only visible spectral peak at w = 0 in the momentum space
is along the former FS ¢, = 0, and it effectively terminates at the hot spot, as in Fig.
The contribution from the domain with ) = @), is obtained in a similar manner, and the
full result is the spectral function with the largest intensity at four Fermi arcs, as in Fig.

The Fermi arcs in the disordered CDW state and the Fermi pocket in the ordered CDW

state, whose position and size are consistent with quantum oscillation measurements!?-19

have been recently obtained in the analysistl®, similar to the one we presented here, but

extended to the full Brillouin zone.
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We next consider the dispersion along the BZ boundary in the antinodal (AN) regions.
Experiments?! performed on Pbg55Bi; 5511 6Lag,sCuOg,s (Pb-Bi2201) have detected two
prominent features: (1) upon cooling below about the same temperature where arcs ap-
pear, the measured dispersion evolves into a band which comes towards a FS and then
moves away from the FS, (2) the momentum, at with the reconstructed dispersion has a
minimum, shifts from kr to a larger value kg, (3) once the system is further cooled down
below Ti., a weak, “shoulder”-like peak in appears in the energy distribution curve at the
binding energy w ~ 25 meV. We find that all these features can be accounted for within our
theory.

Because the features are at finite energy, we can safely neglect I' and compute ARPES
dispersion assuming a true CDW order. However, we still need to consider two domains:
domain I with CDW order with Q = @, and domain II with CDW order with Q = @,.
For simplicity, we will assume both CDW gaps can be approximated by constants, in which
case A, = pA,, with o > 1. Because typical energy scale for the fermionic dispersion in the
AN region is much smaller than the bandwidth, we again can neglect high-energy electronic
states. A simple analysis shows that for low-energy consideration it is sufficient to include
three states with momenta &, k + 2Qy ,, k — 2Q,,,. We show this in Fig. 20l (a) and 20 (b).

In domain I, the two states with momenta & and &+ 2@, cross at a small positive energy
0€ at k, = kg = @, which is larger than the original kr simply because the distance between
the two neighboring hot spots (one on top of the other) is larger than the distance between
the two points (kg, ) and (—kpg, ), at which the FS crosses BZ boundary. The energy of
the state with momentum k& — 2@), is much larger in this region, so we can further reduce
the three-state system to a two-state system. The energy eigenvalues at the crossing point
are o = 0e £ A,. Once A, exceeds de, one of the energies, Fy = de — A,, becomes
negative, and the corresponding state becomes visible by ARPES. Evaluating E;(k,) at
different k,, we find that E}(k,) initially follows the original dispersion and moves towards
zero, but deviates from the bare dispersion as k, approaches kg, passes through a minimum
at some finite negative energy, and then moves away from the Fermi level. We show this
in Fig. (a). The minimum of the reconstructed dispersion is right at kg > kp, where
the two unreconstructed states with momenta k and k + 2@, cross. That the minimum of
the reconstructed dispersion is at momentum larger than the original kr is consistent with

the experiment?!. One can easily make sure that the shift of the minimum to kg > kp is
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the consequence of the fact that the momentum of CDW order is along @, or Q,. If CDW
order parameter was with Q along the zone diagonal, the result would be the opposite —
the position of the local minimum would shift to a smaller momentum. This is yet another
indication that CDW order does emerge with Q = (2Q,0) or (0,2Q) rather than with
the diagonal (2Q), £2@Q)). Note in this regard that kg would remain equal to kg if the
reconstruction of the fermionic dispersion was due to precursors of superconductivity.

We used the experimental value of e = 5 meV, and set A, = 35 meV to match the energy
of the local minima at kg at w = 30 meV, as in B]

In domain II, with CDW order with @),, two out of three states are degenerate, and we
define €ri90k, = €r—20k, = €(ky). We also define ¢,(ky) = €x4,. Solving 3-by-3 matrix

equation on eigenvalues and eigenfunctions, we find that the dominant contribution to the

spectral function comes from the peak at £ = Fy; = (ea+eb)/2+\/[(ea —€)/2]2 +2A2 > ¢,.
The value of Fy; is positive for the set of parameters which we used. Because ARPES can
only detect filled states, the peak at F = Eq; > 0 is invisible to ARPES. In other words, in
the normal state, the full dispersion, measured by ARPES, comes from domain I.

Once superconductivity sets in at 7., electron and hole states get mixed up, and the
system develops a shadow image of F; at a negative energy, at —m. The super-
conducting gap Ay is rather small in Pb-Bi2201, hence the image is approximately at —Fy;.
We show this in Fig. 20 (b). The emergence of the new band below Tj. is again consistent
with the experiment?!. To match the measured position of the new band at around 25 meV,
we use experimental values of €,(k, = 0) = —38 meV, ¢,(k, = 0) = —59 meV, and set
A, =51 meV, larger than A, = 35 meV. This is consistent with theoretical A, = pA, and
> 1.

In Fig. (c¢) we show the combined peaks from both domains. This is our theoretical
result for the spectral function for comparison with ARPES. In our view, the theoretical
spectral function is quite consistent with the data.

The above analysis is valid in the vicinity of hot spots. More efforts are needed to see
whether our CDW order is compatible with ARPES along the cuts away from hot regions,
particularly near zone diagonals. The data in these regions have been successfully fitted by
the theory based on pair-density-wave scenariot!. To compare with the data within our
CDW scenario one needs to go beyond what we did so far and to solve for CDW order

parameter outside hot regions. This would require full model calculations on a lattice.
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FIG. 20: Interpretation of the ARPES data around antinodal areas. Panel (a) — contribution from
the domain I with @ = @,. Panel (b) — contribution from the domain II with Q = @Q,. Panel (c)

— The combined spectral peaks from both domains seen by ARPES.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

The goal of this paper was two-fold. First, to understand whether spin-fluctuation ap-
proach, which describes d-wave superconductivity and non-F1 physics in the normal state,
also allows one to understand the development of charge order in hole-doped cuprates. Sec-
ond, to study the structure of charge order parameter and potential preemptive instabilities
which break discrete symmetries but leave a continuous U(1) phase symmetry intact. We
argued that magnetically-mediated interaction gives rise to charge order with momenta
Q. = (2Q,0) and @, = (0,2Q), as seen in the experiments. The critical temperature for
the onset of the charge order T,q4, is comparable to superconducting T;. at large values of
magnetic correlation length ¢ and the ratio T.qy /7% tends to one at & = co. At the same
time, as £ decreases with increasing doping, the ratio T,qy /7Ty decreases, and at some finite
doping T4y vanishes, setting up the second quantum critical point at some distance away
from the magnetic one.

Our most significant observation is that CDW order parameter AS with a given Q, say,
@, has two components, one (A?) is an even function of the center of mass momentum
k, another (A?), is an odd function of k. In real space, these two components describe,

respectively, an incommensurate site and bond density variation dp(r) o cos2Qy, and an
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incommensurate current j,(r) o sin 2Qy. We derived and analyzed the full GL functional
for four CDW components A?z, A?z, A?y, A?y first in the mean-field approximation and
then beyond mean-field. Within mean-field, we found two CDW states — state I and state II.
Which of the two states is realized depends on the interplay between two system parameters,
which are comparable to each other and which we only know approximately. The state I
emerges via a continuous transition and is of stripe type: non-zero CDW components have
either Q = @, or @,. Both A; and A, are non-zero, and the relative phase between
these two U(1) fields is locked at £7/2. The full order parameter manifold for state I is
U(1) x Zy x Zy where one Z, is associated with the choice between @), and @),, another Z,
with the choice between 7 /2 and —m /2 for phase locking, and U(1) is the symmetry with
respect to the common phase of A; and A,. To obtain a phase with this order parameter
manifold it was essential to include the center-of-mass momentum dependence of AY for k
near the mid-point between neighboring hot spots.

For state II, the CDW order emerges via a strong first-order transition, and in the ordered
state |A97] = |AS| and |AYY| = |AS?|. There are two realizations of state II and the
choice is dictated by the interplay between parameters which become non-equal only due to
k—dependence of A?. One realization is the checkerboard order (all four A’s are non-zero
and equal by magnitude), another is a stripe state with only two non-zero components, say,
AlQ”” and A?@. For both realizations, the order parameter manifold is U(1) X Z, where in the
first realization Z, is associated with the phase locking at £7/2 between A; and A, (same
locking for ), and (), components), and in the second Z, is associated with the symmetry
between choosing Ay with @, or @),,.

We focused on the state I because it emerges via a continuous transition and analyzed
the GL action beyond mean-field. Our goal was to understand whether the two Z, Ising
symmetries can be broken at higher temperatures than Ti.q,, at which U(1) symmetry gets
broken. We used HS approach, introduced composite fields conjugated to composite order
parameters, which order if the corresponding Z, symmetry gets broken, integrated over the
primary A fields, and analyzed the resulting effective action for the composite fields. We
found that each of Z5 degrees of freedom gets broken before a true CDW order sets in. We
found that at a highest 7}, a nematic order sets in, i.e., the system selects @), or @,, while
U(1) phase symmetry remains intact. Then, at T; < T,,, another Zy symmetry gets broken,

and the relative phase between A; and A, gets locked at 7/2 or —7/2, while U(1) symmetry
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of the common phase of A; and A, remains unbroken. In real-space picture, below T; both
density and current components fluctuate, such that (dp(r)) = (j.(r)) = 0, however their
fluctuations are correlated, and (dp(r)j.(r)) is non-zero. Such an order breaks time-reversal
symmetry. Finally, at Teqy < T3, U(1) symmetry gets broken and a true CDW order sets in.

The existence of the preemptive order is the crucial element in our scenario. Without it,
CDW instability would be subleading to d-wave superconductivity and also to bond order
with diagonal Qg = (2@Q), £2Q)) as in the mean-field approximation both have slightly larger
onset temperatures than Teqy (Tse > Tho > Teaw). However, superconducting order parame-
ter and order parameter for bond charge order do not break C) lattice rotational symmetry
and have only one, even in k, component. Accordingly, there are no preemptive instabilities
for these orders. Because Ty, T},, and Tqy are close to each other at large & and T, T; > Teqw,
it is likely that they also exceed Ty, and Tj,,, in which case the first instability upon lowering
of T'is into a state with a composite CDW order. Once composite order forms, it reconstructs
fermionic excitations and tends reduce the onset temperatures for superconductivity /bond-
order because composite charge order and superconductivity /bond-order compete for the
FS. At the same time, a composite CDW order increases the susceptibility for the primary
CDW fields and hence increases 1.4y, much like a spin-nematic order in Fe-pnictides in-
creases the Neel temperature of SDW order®®. An increase of T, and T} compared to the
onset of superconductivity /bond-order becomes even stronger once we include into consid-
eration 2D fluctuation effects, because near-degenerate d-wave superconductivity and bond
order form weakly anisotropic O(4) model, in which T}, is strongly reduced by fluctuations
from O(4) manifold.

The phase diagram resulting from our analysis is shown in Fig. [Tk. It has numerous
features consistent with the experiments on hole-doped cuprates. We performed a more
detailed comparison with ARPES studies and found good quantitative agreement with the
data.

Overall, we believe that the most significant result of our theory is that it shows that
pseudogap physics can be well understood within the same spin-fermion model which was
earlier shown to yield d-wave superconductivity and non-Fermi liquid physics. We believe
that, with our result, the spin-fermion model re-emerges as the strong candidate for the
theoretical model for the cuprates.

Several issues are not covered by this analysis and are left for further study. One issue is
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the interplay between our spin-fluctuation scenario and the one based on microscopic analysis
of charge fluctuations?®. Another issue, specific to our model, is to what extend T4, for a
true CDW order and T,,, T; for preemptive transitions vary between different families of hole-
doped cuprates. The third issue is the detailed analysis of the relation between our composite
charge order which breaks time-reversal symmetry, and Kerr effect® and neutron scattering
results from Refs. Q] And the fourth issue is the interplay between our incommensurate

charge order and incommensurate pair-density-wave (PDW) order discussed in Refs. BQ,

111]. The two orders are “cousins” in the same way as SC and diagonal bond order are.
Whether fluctuations between our CDW order and PDW order further complicate the phase
diagram remains to be seen.

Note added (06/27/2014) The phenomenological GL model for PDW order parameter
has been considered in a very recent preprint by D. Agterberg and M. Kashuap*2. They in-

troduced two order parameters AS = f

.y . _ . . .
r0.i0ag)cl o 5 With Q along 2 and y directions in

momentum space, and argued that Ag and A; @ are not necessary the same. The “cousins”
CDW and PDW order parameters transform into each other by changing one c into ¢’ and
replacing spin dependence dq5 for CDW into ioy,; for PDW, but without changing the mo-
mentum. A cousin of our CDW order parameter AY = ¢} +0.0005Ck—@,p With the enter of mass
momentum k is PDW order C;L_l_Q’a(iO'gﬁ)C;L_Qﬁ = Aé’“ with the total momentum Q = 2k.

The orders AS and A; @ are then cousins of our A? and A%, and the non-equivalence of

Ag and Ag @ explored in [115] is the PDW analog of the non-equivalence between A% and

A?k, which we explored in this paper. Agterberg and Kashuap also identified an additional
Zy component of the order parameter manifold, associated with time-reversal symmetry,
and argued that Zs can be broken at a higher 7" than the one at which a true PDW order

develops.
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Appendix A: Gap equations for momentum and frequency-dependent CDW order

parameters

In this Appendix we present the full linearized equations for the CDW order parameters
as integral equations in momentum and frequency. We measure frequency and temperature
in units of wy: QF = Qp,/wo, X* = X/wy, T* = T /wp, and measure momentum in units of
(ywo)? = 35/ (2mvp): o = x/(ywo)?,y* = y/(ywe)?. We recall that wy = 95/(167) x
[(v; — v2)/vE], where g is spin-fermion coupling. We keep the momentum dependence of
A%(Q,,) along the FS and neglect the momentum dependence transverse to the FS. We
consider the FS geometry as in Fig. [[land, to avoid too lengthy formulas, consider the limit
v, = 0 when Fermi velocities at hot spots 1 and 2 are anti-parallel and the ones at hot
spots 3 and 4 are parallel. In this limit, the momentum dependence along the FS is along =

axis for Ago and along y axis for Agﬂ. Integrating over momentum transverse to the FS we

obtain
AL (. 07) = O L
<1 J +IQ* — Q5
~ 2
y [:c*sgn () +1 (07 + 195, — Q| + 215D, )] (A1)
- 2712
(a)? + (¢<y*>2 1%, = Dl + U5 |
AQ (2"
AQ (Q* * Z / ko x )
|ﬂ*,|<1 )2+ 1825, — Q|
o) 4| — Q|+ 2|8H(QE,, 2t
. ¢<>| 8P () w2
0 @09 |72 + (@) 19— Ol + S (@)
where ¥* = Qf + ¥* and G~ (k,w) = i3(k,w) — €. For the self-energy we obtain
S, at) =T /
07 <o ¢ +m — Q|
sgn (27, + 1 — Qo + 2125, )| + iz
58 () (V)2 +1 35 (1)) (A3)

2
(@2 + (/5 + 1 = Qo] + 215 Q7))
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The iz term numerator is even in €2, and renormalizes the Fermi velocity. We follow
the standard procedure and incorporate this term into the bare dispersion. The expression
for X*(QF ,, y*) is obtained from (A3]) by interchanging z* and y*.

For large ¥*(Q,,, 2*) oc (T'log €)'/2, the dependence on momentum in the self-energy and
in the CDW order parameters can be neglected, i.e., ASO(Q;*W ) & A%(an), Agﬂ(an, y*) ~
AL (QF), T, 2*) &~ S5(QF,). In this approximation, Eqs. (AT) - (A3) reduce to Egs.
@) - @) from the main text. In general, however, the gap equations are integral equations
in both momentum and frequency. Moreover, at deviations from hot spots 1 and 2 along
the FS A%x* acquires an imaginary part, which is also odd in frequency: A%(an,:z*) =
Ao +1Apr*sgnw, where Ag, and Ay are even functions of momentum and frequency. To
match this behavior, Agﬂ also acquires an imaginary part, odd in frequency, but at deviations
from hot spots 3 and 4 transverse to the FS: Agﬂ(an, 5, y*) = Ap o + 1A px*sgnw, where
Ay, and Ay p are again even functions of momentum and frequency.

In the same approximation, the linearized equation for d—wave superconducting order

parameter Ag (2, y*) is
SC(Q*

m

Al ) / dg: n )
o J<1 )2+, — Q|

¢<x*> I, — Q|+ 25 ()]
~ 2
(2 + (@ + 19— O]+ 35 @) |

(A4)

>< ~
|25 (62, %))

The equation for rescaled gap function Ay () = Ay (Q,)/S*(Q,) for the most generic
case, when (i) the gap depends on momentum along the FS and (ii) fermionic self-energy is

not assumed to be larger than other terms in the pairing kernel, is
N / lA(Qm,,y ) AW, T) Q ]
R A e ol I IR o
V)2 + 19, — 00+ 815 (2, v)
- 2\ 2
(@2 + (Vo + 19, = 2]+ 12 @)l )

(A5)

We see that the term with zero bosonic Matsubara does not cancel out completely. However,
when 3* is larger than other terms, the dependence of A(Q* ,2*) on z* and of A(Q*,, y*)
on y* become weak, and Eq. (Af) reduces to Eq. (B3)) in the main text.
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Appendix B: Evaluation of the terms I — I

In this Appendix we evaluate the terms I; - I, which we need to decide whether the
system develops stripe or checkerboard order. Each I; is a convolutions of four fermionic

propagators:

AE_%/ﬁag

1
55_§/QG§
[3 = — /GngGﬁ

I4 = — /G1G2G5G6. (B].)

The abbreviations for the Green’s function are Gy = G(wm, k1 + (ks ky)), etc, where 1,2
and 5,6 label hot spots in Fig. [[l). The integrations are performed over running frequency
wp and momenta k, and k,. We use Green’s functions for Free fermions and expand to
linear order near hot spots. The Fermi velocities at relevant hot spots are vpyx, = (vs,vy)
Viks = (Vu, —Vy), VEks = (—Vs,0y), and Ve, = (—z, —y).

For I; we obtain

Z/A o l - (Umlk?sc + Uyky)r liwm - (U;% — vyky) | (B2)

We keep the upper cutoff A in the momentum integrals. i.e., integrate over a finite momen-

tum range around hot spots. We will take the limit v, < v, and v,A > T'. The ratio v, A/T
can, in principle, be arbitrary for T' ~ T4y, but is definitely large for 7' — 0. We will keep
v, A > T in our calculations.

Introducing the new parameters,
r=v.ky, y=vyky,, Ap=v,A, Ay =v,A > A, (B3)

we re-write I; as

2 1 2
L=- / / ( )( . ). (B4)
87Tvxvym - y+x—zwm Y — T+ Wy,
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We separate the y-integral fi\j(y dy into I, = [Z_dy— fly\>Ay dy = I, — I,. For I, we obtain

2 1 2
/ d:v/ dy .
87r2vxvy — J- y+:v—zwm Y — T+ 1wy,

T

= > sgn(wm)/_ dm( 1, )3

16mv,v, 5 T — W

iT Ao I
S -
16mv,vy 57 J—As T — i|wn|
T > 1 ? 1 ?
321wy, 5 | \wi| + A, lwm| — 1A,
i / p I 1)
_——_— w — — —
64m2v,v, lw| + A, lw| — A,
1 1

- - B
1672v,v, A, (B5)

Ila -

Q

Note that the original integrand is singular in the infra-red, so it is important to keep the
temperature finite as a regulator of the singularity and set 7" — 0 only at the very end of
calculations. We will use the same procedure for the other integrals.

The contribution to [; from |y| > A, is

A, 1 2 1 2
b == 87?21)1,% — /_ /y>A <y—|—x—iwm> (y—x+z'wm>
B TA,
O 2mu,0, 4 /Ay (y +w2)
1 A,

S B6
16720 v, A2 (B6)

In the first line we used the fact that A, > A,. As we see, both contributions are small in

1/A. The full result for I; is

1 1 A 1 1
L= ) BT
! 1672v,v, (Az Ag) 1672020, A (B7)

For I, we have

T Ao oAy 1 ’ 1 ’
L=— [ da [ d . — . BS
? 87r2vxvy; o —Ay y<x+y—zwm> (x—y+zwm> (B8)

We again separate the integral over y as I, = [0 dy — fly\>Ay dy = Is, — I5,. This time, the

integral over y from —oo to co vanishes because the poles are all located in the same half
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plane. The integral I, also vanishes:

T As 1 ? 1 ?
jA— / d / d
2 8m2v,v, ; —Ay ’ lyl>Ay 4 <x—|—y—iwm> <x—y+iwm>
TA, o0 1\ 1\
- ) / ) +(—
47?21)1,% — I, Y — W Y+ W,
1 4
88 Vg Uy Ay — 1w Y+ ww

0. (B9)

As a result, I = 0.

Now we turn to I3. We explicitly write it down as

I L Y [N ! 2 - B1
3—47T2vay%;/—[xz x/_Ay y<x+y—iwm> (x —y)? + w2, (B10)

m

As before, we write I3 = [ dy — Jyi=n, @Y = Isa — I3p. We evaluate I3, by extending the

integral over y onto the half plane where the integrand contains a single pole

2
T 1 1
I, = / d:v/ dy
42,0, S - Tty —iw, ) (r—y)?+w?

I Z sgn(wm) /_A: dx < 1_ >2 L

:167rvxvy - A T — W/ W
. oA, 1
(W) ——— —
167rvxvy - el A2 + w2 wy,
1 1
~— log =2, (B11)

1672v,v, A T

We see that I3, is logarithmically singular at 7' — 0. The other part, I3, is regular at

T — 0. Therefore, to logarithmic accuracy,

1 1 Wo
Iy ———log —. B12
’ 1672020, A e (B12)
Finally, for I, we have
I = / / ! (B13)
T 471'2’0wa —Jon, - (z+y)2+w? (z—y)P2?+w?

The most straightforward way to evaluate this integral is to first extend both z- and y-
integrations to infinite limits and then check how the results change when we restore finite

limits of integration. To evaluate the integral in infinite limits, we introduce new variables
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a=2x+1yand b =x —y and re-express I, as

T o0 o0 1 1
him= > [da [T
! 8m2v,v, ; S A w2, b2 4 w2,

1 1
- TS
8u,vy WZ; w2,
1 1
= — —. B14
3200, T (B14)

We see that I, diverges as 1/T. The divergence comes from momenta much smaller than
A, hence the prefactor for 1/T" term does not depend on whether the limits of momentum

integration are infinite or finite. Integration in a finite limits gives rise to corrections to

(B14)) of order (14 O(T/(v.A\))).

Appendix C: On the stability of HS saddle-point in a complex plane

In the main text we discussed the stability of the mean-field CDW solution. We used
HS transformation and obtained the effective action in terms of HS collective variables A,
and A_, proportional to the two CDW order parameters Ago and Agﬂ. We found that the
saddle-point solution below T,q, is such that one variable is real and another is imaginary.
Expanding near the saddle-point solution, we obtained the effective action which contains
bilinear combination of fluctuations of A, and A_ with imaginary prefactor. This form of
the action persists also if we expand around A, = A_ = 0 at T > T.qw. The complex
form of the action requires extra care when one analyzes the convergence of the Gaussian
integrals over fluctuations of A, and A_

The same situation with two HS fields emerges in the analysis of a Z; spin-nematic
order in Fe-pnictides®®. There, the solution of the saddle-point equations for collective
nematic variables is again such that one variable is along real axis and the other is along
the imaginary axis. When one expands next the saddle-point solution, one faces the same
issue of convergence of Gaussian integrals, taken by shifting one of variables into a complex
plane.

In this Appendix we discuss several generic issues, associated with the expansion near
the saddle points in the complex plane and with the accuracy of using saddle-point approx-
imation for HS fields. Specifically, we follow the suggestion put forward in Ref. @] and

consider the model with no momentum dispersion (formally, in dimension D = 0).
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In this case the partition function can, in certain limits, be evaluated explicitly with
or without HS transformation. We use this fact to demonstrate that the computational
procedure, which we used in the main text, yields the results identical to the one which one
obtains in a direct integration over the primary fields.

We consider two extensions of the original bosonic model, which allow us to put the
calculation of the partition function under control. One is the extension to large N. It
is obtained by extending the underlying fermionic model to N > 1 fermionic flavors (for
details see, e.g., Ref.2%). The net result of such an extension is the appearance of the overall
factor of N in the effective action for bosonic variables. Another is the extension to the
number of components of the bosonic fields to large M. This gives rise to more complex
form of the action as quadratic and quartic terms in bosons change differently. We argue
below that HS transformation is useful in the large M limit, while at large N it is easier to
evaluate the partition function by integrating directly over the original variables, without
introducing HS collective variables. To put it differently, large N and large M limits are
the two examples when one has to take care in choosing the variables whose fluctuations are
weak. At large NNV, fluctuations of the original bosonic fields around mean-field solution are
weak and there is no need to perform HS transformation. If one does transform to HS fields,
one finds that fluctuations of HS fields around their mean-field solution are strong. On the
contrary, at large M, fluctuations of the original bose fields are strong, while fluctuations
of the HS fields around their saddle-point values are weak. In this limit, HS transformation
and the subsequent saddle-point analysis of the effective action in terms of the HS fields are
fully justified.

Which extension better describes the original model is a’priori unclear and requires com-

plimentary analysis®-7

, particularly in the cases when the analysis in terms of HS variables
yields a preemptive transition into a state with a composite order. In principle, such a tran-
sition may exist only at large enough M and disappear when M is reduced to the original
value of order one. At the same time, we are not aware of the examples when a composite

order, detected in the model, extended to large M, does not exist in the original model with

M = 0(1).
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1. The model with one real field

We assume that HS transformation from the original fermionic variables to collective
bosonic variables is already performed and consider the action in terms of bosonic fields. As

a warm-up, consider the effective action for one real single-component bosonic field A:
2 Ly
SIA] = aA* + §A (C1)

The partition function is
1
== [ 2
VT ‘ (©2)

At a mean-field level, (A) =0 at a > 0 and (A) = £(—a)? at a < 0.

a. Large N.

Consider first the extension of the model to large N (large number of flavors of original

fermions). This extension adds N as the overall factor to the action®
1
S[A] = N [aA2 + 5&] (C3)

We first compute the partition function directly and by using HS transformation to
composite bose fields.

For ae > 0 and o> N > 1, the quartic term can be neglected and we immediately obtain

a >0 (C4)

For @ < 0 and Na? > 1, we expand near A = +(—a)/? = (|a])"/? and after simple

integration obtain
Na?
e 2

[=2-2" a<0 (C5)
\/2N |

(the overall factor 2 comes from summing up contributions from positive and negative A).
The crossover between the two results for I occurs in the range Na? < 1. In this range,
more accurate analysis is needed to compute the partition function.

We now use HS transformation

o NAYj —%emﬂ (C6)

ﬁ/dwe
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Substituting this into (C2) and integrating over A, we obtain

I = i/dw e~ Seft[V]
2
1

Set[V)] = 5 In(a + i) + N;PQ (C7)

So far, this is exact (the argument of the log is perfectly well defined for real v), and the
integration over 1 indeed gives the correct I, as one can easily check. However, the reason
we use HS transformation is that we hope that the integration over the field ¢ can be done
by expanding around a saddle point. Let’s see what we get if we do this.

First, let’s obtain the saddle-point solution. Differentiating Seg[¢)] from (CT) over ¢, we
obtain
i1
C 2a—

The solution is along the imaginary axis: —i) = 9)y. Introducing o+ g = rg, we re-express

(CY) as

Ny

(C8)

(C9)

TO:Q+2NTQ

There are two solutions of this equation. For one, ry > 0, for the other rq < 0. At large
positive «, 1y is obviously small and hence 1y &~ a > 0. Because 1y never crosses zero (see

([C9)), only the solution with a positive rq is physically relevant. We have

o a? 1 «Q o2 1
— — _ _ e — R R 1
=gt T oy Y=ot oy (C10)

Now let’s expand around this saddle-point. Introducting v via 1) = ity + ¢ and substituting

into ((CT), we obtain, without making any approximation,

B 01 i\ | i
Set[V] = So + N 5 T3 In(1 o + e (C11)
where
Sy = —g — 11 C12
0= B 9 nro. ( )
Then )
e_NA;pl ~
I = I 1
VoI (C13)
where )
- oo~ _|INEii(in(1-if) it
I= [ die iz (m (1-58) +32) | (C14)



So far, all transformations were exact. Now let’s see whether we can treat ¢ as small and
expand near the saddle point. Let’s start with positive a. At & > 0 and a?N > 1 we have
ro ~ a and ¥y ~ 1/(2aN). Expanding in (C14]) to second order in ¥, we obtain

@2)2

1
Senlt] = So + N~ (1 + W) (C15)

The integral over ¢ in (C14)) is perfectly convergent, and evaluating it we obtain

a>0 (C16)

which is the same result as in (C4)).
For @ < 0 (and, still, «®>N > 1) the situation is more complex as now 1, =~ |a| and

ro ~ 1/(2a|N). Substituting these forms into (C13)), (C14)), and rescaling, we find

N o2 —
[ flalNe a2 (C17)

™

where in rescaled variables

00 w2 . .
I= 7’0/ du e~ 5azw g2 (0 (1w} +iv) (C18)

N

Nao
2

and u = 12/7’0. The exponent e comes from the saddle point and is the same as in
(CH). However, the prefactor cannot be obtained by expanding around the saddle point —
we clearly see from ([(C18)) that typical u are of order one, hence one cannot approximate
the logarithmical term in the exponent in (CIS)) by expanding to order u?. Rather, one has
to evaluate the full integral. This shows that saddle-point approximation is only partially
valid at large N — the exponent in I comes out right, but the prefactor cannot be obtained
by expanding near the saddle point to order 2.

The integrand in (CI8) converges at u — 400, and the integral can be easily evaluated
by closing the integration contour in the lower half-plane (v = a — ib, b > 0). There is a

branch cut along negative imaginary axis, at b > 1. Integrating over the boundaries of the

branch cut we obtain after simple algebra
T = —irg /°° db e~ [e—%(lnb—l—zﬁr) _ o bnb—1+im)
1

oo db eb/? 27
—27’0/1 b1 —27’0 ? (Clg)
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Substituting this into (CI7) we obtain

[=2——— a<0 (C20)

J2N|a|

This expression coincides with (C3l), as it indeed should.

The message from this analysis is that, at large N, there is no advantage of using HS
transformation and expanding around a saddle point — it is more straightforward to compute
I by directly integrating over A and expanding around its mean-field solution along the real
axis. For a < 0, one has to expand around the minimum of S[A] at a non-zero A = +|a|'/2,
and this expansion is controlled by 1/N. Still, one can get the correct result for I even from
HS analysis. The exponent at a < 0 comes from the saddle point, but to get the prefactor

right one has to do full integration, without expanding to quadratic order in the deviations

from the saddle point.

b. Large M.

Let’s now consider different extension of Eq. (CI)). Suppose that the field A has M
components, and M > 1.

At large M, it is convenient to rescale the prefactor for A* term to 1/M and analyze the

action
M 1 (M 2
SA]=ad A7+ — <Z A?) : (C21)
i=1 2M \im
The partition function is
Rt _
== l:Il/dAie slal (C22)

As in the previous Section, we compute [ in two ways: (i) by directly integrating over
A; and (ii) by using HS transformation

We begin with direct computation. Introducing M-dimensional spherical variables, one

can re-write ([C22)) as
[ = (Ay/xM2) /OO PM=1 g o= (o4t /(2M)
0
_ AMMM/2 /OO d_xeM[lnx—axQ—(l/mxﬂ (023)
0o T

where Ay = 27M/2 /T'(M/2) is the area of a M—dimensional sphere with unit radius. At

large M, T'(M/2) = /4w /M (M /2)M/2e=M/2,
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Because of prefactor M in the exponent in (C23), the integral over x can be evaluated

by expanding around the minimum of Inz — az? — (1/2)z*. The position of the minimum

« o?
2 12
2_'_ 2 + /

Introducing x = xy + ¥ and expanding around saddle point we obtain perfectly convergent

is at x = xy, where
1/2

(C24)

Ty =

integral over & with M in the exponent, which justifies the expansion. FEvaluating the

integral over dx and adding the contribution from the saddle point, we obtain

_ M (So+1r2) 1
I=e R P T s T (C125)

where Sy = Inxg — axd — (1/2)z5. Note that only a portion of the exponential prefac-

tor in ([C23) comes from the saddle point, another portion comes from A,; (the area of
M —dimensional sphere).

We next evaluate the partition function using HS transformation. Using a generic formula

o X2/2M _ /g/d¢e—M%zei¢X’ (C26)
0

applying it to X = 3™ |A;|? and integrating over the components of the A field, we obtain

- v? L In(a—i
f:\/zg/dwe s s (C27)
v

The saddle point is at ¢ = i1, where

2
for e=X°/2M for real z:

« a2 1
wo——E—F Z+§ (028)

Like before, we can re-write the equation for the saddle point as

1
— - C29
ro = o + o ( )

where 19 = a + 109. This equation formally has two solutions, for one rq > 0, for the other
ro < 0. However, only the solution with ry > 0 is meaningful because (i) at large positive «,
g is small and 7 &~ o« > 0 and (ii) 7o doesn’t change sign as a function of « because ry = 0
is not a solution of ([C29)).

Introducing ¢ = 1)y + ¥ and expanding the exponent around the saddle point we obtain

M - M| g 3
I /%eMwa/z—lnm / die M5 (/)] (C30)
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The integration is elementary and yields

1
I = TQMW%/2_IHTO) (031)

2
2rg

Using Eq. (C28) and the fact that ro = a4+ g = § + y/ 0‘72 + %, one can easily verify that
the expressions for the partition functions obtained directly and using HS transformation,
Egs. (C23]) and (C31]), are identical.

The message here is that the partition function in the large M limit can computed directly
by integrating over A field, but it can also be obtained by using the HS transformation and
expanding around the saddle point. This expansion is perfectly well justified at large M and,
moreover, the exponent in [ in (C31]) contains the action taken right at the saddle-point. In
the direct integration, the exponent in I comes partly from the action at the minimum and
partly from A,,.

Note that in both calculations we computed the partition function by expanding around
the extremal value of the action (first derivative of the action vanishes). In the direct
integration over A, the point for which dS/dA = 0 is along the real axis, and the integration
over fluctuations of A is also along the real axis. Within the HS approach, the extremum of
the action is along the imaginary axis, and by writing ¢ = ity + ¢ we shift the integration
contour into the complex plane. For one-component model this is not a dangerous procedure
as the only requirement on the integration over 1 in the HS approach is that the integration
contour should merge with the real axis at infinite ¢. Still, the agreement between I obtained
via HS transformation and by direct integration over A along the real axis tells us that the
shift into the complex plane, used in the HS calculation, is perfectly legitimate procedure.
For one-field case, there is little doubt that this is true, but we will see below that the
analogy between direct and HS calculations helps us to justify the integration over HS fields

over the contour in the complex plane in a more involved case of two bose fields.

2. The model with two order parameters

For definiteness, consider the two-field model discussed in Ref. @] in connection with a

preemptive spin-nematic order

1 2 2
S[A1 Ay = a(AT+ A + 5 (A3 +43) - g (A1 - A3) (C32)
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where 0 < 5 < 1.

As before, we extend the model separately to large N and to large M.

a. Large N.

The extension to large N is straightforward — one just has to multiply the effective action

in Eq. (C32)) by N. We have

_1! / dA; dAy e~ NSIALA] (C33)
m

We begin with a direct computation of I. Introducing A; = Acosp, Ay = Asing and
substituting into (C33)), we obtain

2 [ b lee)

For ae > 0 and o> N > 1, the 22 term in the exponent is irrelevant and we get

1
=+ (C35)

For negative o and, again, o®?/N > 1, one can complete the square in the exponential term,
introduce y = z— |a|/(1— 3 cos? 2¢) as a new variable, and integrate over y in infinite limits.

This yields
w/4 d(p Na?

S0 BeoZip) C36
\/27T /7r/4 V1 — [ cos? 2<p6 ’ (C36)

The exponent has a maximum at ¢ = 0. Expanding near the maximum, we obtain

I =

2\/271- 2Na25z2
62(1 5)/ dze

I — (1-5)2 (C37)
N(1

Evaluating then the integral over z, we obtain

2 1—08 _na?
= 31-5)
Nla] e (C38)

I =

Now let’s see whether we can reproduce this result using the HS analysis. We use

N2
o~ (aRrAY? _ /Qi / i 6(—];; ) ivuiazea
7T
N(A2-A2)? | N /dv o NU(A2 A2) (C39)
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Substituting these integrals into (C33) and integrating over A; and Ay, we obtain

1 —Seft[1h,V]
— e U 4
QW\/B/d@bdve (C40)

where

Salpo] = N (44 52) + g (- w7 -7 )

The equations on the extremum of the action are

51 )
Ull_ﬁ(a—iwﬂ—v?] =0

, 1 o — i)
g = — C42
W NG W) o (642)
One obvious solution is v = 0, ¥ = 1)y, where, like in the previous case,
Q a? 1
S -+ = C43
vo=—5 Tty (C43)
and
Catdo= S fE L (C44)
S AR
Introducing ¢ = ithy + ¥ and expanding around this saddle point, we obtain
Sl =S50t N (1= B N (1 L (C45)
et 1 0 2/ N1 2 N1
where
N
SQ == —§¢0 + In To (046)

For a > 0 and a?N > 1, ry &~ a and ¢y ~ 1/(Na). In this case, saddle point is a minimum

along real v and real 1. The effective action can be approximated by

2
Sutltr,v] ~na + N (26 v ) (Ca7)
Substituting this into the integral for I and integrating over v and over ¥, we obtain
[ (C48)
"~ No

which coincides with (C36]).
For aw < 0 and o?N > 1, the situation is different. Now ry &~ 1/(N|a|) and the prefactor
for the v? term in (C43) becomes negative: 1 — 3/(Nr2) ~ —3Na? < 0. This obviously

implies that the extremum at v = 0 is a maximum rather than a minimum, and one has to
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search for a solution of the saddle-point equations with v # 0. Such solution is a “nematic”
solution in the current nomenclature, although a true nematic order is indeed impossible in

zero-dimensional case.

The solution of (C42)) for v = vy # 0 is:

2
%:1@5’ Ug:( aﬁ) —%

ro=a+ 1y =

(C49)

Such a solution is possible when o?N > (1 — 8)?/5.

Expanding near 1y and vy, we obtain,

Ne? 1/2 ~
I— ﬂ\l/zem (%) i (C50)

where
2 2
= [t [ty $) Al S5 ]

where © = v — vy and |z| is assumed to be small. As in the case of one field, we cannot
expand under the logarithm as typical = and y are such that the argument of the logarithm
is of order one. The integrals over x and over y are, however, fully convergent, and the
integration can be performed in any order. We notice that the integrand vanishes for all
large y in the lower half-plane and integrate over y by closing the contour in the lower half-
plane of y. There is again a branch but along the negative imaginary axis of y. Closing the
contour such that it doesn’t cross the imaginary axis of y in the range where the branch cut
exists, and integrating over y, we obtain, after straightforward algebra,

- — /2 oo 22N
RE et e

In writing (C52)) we used the fact along the branch cut iyrq + zvy = O(1/N) and ry =
vg + O(1/N). To leading order in 1/N we then have y? ~ —2?, such that 2?/3 + y? in the
exponent in (C51]) can be approximated by z*(1 — 3)/53.
Integrating finally over z in (C52)) and substituting the result into (C50), we obtain
_ ﬁ %em (C53)
This is exactly the same result as Eq. (C38).
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Furthermore, can easily check that the direct calculation and the one using the HS trans-

formation yield the same values of average quantities. In particular, the direct evaluation

of

ISRV
AT+ A3

yields @ = O(1/N) for &« > 0 and @ ~ 1—O(1/N) for a < 0. In both cases, calculations are

(C54)

under control at «®?/N > 1. The analysis based on HS transformation yields the same result.
The crossover from small @ to @ ~ 1 occurs in a narrow range o>N < 1. In principle,
one can compute I in this range and obtain the full crossover behavior of () and related
quantities. This, however, requires more computational efforts.

The conclusion of large N analysis is that we can reproduce the result for the partition
function at large N by using the HS transformation. At a < 0, to do so we need to expand
near the “nematic” solution v = +wvy. Typical deviations from the saddle-point solution
at non-zero vy are small in 1/N. We cannot expand under the logarithm in (C5Il) because
typical values of the argument are of order one, but the integrand, viewed as a function of
y = 1) = 1) — i1y, is nicely convergent and can be evaluated using standard means. Once we
integrate over y, the remaining integral over x = v — vq is a conventional gaussian integral

2

with large prefactor N in the exponent. Obviously, typical x* are of order 1/N and are

small.

b. Large M.

Let’s now extend the original model of two scalar field to the model of two M —component
fields, and take the limit M > 1. We have

2

S[AL Ay = % PR (JXW:(A A2 )) - <§:(Aii - A%ﬂ) (C55)

and

WM H / A, jdAg e~ S1B12a] (C56)

We again compute [ in two ways — directly and via HS transformation. We will see that
HS approach is advantageous because the part of the action associated with the deviations
from the saddle point contains large M in the prefactor. At the same time, the action written

in terms of v — vy and @ — iy has cross-term with imaginary coefficient. The validity of the
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evaluation of the gaussian integral over fluctuations in this situation has been questioned
in Ref. [89]. We will see that the computation of I by direct integration over A; and A, is
free from such complications as the integrals do not have to be shifted from the real axis.
We argue that the way how the gaussian integration has to be done in HS approach is set
by the necessity to obtain the same I as in the direct calculation. In this respect, zero-D
case is a blessing, as for any D > 0 there is no way to check HS calculation by directly
integrating over A (the A* term contains components with four different momenta, subject
to momentum conservation).

We begin with the direct calculation of I. Using m—dimensional spherical coordinates

for each of the two M -component fields, we re-write (Ch0)) as

2 o o
I= A—J\? dAl/ A0 (A Ag)M 7 e 51808 (C57)
7™ Jo 0

where, as before Ay, = 27M/2/T(M/2) is the area of a unit sphere in M-dimensions. At

large M, ['(M/2) ~ 2(M/2)M/2e=M/2, |7 /M.

Introducing
Ay =zcosp/2,My =/zsing/2, 0<p<m (C5h8)
we re-express I as
dz dSD Mln[zsincp}—ocz—ZTQI(l—BCOS2 <p)
7rM2M+1/ /o s1n<p6 ’ (C59)
Introducing z = M and u = cos ¢, we re-write Eq. (KEI) as
A2 MM dx —MS T,
T MM+ / /1 1—w2¢ o (C60)
where
R R T _ g
Slz,u] = —Inz 2ln(l u®) + ax + 5 (1 Bu) (C61)

Because the exponent in (C60) contains an overall factor of M, we search for the extreme

of S|x,u| at © = xy and u = ug. Differentiating over x and over u, we obtain

1 2
I—O—a—xo(l—ﬂuo) =0
1

The second equation in (C62) has two solutions: ug; = 0 and uf, = 1 — 1/(8x3). For

the first solution we have from the first equation in (C62)) « = o, where

o o?
= /= +1 C63
1’0,1 9 + 4 + ( )
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(we recall that, by construction, x > 0). For the second solution, we have
2o = —a/(1 — ) and uaz =1-a?/a? (C64)

where o, = (1 — 8)/+/B. Obviously, the solution with a non-zero w1 exists only for o < 0,
when || > a,.. At the critical value o = —a,, o1 = 202 = 1//B.
We now expand the action near each of the solutions. Expanding near ug = 0, = x¢

we obtain
2

Sz, u] = S[wo1, 0] + % (1—pBa3,) + %(:c — 201)° (1 + %) (C65)

To,1

We see that the prefactor for the (z — x(;)? term is definitely positive, but the one for
u? term may have either sign. The solution with uy = 0 is the minimum of the effective
action in the region where 23, < 1. An elementary calculation shows that this holds when
a > —a,.. We checked the second solution for these o and found that it corresponds to the
maximum of the action and is therefore irrelevant. Evaluating the Gaussian integrals over
u and over x — xy 1, we obtain
I A2 VML 1 1
mM=12M \/1 — Bag, \/1 + x5,

The case o > «a, is more interesting for our purposes. Now the solution with uy; = 0

(C66)

becomes a maximum with respect to variations of u, and we need to look at another extremal
solution u = 4ups = +(1 — a2/a?)¥? and r = 2p5. Expanding in & = u — up, and

T = x — 02, We obtain
Slx,u] = S[woa, ups] + AF* + Ba? — 207 (C67)
where

A= S 5)+ B0 —uy)

2

Up,2
B=— 2
(1 — ug,)?
Bug
2 0,2
c? = - " (C68)

One can immediately make sure that

1-p5 ug,2

AB — (C? =
¢ 2 (1- an)Q

>0 (C69)
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The integral

J— /d:Z’ di e~ M[As*+Ba?—2C31 (C70)
then perfectly converges, no matter in what order we integrate. There is indeed no need to
shift the integration contour from the real axis. Integrating in (C70)), we obtain

T 1
T M\AB—-C?

Substituting this result into the expression for I and multiplying the result by 2 because

J (C71)

there are two extremal points +ug 2 and —ug 2 and one has to expand near both, we obtain

V2 %[%H} (1-5)

I = 5M/2€

(C72)

2 _ o2
o — of

This result is valid as long as us o exceed typical |@|. The corresponding condition is o —a? >
1/vVM.
We next compute I by applying HS transformation. The computational steps are the

same as at large IV, and the expression for [ is

_ M — M Sel]
I—2ﬂ/d¢dve (C73)
where ) )
Sulbv] = 3+ 5+ 5 log [(a — i) = o7 (c14)

The saddle-point equations have the same form as at large N: @) = 1)y and v = vy, where

a + Yy
(Oé-'-lb(])z —Ug

Vo <1 7 5 ) —0 (C75)

a+1o)? — v

One solution is obviously

o a?
vo1 =0, g1 = —3 + T +1 (C76)
The other solution is
2
2 B 2 2 _ o
Vo = a—pp (a - Oéc) , o2 = g (CT7)

where a, = (1 — 38)/+/f is the same as the one introduced after Eq. (C6H).
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For @ > —a, one can easily show that the solution with vy; = 0 corresponds to the
minimum of S, v]. Expanding near this point and evaluating the (fully convergent)
gaussian integrals over v and over 1) = 1) — ithy, we immediately reproduce Eq. (C66).

For av < —a., we need to consider the second solution and expand around a non-zero v o
and vy . There are two solutions: +wvga = £(3/(1 - 3))(a? —a?)'/? and —vg,. We expand
near one of them, say, +vg o, assume that we are in the region where (v —vg9)? < Uaz, and

multiply the result by 2. Expanding near v o and 9y 2, we obtain

S[w, v] = S[thoz, voa] + AY® — BO* + 2iCe)po (C78)
where
A= % <1 N —1—5221)8’2)
cr o= 2 ;022 it (C79)
One can immediately make sure that all three pre-factors are positive, but now
ip— 2 = ol s 5@1}3’2 <0 (CR0)

The quadratic form (refa71) has exactly the same form as the one in our analysis of the
stability of the CDW solution, see Eq. (B0) in the main text. Here, however, we have a
benchmark — the result for I must agree with Eq. (C72).

We first follow the analysis in the main text and combine the last three terms in the r.h.s.

of ([CT8) in the same way as we did there, into

— 2 — [
(- C C? - AB
Al +i=0) + ——0 C81
(7+50) + &5 (cs1)
We then integrate first over ¢ by shifting the integration variable by adding an imaginary
constant, and then over 0. Both integrals are fully convergent, and integrating over ¢ and
© and assembling the prefactors, we obtain

V2 %[%+1} (1-5)

[:We

(C82)
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This is exactly the same result as Eq. (C72). The agreement justifies the integration proce-
dure we used in the main text. Like we said there, we could alternatively integrate over ©

first by combining the last three terms in the r.h.s. of (C78)) into

_( ¢\ (- AB-

- B <v — ZE@b) - —F v, (C83)
and then integrate over . In this integration procedure both integrals are formally divergent
if we integrate in infinite limits. However, as we said in the main text, if we integrate in finite
limits and set the limit of integration to infinity only after the integration, we do reproduce
the same result as in Eqgs. (C72) and (C82)).

The conclusion of large M analysis is that it is perfectly legitimate to expand near the
saddle point in which one variable is along the real axis and the other is along the imaginary
axis, and the way to obtain the correct result is to combine variables such that we get two
convergent integrals. Here we explicitly verified this by comparing the answer, Eqn (C82),
with the one obtained by integrating over real axis, without shifting the contour, Eqn. (C72]).

Another way to see that the integration around the saddle point in HS scheme is non-
controversial is to consider the last three terms in the r.h.s. of (C78) as a matrix and evaluate
its two eigenvalues. This is a simple exercise, and the result is that both eigenvalues have
positive real parts when C? > AB, which implies that Gaussian integrals over fluctuations
are convergent.

Indeed, in zero-D case there is no true nematic order. Still, the analysis in this Appendix
shows that one can successfully apply the HS procedure and reproduce the exact results
for the partition function by integrating in the near vicinity of the saddle point. The key
message is that the need to integrate over fluctuations along the contour in the complex
plane is not an obstacle — Gaussian integrals over fluctuations near the saddle point nicely

converge.

Appendix D: An alternative HS analysis, with saddle points along real axis

In Sec. VDBl of the main text we represented the 4-fermion interaction in the CDW
channel as in Eq. ([A7), i.e. as

o B L X,
H' = X(ProPrr + PrrPho) = ) (Pro + Pryr) (Pro + Pry) — 5 (Pro = Prr) (Pro — PEr) - (D1)

=
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In this Appendix we consider a more general representation

H' = X(Pro Py + Prn o) = 2\/— (Vazpr, + /a1 pr.) (v a2pk, + /a1pk,)
2\/a1—a (Vaapr, = Varpr,) (Vazpr, — Varpr,),  (D2)

in which we initially treat a; and a, are arbitrary positive parameters. We see that we have

two Hermitian interactions, the first one is repulsive and the second is attractive. We now
introduce two HS fields A’ and A for these interactions and perform HS transformation. We

introduce Y = x/+/a1az, and we use the same identities as Eq. (),

o BN 12 ;
exp (%zurz_) = da d~A exp [ A ‘ (A/Z+ + A z+)]

21 2x
X [ dAdA |A\2
exp (2 z_z_> = o5 exp 2% (Az + Az ) (D3)

All integrals converge along the real axis. We apply these identities to zy = v/aypk, + /a1 Pk,
and z_ = \/a,pp, — \/Elpk and obtain the effective action

Set = S0+ 5= A A — SN (Varp, + v/azpr,) — wam + azpry) A
+ Q_XAA - §A (Vazpr, — Vaipr,) — 5 (Vaz2pr, — Vaipr,) A, (D4)

where Sy contains the fermionic part of the action.

l\Dl}—‘

1. Fluctuations at T > Ti.qw
Now, let’s integrate out the fermions and expand the effective action in powers of A and
A’. To quadratic order in the HS fields we obtain
Serr[A', A", A A] = |A * + 2% \A|2 (a1A2 +as Ay (JA] — [A])
— Z(azA1 — a1 Ay)(A'A + AA). (D5)
where A; and A, are defined in Eq. (52)). We now choose
=A; and ay, = A,. (D6)

With this choice, the effective action becomes Hermitian and we the HS fields A and A’

decouple:

1 AA 1 AA
Ser[A, A, A, A] = <2>2+ >|A|2 (25( ! 2>|A\2 (D7)
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We see that the prefactor for |A’|? is always positive, i.e. (A') = (Y (\/Alpkﬂ + \/Agpko)) =

0. Using this condition, we find the relation between the average values of p; and pg,:

(Bye) CXPke) [ Ae
B9 " o VA (D)

p=—

The prefactor for |A|? term becomes negative at Tiqy, for which, in original parameters,

Restoring the frequency and momentum dependence of y, we find the same CDW instability
condition as in Eq. (GU). One can easily make sure that Eq. (D8]) is also equivalent to the
condition on (A;¢)/ <ASO>, which we obtained by solving the linearized gap equations (IG).

2. Fluctuations at T' < T qw
a. Near Tegw

Next suppose that we at a temperature T' = T,.q,, — ¢ and 0 is small. In this range, the
order parameter |A|> ~ § is also small, and one can restrict with only fourth-order terms in

the expansion in powers of |A|. Expanding in S.g we ontain
= ~ 1 1
Ser[ A", A A A] :2—>~<(|A’\2 + AP + Z(alAg + a4 (|A'* — |A]P)

~ 2@+ 1) (A7 = A7)(A? - A7) — g AP|AP

— i(CLQAl — a1A2)<A/A + AA,)

+ %(a%[l —ail) [AN(A? — A?) + (A? - A?)AN], (D10)

We first find the modified relation between parameters a; and as, which will keep A’ =0
as an extremum of the action and then show that this extremum is a local minimum. The
need to modify a;/ay ratio comes from the fact that in the CDW-ordered state fourth-order
terms bring O(|A[?) = O() Gaussian corrections to quadratic terms in A’ and A’. A simple
experimentation shows that we need to keep A’ = 0 as an extremum we need to choose

a9 A2 1 A% 2
2220 2L - 22|10 1A D11
- A1+2(|2| Tinl)1ar (D11)
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From the fact that (A') = (X (\/@ips, + v/@2ps, )) = 0 we find that

2 _ (Xpr,)? Ay 1 ( A3 ) 2
== = —+—||L ——=|L|])]|A]%. D12

One can straightforwardly check that this equation is consistent with Eq. (67]).

Next we verify that A’ = 0 and A = O(v/0) correspond to a local minimum of the

effective action. We write down the effective action as
_ _ 1
Sul A, A A, A] = (f +a6) AP~ adlAP
X

1 _ _
+ 15 (ATl | + A3l 0)) A+ Al = (A’A% + APA?) — 4|AP|AP],

(D13)
where a > 0 is a number of order one. Expanding around
|A'] =0
80
Al = D14
=\ s oy

we immediately find that this solution is the local minimum of Seg-.
It we now neglect the non-critical fields A’ and A, we obtain the effective action in terms

of the order parameter A along the real axis. The action has the form
S = a| A + BIA|T + ..., (D15)

where o = —ad = a(T — Toqyw) and B = (1/16)(A}| 5] + A3|I;]) > 0. This agrees with Eq.
@9) (we recall that (1 4+ A)/(1 —X) = /A;/As in ([69)). If we wouldn’t neglect A’ but
E

rather integrated over it, (assuming that fourth order term |A’|* is irrelevant) we obtained

the same effective action as in (DIH) but with slightly modified prefactors.

b. Smaller temperatures, full non-linear analysis

When 6 is not small we can no longer expand in A. We go back to the original effective

action Eq. (D4)

1
S =52 (AP +|AP) + V160 + W3Gy MW, (D16)
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where we defined Wi = (CLHQ, CLT_Q), Ul = (CLOJFQ, CLO_Q), and

G| Gie  FARA) [ Gl A=A
T a1 A _ »J0 (7D) . _
—YI(A A GRl, —YE(N—GA) Gl
(D17)

Explicitly integrating out fermionic degrees of freedom we obtain

Ser[ A, AV A A] == (|A + |AP)

L
2x
~log {G,;j+QG,;j_Q = AP - AP + (AN + A’A)}}

_ _ a R AL ~
~log {Gkolwckol_Q — Z[IAP - A - AN + AN} (D18)

The summations over frequency and momentum are assumed.

Like before, we must tune a; and a, such that A’ = 0 remains an extremum of the action,
and then to show that this extremum is actually a local minimum.

First we differentiate the effective action with respect to A/, and we find,

8501{ _ia1 A ia2 Z A
aA/ A/=0 4 k,w Gl;rl—i-QG/;rl—Q - %‘AP 4 k,w G];()I-FQG];OI—Q - %‘AP

= — i(alfig — CLQAl)A, (Dlg)

where in the last line we have defined
Z 1
0 G oGilo + FIAP

_ 1
A=Y

—1 -1 2"
i ~Gro+@Cro—o + T4

A=

(D20)

Diagrammatically, A; and A, are nothing but the polarization bubbles with fully dressed
normal and anomalous propagators. Imposing the condition on the extremum of the action,

we obtain
a; = A; and ay = A, (D21)

which is to be compared with Eq. (CI3)). Taking derivative with respect to A, we find that
the CDW instability sets in when



Next we show that A’ = 0 is a local minimum. We define the real part and imaginary

parts of A and A’ as

A=x+1y
A =1 +ay. (D23)
Substituting this into the action we obtain
1
Settl2,y, 7, y'] =ﬁ(as2 +y + a2 +y?)
-1 G—l G—l _é[2+ 2 02 /2_|_~( /+ /)}
08194 Yk, +QYk,—q 4 r Ty - Y wxr —yy

A )
— log {Giolw -Q Zz (2 +y? =2 — y? +i(a’ + yy)| } . (D24)

Differentiating S.¢ twice with respect to 2’ and using Eq. (D22]) we obtain

825 i - T 2 - o7
¢ =24, A, — —(A2|L,| + A2|I D25
ax/2 /=047=0 1412 16( 2| 1|+ 1| 2|)’ ( )
where
- 1 1
]2 - 5 _ _ = )
2 kz; (—GkﬂlJrQGkﬂl—Q + 1A (2 +12))?
_ 1 1
I =—= — — _ (D26)
2 kza; (~Gror@Gr-q T+ 142(2? +¢2))?

These two are given by the same square diagrams from Fig. [7, which we used before, but
for the case when CDW order is already developed Evaluating the integrals we find that
02S.q /02" is positive no matter what z is. The same holds for differentiation over y'. Hence,
A" =0 is a local minimum.

The rest of the analysis proceeds the same way as near T' = T,q,,. Namely, if we neglect
A, the effective action in terms of A has a conventional form, and |A|? increases as T

decreases. This still holds even if we perform Gaussian integration over fluctuations of A’.

Appendix E: An alternative method to go beyond hot spot treatment

In this Appendix we present a complimentary approach to go beyond hot spot treatment
of the CDW order parameters A? and AY. The conclusion we reach here is the same — AY

has a stronger instability. For GL coefficients in Eq. (89), this corresponds to as > a;. In
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the main text we assumed that even and off components of Ag behave as cosk and sin k,
respectively, along the direction of the center-of-mass momentum k. Here we assume a more
simple momentum dependence of A?(k) and Ag(k), namely, assume that the CDW gap
is concentrated around anti-nodal regions, and even component is a constant and the odd

component by a linear dependence on momentum in a hot region:

AL (k) ~ const. = A9 (kg)
T — kg — ky

A (k) = A5 (ko) =

(E1)

where kg is the center-of-mass momenta when A? connects two fermions right at hot spots.
Obviously, A? and A§9 are symmetric and antisymmetric about the (7, 0) point, respectively.
We approximate the interaction y(k,k’) by a constant within some momentum window
T—0<k,—k, <m+dand T -9 <k, —k, <m+0 and set it to zero outside this window.
We then explicitly compute the eigenvalues for even and odd in k solutions and compare

them. The two eigenvalues are given by () is for even solution)

o /5 dp f(€krip+Q) = f(krip-0) /5 dq [f(ergtprar@) = f(erorpra-@) AT (Ko +p +q)

= Chrtp—Q — Chrtp+Q -0 €ko+p+q—Q — Cko+p+q+Q A?(ko)

V- /‘5 dp f(ehiprq) = f(€,1p-q) /‘S dq f(ekoiprar@) = f(€koipra—q) A?(koQﬂLp + Q)’
—0 €hr+p—Q — Chatp+Q -0 €ko+p+q—Q — Cko+p+q+Q A5 (ko)

(E2)

where f(€) is the Fermi function. We set Q = @), and kg = (7 — ), 0) and evaluated the
two integrals numerically using the dispersion relation € for Pbg 55Bi; 5511 6Lag 4CuOg. s (see
Ref. ]) In Fig. 2Tl we show our results for Ay /A, as a function of the size of the momentum
window 9.

We see from the plot that, as expected, Ay < Ay, i.e., the even solution emerges at a
higher T'. At the same time, the values of Ay and \; are quite close as long as § < 2¢). That

A1 is larger, but As is close second is consistent with the analysis in the main text and with

Refs. .

Appendix F: Bond order with diagonal momenta (+2Q), +20Q)

For completeness and for comparison with our results on CDW order with @, or @, we

also consider charge order with momenta Q = (2Q), £2Q)), as depicted in Fig. A charge
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FIG. 21: The ratio of the eigenvalues Ay and Ao for even and odd in kK CDW order parameters, A?
and Ag, respectively, as a function as the momentum integration range § of integration around

the hot spots. Note the change of the behavior at § = 2Q). We set T'=1 meV.

FIG. 22: Fermions which contribute to diagonal bond order and d—wave superconducting order.

Filled and empty circles denote particle and hole states, respectively.

order with diagonal momentum has been studied in Refs. B@] The critical temperature
for the instability towards such order is exactly the same as superconducting T if one
neglects the curvature of the F'S near the hot spots. The gap function for a diagonal charge
order has a d-wave structure (cf(k+Q)c(k—Q)) = A(cos k, —cos k, ), the same as a d—wave
superconducting order parameter. A d—wave charge order does not create a charge density

modulation (c'(r)c(r)), but it introduces modulations of the correlation function between
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neighboring sites:
(cHr)etr+a)) = 28005 Q- (145 ) (Gax = ) (F1)

where x and y are vectors along x and y directions, in units of interatomic spacing a. A
charge order of this kind is called bond order (Bo)

To obtain the onset temperature for BO, Tj,, and compare it with SC Ti. in the
presence of FS curvature, we add to the spin-fermion action two infinitesimal vertices

o (k)craliogs)c ks and Wo(k)cy,ad where k stands for 241 momentum (w,,, k).

oy
These vertices gets renormalized by spin-fermion interaction, and the critical temperature
(Th,o or Ty) is obtained when the corresponding susceptibility diverges, i.e., the solution for
fully renormalized ®(k) or W(k) exists even when the bare vertices are set to zero.

The authors of E | have demonstrated that a superconducting instability and an
instability towards bond order come from the fermions located in the same hot regions, only
for bond order one of the regions is shifted by (27,0). The ladder renormalizations of ®q(k)
and Uy (k) are shown in in Fig. 23] where the wavy line is the spin-fermion interaction. In

analytical form we have, at the corresponding critical temperatures,

®(k) = — 35 / GG (=K ) x(k — KD + 7)

W(k) =35 [ GIK)G(k+ Q)x(k — K)B(K + ), (F2)
where the spin-fermion coupling g and the dynamical spin susceptibility x(k—&') are defined
in Egs. (1) and (@) in the main text. The difference in the overall sign in the r.h.s is due
to different Pauli algebra — for superconducting vertex o}, (i0)3)0h5 = —3icy, 5, while for
bond vertex 0%, (0as)0%s = 30a5. One can easily verify®’ that, if one neglects the curvature
of the F'S, one finds ¢, 5 = —€;, and hence G(—k) = —G(k+Q). In this approximation, the
kernels in the two equations ([E2) become identical, hence, Ty, = T},,. Once the curvature
of the FS is included, the degeneracy is lifted and Ty. > T},,. The reasoning is that super-
conductivity involves fermions with strictly opposite k, and the momentum integration can
still be replaced by the integration over €, with a constant prefactor, even in the presence
of the F'S curvature. For BO, the relation €, , 5 = —¢; no longer holds in the presence of the

FS curvature, and this reduces the kernel in the Eq. (E2]) for V.
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FIG. 23: The diagrammatic expressions for the fully renormalized vertices in superconducting and

bond order channels.

Explicitly, expanding near a hot spot, we obtain

6(1{3) = — ’UF(kJ_ + Izél{iﬁ/l{ip)
E(k’ + 7T) :’UF(/{?J_ — Rkﬁ/kF) (F3)

where k) and k&, are momenta parallel and perpendicular to the 'S, respectively, and & is a

dimensionless parameter characterizing the curvature of the F'S. We will use dimensionless

parameters
g=—1
~ vpkp
£ =tkp. (F4)

where ¢ is the magnetic correlation length, present in x(k — &’). The dimensionless coupling
g, dimensionless correlation length &, and dimensionless FS curvature % are three input
parameters for the consideration in this Section. An additional parameter, set by the FS
geometry, is the angle between Fermi velocities at hot spots separated by (7, 7). To simplify
the presentation, we assume that these two velocities are orthogonal to each other.

In this Appendix we follow earlier workg2!=:20.28,50 and assume that the spin-fermion
interaction can be well approximated by its value between fermions on the FS. Integrating
over momenta transverse to the F'S in the fermionic propagators, we obtain integral equations

for ®(wp,, k) and V(wy,, k), which depend on frequency and on momenta along the F'S. The
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equations are

ng / / / /
O (wp, k) = 2F /mk K (win, Ky, why, ki 0)@(wh,, k), (F5)
II
3§k / /., ~ / /
W, k) = 2L /mk K (6, Ry 7, K3 )W (0, K], (F6)
I

where fm,k‘/‘ stands for 1732,/ [ dkj /2w and

/ /.~ |w;n+2(w;nak|,|)‘ 1
K(wm,/{?”,wm,]{?“;:‘i) =T R YANE 2 22704 /1.2 1.2 /2 / £—27.2
(Wi + X(w,, k)P + vpR2k) kR K+ P+ oyl — wp, | + 2k
(F7)
1. T and Tj, at the onset of SDW order, £~ =0
It is convenient to introduce the set of rescaled variables
- T m - k
T=22) @p="2 k=—L (F8)
wo wo Yo

where wy = 9g/(16m) x [(v} — v2)/v}] was introduced in the main text. In these notations,

the linearized gap equation for BO becomes

o1 diorm dk] &7 + X, )| .

T 4r + ki + |0 — | @], + 2@, k) [2 + 165272k /72

where the rescaled self-energy is3%:27

5 (@m, k) = \/|@m| + K2 — |y (F10)

We verified, using the same strategy as in our earlier work®2 on superconducting Ty at
£~1 = 0, that the leading contribution to the r.h.s of Eq. (E9) comes from the region where
> > w! and /%ﬁ > w. In this region, the momentum dependence of ¥ is more relevant than
its frequency dependence. Keeping only the momentum dependence in ¥ and introducing

T = l%ﬁ and y = k, we re-write (E9) as

1 /b dx 2?2 + 64g°K&%a3
() = — / log — . F11
W) =5 Jn v vy B T2 T oagzes (F11)
For superconductivity, the same procedure yields
1 1 dx T
B(y) = — / log —(x). F12
) == [, 5= lox -0 (F12)
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FIG. 24: The onset temperatures for SC and BO Ty and T}, respectively as functions of di-
mensionless FS curvature % at the onset of SDW order (magnetic £~! = 0). We set § = 0.1.
Superconducting T;. is not affected by the curvature, while T}, decreases but remains finite. In
analytical consideration Ty, /Ty was found to scale as %72 at large enough curvature. We show

this functional behavior by a dashed line.

Comparing Egs. (E11]) and (E12), we find that extra terms in the logarithm in (E1I]) make it
smaller than the logarithm in ([F12)), hence in the presence of a F'S curvature Tj,, gets smaller
than T,.. Specifically, the curvature term couples to 2® and provides a soft upper cutoff to
the integral over z, at z ~ 1/(gk)% At the same time, T, remains finite, no matter how
large & is. Indeed, at large §i we have Ti, oc Ty /(Gi)? < 1. In other words, at €1 = 0,
there is no threshold value of & above which BO would not develop.

To check our analytical reasoning, we solved Eqs ([f) and (E6) numerically and obtained
the same result, namely T}, decreases with increasing & but remains finite. We show the

results in Fig. 24 We set § = 0.1, £ = oo, and varied 7.

2. T.. and T}, at a finite §~

When the system moves away from the magnetic QCP, it eventually recovers a con-
ventional FL behavior in the normal state. Indeed, as the correlation length £ decreases,
wst = £ 2k% /v becomes the upper energy cutoff for the pairing®H3. Below this scale, the

spin susceptibility can be treated as frequency-independent and the fermionic self-energy is
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linear in frequency:

3gk
S (wm, k) :27r\/F7 (\/|wm| + kﬁM + Wyt — \/k‘ﬁ/v + wsf) sgn(wpy,)
N3§€\/ Wsf Wiy
2m 2 /Wy

=AW, (F13)

In the last line we have defined \ = iif . Plugging this into Eq. (E3) for superconducting

Ty and using the condition that typical w,w’, kﬁ, k|’|2 /7 are all small in this limit compared

to wge, we integrate over momentum k|’| and obtain

A log g, (F14)

b —
14+ A T

For superconducting 7., we then have a conventional BCS-McMillan result!4

1+ A
Tie ~ wes €XP <—%> ) (F15)

Hence, as the system moves away from the QCP, it crosses over to a BCS behavior, and T},
gradually decreases as & decreases and A gets smaller.

For BO, the gap equation in the rescaled variables becomes, in this limit,

B i dw,, dl_fﬂ (14 N)|@,| (F16)
= l_flllz g (1T N)2]@ |2 + 16§2R2l_c|’|4/7r2
where we defined
Gy = =% = (207 (F17)
wo

Typical l;;|’|2 are of order Wy, and in the second term in the denominator we can safely
replace /%[f‘ by @%. We see that the curvature & now appears in a combination with a
constant term and provides a lower cutoff for the BCS-like logarithmic behavior. This is
qualitatively different from the behavior at the magnetic QCP, where the curvature was

3. Because of the cutoff, the frequency integral in (F16))

coupled to the running variable x
no longer diverges at 7' = 0. Hence, at some critical &, the linearized gap equation for BO
vertex W has a solution at T'= 0. Setting 7' = 0 in (EL6) and integrating over l;;”, we obtain
the condition when Ti,, = 0:
LAY e dw |w|
2 1+ A\ Jowy |w|? + 1652722 /7%

(F18)
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T../wo

FIG. 25: Ty and the onset temperature T}, for BO with diagonal Q as functions of the magnetic
correlation length. We set & = 0.14 and § = 0.1. The red dashed line is &, given by Eq. (F20).

Canceling out ¥ and integrating over frequency, we find

T <log T ) (F19)

T 1A AGF

This defines a critical £ at which BO vanishes:

&~ atoe () (F20)
At smaller € < &, the equation on ¥ only allows a trivial solution ¥ = 0, hence BO does
not develop at any 7T

To verify this, we solved for T,. and T}, numerically. We set § = 0.1 and k£ = 0.14 and
varied £. We found that superconducting T, crosses over to BCS behavior at small enough
¢ and that for BO there exists a critical £ at which T},, = 0. We show the results in Fig.

Although the behavior of Tj,, resembles that of Ti4y for CDW order with @,/@,, the
physics behind the reduction of these temperatures with decreasing magnetic ¢ is different.
For BO with diagonal Q = (2Q, £2Q), the reduction of Tj,, compared to T} and its eventual
vanishing is solely due to the FS curvature. If we set & to zero, Ty. and T}, remain identical
at any . For CDW order with ),/@Q,, the reduction and eventual vanishing of T¢4,, upon
decreasing of € is not related to curvature and holds even if we set curvature to zero. At a
small curvature then, Ty, > Teqw, but which temperature is larger at &K = O(1) depends on

numbers. We emphasize again in this regard that for CDW with @), /Q, the first instability
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QCP 1 QCP2 x

FIG. 26: A schematic phase diagram for the (artificial) case when the only two competing states
are SC and BO with a diagonal Q. The light blue region is where the pseudogap phase, which

combines SC fluctuations at large = (smaller §) and fluctuations between SC and BO at small x

(large &).

upon lowering 7" is at T" > 1.4y, towards the state which breaks an Ising Z, symmetry. No

such transition holds for BO with a diagonal Q.

3. Interplay between superconductivity and bond order

In Fig. we present the phase diagram for the (artificial) case when the only two
competing states are superconductivity and BO with a diagonal Q, i.e. when CDW order
with @,/Q, is just neglected. Because T is larger than Tj,, the leading instability upon
lowering 7T is always into a superconducting state, BO may appear only at a lower 7. At
the same time, at large &, T by itself is reduced because over some range of 7" the system
fluctuates between superconductivity and BO?:52 (a light blue region in Fig. 26). The phase
diagram in Fig. 20 is similar to that in Ref. [58], but differs in that in our analysis BO only
emerges at £ > &, L.e., there exists a quantum-critical point towards BO (QCP 2) at some

distance away from a magnetic quantum-critical point QCP 1.
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