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Sym m etry breaking in the H ubbard m odelat w eak coupling
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The phase diagram ofthe Hubbard m odelisstudied atweak coupling in two and three spatial

dim ensions.Itisshown thattheN�eeltem peratureand theorderparam eterin d = 3aresm allerthan

the Hartree-Fock predictionsby a factorofq = 0:2599. Ford = 2 we show thatthe self-consistent

(sc) perturbation series bears no relevance to the behavior ofthe exact solution ofthe Hubbard

m odelin the sym m etry-broken phase.W e also investigate an anisotropic m odeland show thatthe

coupling between planesisessentialforthe validity ofm ean-�eld-typeorderparam eters.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,75.10.Lp

The Hubbard m odel1 is one of the m ost im portant

and m ostprom inent theoreticalm odels in m odern con-

densed m atter physics. O riginally introduced in or-

der to describe m agnetism in transition m etals, the

Hubbard m odelhas been m ost intensively investigated

sinceAnderson’sproposalthatthem odelshould capture

the essentialphysics ofcuprate superconductors.2 The

Hubbard-Ham iltonian

H = � t
X

hiji�

c
y

i�
c
j�
+ U

X

i

ni"ni# (1)

describes itinerant electrons with spin � on a lattice

with nearest neighbor sites hiji, interacting through

short-ranged Coulom b repulsion U . The successofthis

relatively sim ple lattice m odel for m obile interacting

electrons is based on its ability to explain a num ber

ofim portant phenom ena in condensed m atter physics.

Am ong these are the (M ott-Hubbard) m etal-insulator

transition,3;4 antiferrom agnetism ,5 ferrom agnetism ,6 in-

com m ensuratephases,7 phaseseparation,8;9 and norm al-

statepropertiesofhigh-Tc m aterials.
2;10

In spite ofthe prom inence ofthe Hubbard m odelin

condensed m attertheory and thedeceptively sim pletwo-

param eterform ofits Ham iltonian,com paratively little

isknown exactly (oreven accurately)aboutitssolution.

In d = 1 the exact solution has been determ ined by

theBetheAnsatztechnique.11 Even in theextrem eweak

coupling regim etheground stateofthe one-dim ensional

Hubbard m odelisnonperturbative,possessing a discon-

tinuity atU = 0+ wherethe M ott-Hubbard gap opens.

M uch hasrecently been learned aboutthe solution in

high spatialdim ensions(d = 1 ),buteven here12{14 the

exact analyticalsolution is unknown, so that one has

to take recourse to perturbative9;15{17 ornum erical14;18

m ethods. There is no doubt that the half-�lled Hub-

bard m odelexhibits long-ranged antiferrom agnetism in

the high-dim ensionallim it,whereas the situation away

from half-�lling islessclear.

In d = 2m uchisknownfrom exactdiagonalization19 or

M onte Carlo sim ulation of�nite system s.20 In addition,

m uche�ortisspentontheanalytical7 andnum erical21{24

analysis of perturbative and nonperturbative results.

W hile there seem s to be now a consensus that at half-

�lling theground statehaslong-rangeantiferrom agnetic

order, there are stillcontroversies when the system is

doped and { even at half-�lling { concerning the ques-

tion ofwhetherthereisorisnota precursorpseudogap.

In so far as num ericalwork on the three-dim ensional

Hubbard m odelhasbeen carried out,25{28 theextrapola-

tion ofthe resultsto the therm odynam ic lim itisclearly

m ade di�cult by the sm alllinear system size. M uch

e�ort has been invested in the analysis of the phase

diagram using perturbative techniques. In the strong

coupling regim e (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 estim ate the N�eeltem perature

and the ground state energy,respectively. Howeverthe

analysis ofthe interm ediate and weak coupling regim e

is m uch m ore di�cult: For this regim e a variety of

approaches has been proposed, e.g., by K akehashi,29

Logan,30 Cyrot,31 and Dar�e.32 Theseapproachesallyield

estim atesforthe N�eeltem perature which reduce to the

Hartree-Fockresultatweakcoupling.However,itiswell-

known from studiesoftheHubbard m odel,based on the

1=d-expansion15 or the localapproxim ation,33 that the

Hartree-Fock approxim ation overestim ates N�eeltem per-

ature and order param eter in d = 3 by a factor ofthe

order offour,even in the extrem e weak-coupling lim it.

The precisevalueofthisrenorm alization factorin d = 3

isasyetunknown.

Thegoalofthispaperis,�rst,to presentexactresults

forthe broken-sym m etry phaseofthe three-dim ensional

Hubbard m odel at weak coupling. In particular, we

presentasym ptotically exactform ulasforthe N�eeltem -

perature and orderparam eter. Itwillbe seen thatthis

asym ptotic form ula also yields a usefulapproxim ation

form ula for the N�eeltem perature for allU <
� D ,where

D = 12tistheband width ofa three-dim ensionalhyper-

cubic lattice.Second,we addresssc perturbation theory

forthebroken-sym m etryphasein low dim ensions(d = 2)

in theground state.O urm ain resulthereisthatscper-

turbation theory breaksdown altogether,and thatlow-

order sc perturbation theory bears no relevance to the

behaviorofthe exactsolution ofthe Hubbard m odelin

d = 2.W econcludethattheantiferrom agneticorderpa-

ram etercannothave a m ean-�eld form . Thisresulthas
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obviousrelevancefortheoriesofhigh-Tc superconductiv-

ity,m any ofwhich are based on perturbation theory in

strictly two-dim ensionalsystem s. Third,we investigate

the orderparam eterofthe anisotropic Hubbard m odel,

where two-dim ensionalplanes are weakly coupled in c-

direction by a sm allhopping am plitude t? � tk. W e

dem onstrate thatthe sc perturbation seriesconverges{

howeversluggishly {aslongastheinterplanehoppingt?

is�nite.

Since the behaviorofthe Hubbard m odeleven in the

weak-coupling lim it is nonperturbative one has to ap-

ply self-consistent theories. There are severalways of

im posing self-consistency.34{36 The m ethod at �xed or-

derparam eter36 and som e ofitsresultsare described in

Refs.9;15 for the specialcase ofthe Hubbard m odelin

high spatialdim ensions(d ! 1 ).Here we extend these

investigations to all �nite dim ensions. As described in

Refs.9;15;36;37 the orderparam eter� and the N�eeltem -

peratureTN aredeterm ined by therootsoftheoptim iza-

tion equation

df

d�
= 0; (2)

where f is the free energy density. It then followsthat

one hasto determ ine the orderparam eterfrom the self-

consistency condition

� = 2h o

Z 1

0

d�N d(�)
tanh

�
1

2
��(�)

�

�(�)
: (3)

In Eq.(3)h0 denotesthesym m etry-breaking�eld,�(�)=

sgn(�)
p
�2 + h2

0
the dispersion,and � = 1=T the inverse

tem perature. N d(y)being the density ofstatesin d di-

m ensions. Itisim portantto note thatin each orderh0
and � have to be determ ined self-consistently from the

Hartree-Fock contribution and the uctuationstogether

to obtain system aticcorrectionsto m ean-�eld theory.

Firstweconsiderscperturbation theory in thebroken-

sym m etry phase in dim ensions d � 3. Fortunately,al-

though the evaluation ofthe various higher order dia-

gram sin thisapproach at�nite valuesoftheinteraction

(U > 0)isdi�cult,ifpossible atall,the resultsatweak

coupling (i.e.,forU ! 0)are sim ple: Foralld � 3 one

�nds that the exact value ofthe N�eeltem perature TN
and the exact order param eter �,can be expressed in

term s oftheir Hartree equivalents and a scaling factor

qd. As is well-known,the Hartree N�eeltem perature is

exponentially sm allforU ! 0:

T
H
N � e

Id� 1=U N d(0) ;

whereId can be expressed in term sofan integral,

Id =

Z 1

0

dy
1

y

�

tanhy� 1+
N d(y)

N d(0)

�

� ln2 ;

Now,we �nd that the exact expressions for TN and

�(T)di�erfrom the m ean-�eld resultsby a scaling fac-

torqd:

TN � q
d
T H
N

�(T) � q
d
� H (T=q

d
)

(U ! 0): (4)

For the special case d = 1 we know from Ref. 15

that q1 = exp(� ),where  =
p
2arcoth(

p
2),so that

q1 ’ 0:2875.Therenorm alization factorq
d
foralld � 3

isdeterm ined by thesecond orderdiagram sonly and can

be conveniently written in the form ofan exponentialof

a lattice sum :

qd = e
� Sd ; (5)

whereSd isgiven by

Sd =
1

t

X

jjjeven

F 2

j

F 3
0

Z 1

0

d�[G j(�)]
2

and Fj and G j(�)areintegralsoverBesselfunctions:

Fj =
1

2�t

Z 1

0

dz

dY

‘= 1

�
Jjj‘j(z)

�

G j(�)=
1

�

Z 1

0

dz
�

�2 + z2

dY

‘= 1

�
Jjj‘j(z)

�
:

Thisexpression isform ally exactforalld > 2.W e have

num erically evaluated the renorm alization factor qd for

d = 3 and �nd the following result:

q3 = 0:2599 :

Thus,the exact N�eeltem perature and the exact order

param eteraresm allerthan theHartree-Fock predictions

by alm osta factoroffour.

Severalrem arks are in order: (i) The term labeled

by jin the lattice sum Sd stem s from second order di-

agram s containing two Hubbard vertices a distance jjj

apart. (ii)Since we know from previouscalculationsin

high dim ensions15 thatsitesata relativedistancejjjgive

a contribution oforderd� jjj to the free energy,one ex-

pectsthatthelatticesum Sd convergesextrem elyrapidly

ifd islarge.(iii)K eeping only thej= 0 term in Sd cor-

respondsto the localapproxim ation ofRef.33. In d = 3

we �nd thatqloc3 = 0:2673.Com parison ofqloc3 ’ 0:2673

with the exact result q
3
’ 0:2599 shows that the local

approxim ation worksvery welleven in d = 3.(iv)Note

thatodd lattice sites (i.e.,interactionsbetween the two

sublattices) do not contribute to q
d
to leading order in

U forU ! 0.Thisisdue to a di�erentsym m etry ofthe

G reen functionsforodd and even valuesofjjj. (v)Also

note that our result (5) for the renorm alization factor

breaksdown ford = 2 since in thiscase the integralsFj
divergelogarithm ically foralleven jjj.
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FIG .1. N�eeltem peratureTN asfunction ofU from various

approaches: Hartree-Fock theory (dot-dashed line),Heisen-

berg lim itfrom high tem perature seriesexpansion
38

(dashed

line), quantum M onte Carlo sim ulations in in�nite spatial

dim ensions
18
(open circles)and threedim ensions

28
(�lled cir-

cles,the dotsare m eantasa guide to the eye only),and the

resultofthiswork (solid line).

Theasym ptoticresultfortheN�eeltem peraturein Eq.

(4)hasa relevancebeyond thepureweak coupling lim it.

This is particularly clear in in�nite dim ensions,where

accurate quantum M onte Carlo data are available.18 A

com parison ofthe M onte Carlo results with the appro-

priate asym ptotic form ula ford = 1 15 revealsexcellent

agreem ent for allU <
� D . Therefore one expects that

(4) yields an equally good approxim ation for U <
� D

in d = 3. The phase diagram ofthe three-dim ensional

Hubbard m odelwas calulated with a quantum M onte

Carlo technique by Hirsch25 and Scalettar et al.27 A

com parison ofthe M onte Carlo data from Ref.27 with

the expected behavior (4) reveals a signi�cant discrep-

ancy,suggesting (as was also pointed out in Refs.29;33)

thatthe existing M onte Carlo estim ates forTN are too

high. Im proved M onte Carlo sim ulations28 show a sig-

ni�cantly reduced N�eeltem perature.Yetitisstillm ore

than 15% higherthan the asym ptotic value (see Fig.1).

O ur weak-coupling approxim ation form ula (4) and the

strong-coupling approxim ation form ula T sc
N = 3:83t2=U

from Ref.38 can hence serve as benchm arks for future

M onteCarlo sim ulations.

Since the upper critical dim ension of the Hubbard

m odelispresum ably du = 4,oneexpectsthatthecritical

behavioroftheorderparam eterin d = 3 ischaracterized

by a nontrivialcriticalexponentforallU > 0. Yetthe

exactasym ptoticbehaviorof�(T)in (4)displaysm ean-

�eld behaviornearTN ,with a criticalexponent�= 1=2.

These two observations can easily be reconciled by cal-

culating the size �T ofthe G inzburg region in d = 3,

which requiresasinput39 thecorrelation length �and the

jum p in thespeci�cheat�C atT N .An explicitcalcula-

tion showsthat�isexponentially largeatweak coupling,

�/ [TN (TN � T)]
� 1=2

,while �C isexponentially sm all,

�C / T N .Com bination givesfortherelativesizeofthe

G inzburg region: �T=T N / T 4
N , which is exceedingly

sm allatweak-coupling and vanishesforU ! 0.

Now weaddressscperturbation theory forthebroken-

sym m etry phase in d = 2. Since TN = 0 in d = 2,40 we

focus on the renorm alization ofthe ground state order

param eter:� = q 2�
H . Calculating only the second or-

dercontribution to Eq.(2)we �nd df2=d� � h0x
2=6 in

the lim itU ! 0 with x = U

4�2t

h

ln

�
4t

h0

�i2
.The solution

oftheself-consistency equation (3)showsan interaction-

dependentrenorm alization:37

� =
8t

U

�

3�
p
3

�

exp

0

@ �

s

4�2t(3�
p
3)

U

1

A : (6)

In contrastto the resultin d � 3,where qd isconstant,

the renorm alization factor in d = 2 vanishes exponen-

tially as U ! 0. This result already indicates that the

sc perturbation series in two dim ensions has no sm all

expansion param eter at weak coupling.41 Hence higher

ordeructuation term sareim portantto decidewhether

the m ean-�eld prediction for the form ofthe order pa-

ram eter is at least qualitatively correct or does totally

failin d � 2 in the sym m etry-broken phase.

To gain som e insight into sc perturbation theory in

higherorderswecalculated bubbleand ladderdiagram s.

W e �nd

dfB L

d�
� h0FB L(x) (7)

with the function

FB L(x)= 6+ x �
x2

3
�
1

2
ln

h

(1+ x)
9(1+ 1

x
)(1� x)(

1� 1

x
)
i

for0< x < 1.Theim portantresultisthattheoptim iza-

tion condition Eq.(2)hasno roots for0 < x < 1,apart

from the high tem peraturesolution � = 0.

W e com m ent on the results. (i) O ur analysis shows

that Hartree-Fock theory bears no relevance to the be-

havioroftheHubbard m odelin d = 2 athalf-�lling.The

m ean-�eld result is com pletely destroyed by quantum

uctuations. Hence the antiferrom agnetic orderparam -

eterm usthavea com pletely di�erentform :ln(4t=h0)�p
t=U . (ii) A calculation of bubble and ladder dia-

gram s in d = 1 shows that all contributions fn for

n > 2 yield sm all corrections to q of the form q =

q1 exp
�
2N 1 (0)

2U + O (U 2)
�
,wherehasbeen de�ned

above. (iii) Concerning the behavior of sc perturba-

tion theory we conclude that only in dim ensions d > 2

low-orderscperturbation theory iscapableofdescribing

the physics ofthe Hubbard m odelcorrectly. In low di-

m ensionsscperturbation theory in thesym m etry broken

phase diverges.(i�)Rem arkably,in d = 1 the structure

ofscperturbation theory isexactly the sam e asin d = 2,

now with x = U

2�t
ln

�
2t

h0

�

in Eq.(7).

Theobservation thatscsecond orderperturbation the-

ory gives even quantitatively exact results in d = 3

and diverges in d = 2 indicates that between two and

3



three spatial dim ensions m ust be a transition where

sc perturbation theory becom es inadequate. W e intro-

duced a weak hopping am plitude t? in c-direction. The

anisotropy is then given by the dim ensionless quantity

� = t? =tk � 1 where tk denotes the hopping in the

planes. In this anisotropic three-dim ensionalm odelthe

renorm alization factorcan again beexpressed asalattice

sum according to Eq.(5).However,the sm aller� isthe

m oresiteshavetobesum m ed over.In thej1;j2-planeall

pointswithin a region 1=�2 around theorigin contribute

with ln(1=�)to the renorm alization factor,yielding

q� = exp

�

�
const.

�2 ln(1=�)

�

:

The renorm alization factor is thus strongly reduced in

lessthan threedim ensionsand zero in d = 2.Thisresult

dem onstratesthatthecoupling to thethird dim ension is

essentialform ean-�eld theoriesto bequalitatively valid.

In sum m ary,we have investigated the half-�lled Hub-

bard m odelin two and three dim ensions at weak cou-

pling calculating system atic correctionsto Hartree-Fock

m ean-�eld theory. W e have shown that the m ean-�eld

antiferrom agnetic Hartree-Fock solution does not yield

exact results in the weak coupling regim e. In particu-

lar,weshowed thatquantum uctuation induced correc-

tions m ake sc perturbation theory diverge in d � 2. In

d > 2 the exact order param eter and N�eeltem perture

di�erfrom the m ean-�eld resultby a scaling factor.
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