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Sym m etry breaking in the H ubbard m odel at weak coupling
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T he phase diagram of the H ubbard m odel is studied at weak coupling In two and three spatial
din ensions. It is shown that the N eeltem perature and the order param eter in d = 3 are an aller than
the H artreeFock predictions by a factor of g= 02599. Ford = 2 we show that the selfconsistent

(sc) perturbation series bears no relevance to the behavior of the exact solution of the Hubbard
m odel in the sym m etry-broken phase. W e also investigate an anisotropic m odeland show that the
coupling between planes is essential for the validity of m ean— eld-type order param eters.

PACS numbers: 7110Fd, 7510Lp

The Hubbard m odeﬁ is one of the m ost im portant
and m ost prom Inent theoretical m odels In m odem con-—
densed m atter physics. O righally introduced In or-
der to descrlbbe magnetism in transition metals, the
Hubbard m odel has been m ost intensively investigated
since A nderson’s proposalthat the m odel should cgpture
the essential physics of cuprate superconductors? The

Hubbard-H am iltonian
X X
H= t dg +U
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descrbes iinerant electrons wih soin on a lattice
w ih nearest neighbor sites hiji, nteracting through
short—ranged Coulomb repulsion U . The success of this
relatively sinple lattice m odel or m obike interacting
electrons is based on its ability to explain a number
of In portant phenom ena in condensed m atter physics.
Among these are the M ottH u}?bard) metal—jnsugator
transition 2% antiferrop agnetism £ ferrom,agnetism £

com m ensurate phases/! phase separatjon ,'?’9 and nom al
state properties of high-T. m aterials2%

In spie of the prom inence of the Hubbard m odel in
condensed m atter theory and the deceptively sin ple two-—
param eter form of its Ham iltonian, com paratively litle
is known exactly (or even accurately) about its solution.

In d = 1 the exact solutjan has been determm ined by
the B ethe A nsatz technique™ Even in the extrem e weak
coupling regin e the ground state of the one-din ensional
Hubbard m odel is nonperturbative, possessing a discon—
tinuity at U = 0" where the M ottH ubbard gap opens.

M uch has recently been ]eamed about the sqlutdan in
high spatialdin ensions d= 1 ), but even here!a4 the
exact analytical solution is unknow n, so that ong has
to take recourse to pertur’oatwsg {17 or num ericat'42§
m ethods. There is no doubt that the half- lled Hub-
bard m odel exhibits long-ranged antiferrom agnetism in
the high-din ensional lin i, whereas the situation away
from half- ling is less clkar.

Ind= 2much isknown from exactdjagonah'zatjonﬁg: or
M onte C arlo sin ulation of nite sysfem s -q In addjtion,
much e ort is spent on the ana]ytjcaf and num erica 2424
analysis of perturbative and nonperturbative results.
W hile there seem s to be now a consensus that at half-

lling the ground state has long-range antiferrom agnetic

order, there are still controversies when the system is
doped and { even at half- lling { conceming the ques-
tion ofwhether there is or is not a precursor pseudogap .

In so far as num erical work on the three-dim ensional
H ubbard m odelhasbeen carried out23 €4 the extrapola—
tion of the results to the them odynam ic 1m it is clearly
made di cult by the small linear system size. M uch
e ort has been invested In the analysis of the phase
diagram using perturbative techniques. In the strong
coupling regine U ! 1 ), where the half- lled Hub-
bard m odel reduces to an e ective Heisenberg m odel,
high-tem perature series expansions and 1=S-expansions
can reliably be used to estin ate the N eel tem perature
and the ground state energy, respectively. H owever the
analysis of the interm ediate and weak coupling regin e
is much more di cul: For this regine a varety of
approaches has _been proposed, eg., by K akehashi,gg-
Logan,_o' C yrot, ¢} and D are 83 These approachesallyield
estin ates for the N eel tem perature which reduce to the
H artreeFock result at weak coupling. H ow ever, i iswell-
known from studies of the Hubbard m odel, based on the
1=d-expansiont? or the local approxin ation 23 that the
H artreeFock approxin ation overestim ates N eel tem per—
ature and order param eter in d = 3 by a factor of the
order of four, even in the extrem e weak-coupling lim it.
T he precise value of this renom alization factor in d= 3
is as yet unknown.

T he goalofthis paper is, rst, to present exact resuls
for the broken-sym m etry phase of the three-dim ensional
Hubbard model at weak coupling. In particular, we
present asym ptotically exact form ulas for the N eel tem —
perature and order param eter. It will be seen that this
asym ptotic formula also yields a usefiil approxin ation
orm ula or the N eel tem perature for allU < D, where
D = 12t isthe band w idth ofa three-din ensional hyper-
cubic lattice. Second, we address sc perturbation theory
for the broken-sym m etry phase in low din ensions d = 2)
In the ground state. O urm ain result here is that sc per-
turbation theory breaks down altogether, and that low —
order sc perturbation theory bears no relevance to the
behavior of the exact solution of the Hubbard m odel in
d= 2.W e conclude that the antiferrom agnetic order pa—
ram eter cannot have a m ean— eld form . This result has
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obvious relevance for theories ofhigh-T. superconductiv—
iy, m any of which are based on perturbation theory in
strictly two-dim ensional system s. Third, we investigate
the order param eter of the anisotropic Hubbard m odel,
w here two-din ensional planes are weakly coupled in -
direction by a sm all hopping am pliude t . We
dem onstrate that the sc perturbation serdes converges {
how ever sluggishly { as long as the interplane hopping t;
is nite.

Since the behavior of the Hubbard m odel even in the
weak-coupling lin it is nonperturtative one has to ap-—
ply selfconsistent theorigs. T here are several ways of
in posing se]f—cons:stencye‘*{aés The method at xed or-
der param eter®d and som e of its results are described in
Refsf1d fr the special case of the Hubbard m odel in
high spatialdimm ensions d! 1 ). Here we extend these
Invegiigations to all nite dim ensions. A s describbed in
Refs?232487 the order param eter and the N eel tem —
perature Ty aredeterm ined by the roots ofthe optim iza—
tion equation

dt
d

where £ is the free energy density. It then follow s that
one has to determ ine the order param eter from the self-
consistency condition
Z
= 2h ,
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InEqg (-';’x') hy denotesthe sym m etry-breaking eld, ()=

sgn() 2+ h? the dispersion, and = 1=T the inverse
tem perature. N4 (y) belng the density of states in d di-
m ensions. It is in portant to note that in each order hy
and have to be determ ined selfconsistently from the

H artreeFock contrbution and the uctuations together
to obtain system atic corrections to m ean— eld theory.

F irst we consider sc perturbation theory in the broken—
symm etry phase in dim ensions d 3. Fortunately, al-
though the evaluation of the various higher order dia—
gram s in this approach at nite values of the interaction
U > 0) isdi cul, ifpossble at all, the resuls at weak
coupling (ie., orU ! 0) are smpl: For alld 3 one

nds that the exact value of the N eel tem perature Ty
and the exact order param eter , can be expressed in
termm s of their Hartree equivalents and a scaling factor
. As is welkknown, the Hartree N eel tem perature is
exponentially snallforU ! O0:

TI\II‘I ga 1=UNa(0) ;

where Iy can be expressed in term s ofan integral,
Z

N4 )
= dy — tanh 1+
L= Wy Y N4 )

n2;

Now, we nd that the exact expressions for Ty and
(T) di er from themean- eld results by a scaling fac-
tor oy :

Ty qTy

w'! 0): @)

T) gy o=
For the special case d = 1 know m Ref. :15
that g = exp( ), where = 2arooth( 2) so that

& ' 02875. The renom alization factorq, foralld 3
is determ ined by the second order diagram sonly and can
be conveniently w ritten in the form of an exponential of
a lattice sum :

a=e °; ®)

where S4 is given by
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and Fy and G 5( ) are integrals over B essel functions:
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T his expression is form ally exact for alld > 2. W e have
num erically evaliated the renomm alization factor oy for
d= 3 and nd the follow ing resul:

g = 02599 :

T hus, the exact N eel tam perature and the exact order
param eter are am aller than the H artreeFock predictions
by alm ost a factor of four.

Several rem arks are In order: (i) The term Ilabeled
by jin the lattice sum S4 stem s from second order di-
agram s containing two Hubbard vertices a distance jj
apart. (ii) Sincewe know from previous calculations in
high din ensiond? that sites at a relative distance Tjgive
a contribution of order d 3 to the free energy, one ex—
pectsthat the lJattice sum Sy converges extrem ely rapidly
ifd is large. (iii) K egping only the j= 0 teyn In Sy cor-
regoonds to the local approxim ation ofRef2l. md= 3
we nd that g° = 02673. Com parison of ¢ / 02673
w ith the exact result q; * 02599 show s that the local
approxin ation works very welleven in d = 3. (iv) Note
that odd lattice sites (ie. Interactions between the two
sublattices) do not contrbute to g, to lkading order in
U orU ! 0. This isdue to a di erent sym m etry of the
G reen functions for odd and even values of Jjj. ) A lso
note that our result ('_5) for the renom alization factor
breaksdown ford= 2 since in this case the integralsF4
diverge logarithm ically for alleven TJjj.
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FIG.1l. Neeltem perature Ty as function ofU from various
approaches: HartreeFock theory (dot-dashed l‘il’l@)l, Heisen-
berg lim it from high tem perature series expansjon?-s' (dashed
line), quanjeum M onte Carlo sin ulations in Jn.mi:e spatial
din ensionst (open circles) and three din ensmn£ 1 ( lled cir-
cles, the dots are m eant as a guide to the eye only), and the
result of thiswork (solid line).

T he asym ptotic result for the N eeltem perature in Eq.
(:fl) has a relevance beyond the pure weak coupling lim it.
This is particularly clear in in nite dim ensions, where
accurate quantum M onte Carlo data are availabkd A
com parison of the M onte Carlb results with the appro-
priate asym ptotic Hmula ord = 1 1 reveals excellent
agreement for allU < D . Therefore one expects that
@) yields an equally good approxination ©r U < D
In d = 3. The phase diagram of the three-dim ensional
Hubbard m odel was calulgted wih a quantum M onte
Carb technique by Hirsch®% and Scalkttar et aL- A
com parison of the M onte Carlo data from Ref?! with
the expected behavior (4) reveals a signi cant discrep—
ancy, suggesting (as was also pointed out in Refs29%83)
that the existing M onte C arlo estin ates far Ty are too
high. Improved M onte C arb sinulation4 show a sig—
ni cantly reduced N eel tem perature. Yet it is stillm ore
than 15% higher than the asym ptotic valie (see Fig. -].)
O ur weak-coupling approxin ation formula (fi) and the
st:cong—coup]mg approxin ation Hmul T = 3832=U
from Reff® can hence serve as benchm arks for uture
M onte C arlo sin ulations.

Since the upper critical dim ension of the Hubbard
m odelispresum ably d, = 4, one expects that the critical
behavior of the order param eter in d = 3 is characterized
by a nontrivial critical exponent ﬁ)r allU > 0. Yet the
exact asym ptotic behaviorof (T) 45 digplaysm ean—

eld behaviornear Ty ,wih a cni:calexponent = 1=2.
T hese two observations can easily be reconciled by cal-
culating the size T of-the G inzburg region In d = 3,
which requires as input®? the correlation length  and the
Jmp in the speci cheat C atT y . An explickt calcula—
tion show sthat isexponentially large at weak coupling,

/ [Ty Ty )12, whie C is exponentially am all,

C / Ty .Combination gives for the relative size of the
Ginzburg region: T=Ty / T, which is exceedingly

an all at weak-coupling and vanishes forU ! 0.

N ow we address sc perturbation theory for the brpken—
symmetry phase In d= 2. Shoe Ty = 0 Ind= 2,-awe
focus on the renom a]jzau'on of the ground state order

parameter: = g, . Calculating only the second or—

der contribution to Eq. (;i) we nd df2—<l:1 hox?=6 In
2

thelmit U ! Owih x= 2 ]n 4t The solution

4 2t ho
of the selfconsistency equation (_3) show s an interaction—
dependent renom alization &1

0O s— 1

_ 8, Po g
U =P

In contrast to the resulk in d 3, where g is constant,
the renom alization factor n d = 2 vanishes exponen—
tially asU ! 0. This result already indicates that the
sc perturbation series in two din ens:ops has no small
expansion param eter at weak coupling £} Hence higher
order uctuation tem s are in portant to decide w hether
the m ean— eld prediction for the form of the order pa—
ram eter is at least qualitatively correct or does totally
faillin d 2 In the sym m etry-broken phase.

To gain som e insight into sc perturbation theory in
higher orders we calculated bubbl and ladder diagram s.
We nd

&
L Fap &) )
d
w ith the function
X2 l h 1 1 i
Far k)= 6+x — —h Q+x)°@x)la xt %)

3 2

for0 < x < 1. The In portant resul is that the optim iza-
tion condition Eq. (:_2) hasno roots for 0 < x < 1, apart
from the high tem perature solution = 0.

W e comm ent on the resuls. (i) Our analysis shows
that H artreeFock theory bears no relevance to the be-
havior ofthe Hubbard m odelin d= 2 at half- lling. The
mean— eld result is com pltely destroyed by quantum

uctuations. Hence the antiferrom agnetic order param —
ter m ust have a com pletely di erent form : In (4t=hy)
t=U. (i) A cakulation of bubblke and ladder dia-
grams In d = 1 shows that all contrbutions f, for
n > 2 yild snall corrections to g of the orm g =
G exp 2N, (0) U + O U?) ,where hasbeen de ned
above. (iii) Conceming the behavior of sc perturba—
tion theory we conclude that only In dimensions d > 2
Jow -order sc perturbation theory is capable of descrbing
the physics of the Hubbard m odel correctly. Tn low di-
m ensions sc perturbation theory in the sym m etry broken
phase diverges. (1 ) Rem arkably, in d= 1 the structure
of sc perturbation theory is exactly the same asin d= 2,

now with x = 35 In i—ot in Eqg. 6'_71).

T he observation that sc second orderperturbation the-
ory gives even quantitatively exact resulkts n d = 3
and diverges in d = 2 indicates that between two and



three spatial din ensions must be a transition where
sc perturbation theory becom es nadequate. W e Intro—
duced a weak hopping am plitude t; In cdirection. The
anisotropy is then given by the din ensionless quantity

= t, = 1 where t; denotes the hopping in the
planes. In this anisotropic three-din ensionalm odel the
renom alization factor can again be expressed asa lattice
sum according to Eq. (r'E')') . However, the an aller isthe
m ore siteshave to be sum m ed over. In the j ; L planeall
pointsw ithin a region 1= ? around the origin contrdoute
wih In (1= ) to the renom alization factor, yielding

const.
2=

The renom alization factor is thus strongly reduced in
Jess than three din ensions and zero in d= 2. Thisresult
dem onstrates that the coupling to the third din ension is
essential for m ean— eld theories to be qualitatively valid.

In summ ary, we have investigated the half- lled Hub-
bard model in two and three din ensions at weak cou—
pling calculating system atic corrections to H artreeFock
m ean— eld theory. W e have shown that the mean—- eld
antiferrom agnetic H artreeFock solution does not yield
exact results In the weak coupling regine. In particu—
lar, we showed that quantum uctuation induced correc—
tions m ake sc perturbation theory diverge n d 2. In
d > 2 the exact order param eter and N eel tem perture
di er from the m ean- eld result by a scaling factor.
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