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W e present a stability analysis of the two-din ensionalt t® H ubbard m odel for various values of
the nextnearest-neighbor hopping t°, and electron concentrations close to the Van Hove lling by
m eansofthe ow equation m ethod. Fort® t=3ad,: ,2-wavePom eranchuk instability dom inates
(@part from antiferrom agnetisn at sm all 9. att® < =3 the leading instabilities are a g-wave
Pom eranchuk instability and p-wave particle-hole instability in the triplet channel at tem peratures
T < 0:15t, and an s -m agnetic phase for T > 0:15t; upon increasing the electron concentration the
triplet analog of the ux phase occurs at low tem peratures. O ther weaker instabilities are found
also.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 7127+ a, 74202, 7420Rp, 75.10b, 75.10Lp

In recent years the two-din ensional (2D ) H ubbard m odelhasbeen used , E] as the sin plest m odelw hich m aps the
electron correlations in the copper-oxide planes of high-tem perature superconductors since experin ental data suggest
that superconductivity in cuprates basically originates from the CuO , layers H]. A Ihough in the high-tem perature
cuprate superconductors electron-electron interactions are strong som e in portant features of these system s (in par-
ticular, antiferrom agnetic and d-w ave superconducting instabilities) are captured already by the 2D Hubbard m odel
at weak to m oderate C oulom b coupling.

Apart from the antiferrom agnetism and dy: , 2 -wave superconductivity m entioned above (for review see ﬂ, E, E]
and references therein), a few other instabilities related to symm etry-broken states E, Ia, ﬂ, E, E, , @] in the 2D
t Y Hubbard m odel w ith next-nearest-neighbor hopping t° have been reported recently. Specially, much interest
of researchers has been attracted by the case when the Fem i surface passes through the saddle points of the single
particle dispersion Van Hove 1ling). O ne ofthe instabilities found In such a case isa d-wave P om eranchuk instability
breaking the tetragonal sym m etry of the Ferm i surface, ie. a spontaneous deform ation of the Fem isurface reducing
its symm etry to orthorhombic. Tt has been recently cbserved for small values of t° from renomm alization group
calculations by Haboth and M etzner E]. They argued that the Pom eranchuk instability occurs m ore easily if the
Fem i surface is close to the saddle poits with a sizable t° (reducing nesting which Jeads to antiferrom agnetism ).
However, w thin their technique i isdi cul to com pare the strength of the Fem i surface deform ation w ith other
Instabilities and to conclude w hich one dom inates. T he authorsofR ef. @] have Investigated the interplay ofd-density
wave @, ] and Femm isurface deform ation tendencies w ith those tow ards d-w ave pairing and antiferrom agnetisn by
m eans ofa sim ilar tem perature- ow renom alization group approach. T hey have found that the d-wave P om eranchuk
instability never dom fnates in the 2D t t° Hubbard m odel (even under the conditions m entioned above).

On the other hand, Volhardt et al. E] showed that the t>“hopping temm destroys the antiferrom agnetic nesting
Instability at weak interactions in two and three dim ensions, and supports the stabilization ofm etallic ferrom agnetian
In in nite dim ensionsaway from half- 1ling. T herefore, one could expect also the stabilization of ferrom agnetism by a
sizable t° in two din ensions. Indeed, in thet t°Hubbard m odelon a 2D square Jattice at week to m oderate C oulom b
coupling, a pro fgction quantum M onte C arlo calculation w ith 20 20 sitesand the T -m atrix technique @], a generalized
random phase approxin ation including particle-particle scattering ﬂ] point tow ards a ferrom agnetic ground state for
large negative valies of t%=t in a density range around the Van Hove lling. Sim ilar tendencies have been found
by the authors of Ref. E] w ithin the renom alization group and parquet approaches. Honerkam p and Salm hofer
recently studied E] the stability ofthis ferrom agnetic region at nite tem peratures by m eans of the tem perature- ow
renom alization group technique. T hey have ©und that frrom agnetic instability is the leadingoneatt®<  0:33tand
Van Hove Iling w ith criticaltem peratures depending on the value of £. W hen the electron concentration is increased
slightly above the Van Hove 1lling, the ferrom agnetic tendenciesget cut o at low tem peratures and a triplet p-wave
superconducting phase dom inates. H ow ever, they did not consider the P om eranchuk Instability (which could have the
m ost favorable conditions to occur) and other ones apart from antiferrom agnetism , d—and p-wave superconductivity
and ferrom agnetian .

T herefore, the investigation of interplay and rivalry between the P om eranchuk instability and ferrom agnetism , and
other phases in the 2D t t° Hubbard m odel at the Van Hove lling is a considerable task. W e w ill consider the
leading instabilities depending on the ratio U=t (in allpapers cited above t was xed). Them ain goalofthispaper is
such a study. W e report also a few new instabilities in a range of electron concentration around the Van Hove 1lling.
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W e start from the Ham ilttonian ofthet t°Hubbard m odel
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where "y is the B loch electron energy w ith the m om entum k, q{ (o« ) isthe creation (@nnihilation) operator for the
electrons w ith spin progction 2 f";#g, U is the localCoulomb repulsion of two electrons of opposite goins, N is
the num ber of lattice points, lattice spacing equals unity.

By means ofthe ow equation m ethod [15] the Ham iltonian is transfom ed into one ofm olecular- eld type. This
Ham iltonian is calculated in second order in the coupling U EI]. A dopting the notations of R ef. @], the expression
for the free energy has the fom :
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where the rst tem is the energy contribution and the second temm is the entropy contrbution, = 1=0&T), T
is the tem perature, t is the hopping J'ntegral of electrons betw een nearest neighbors of the lattice, Vi ;4 is e ective
second-order Interaction (the factor U=t has been extracted from i), fi E;s an entropy coe cient, and  are

the order param eters. Forexample,  ;x o= hg cyx odi= () o i+ (y ) o k,where JsaPaull
spin matrix (= x;y;z), and { ( i ) is the singlet (triplet) am plitude. An expression sin ilar to Eq. @

obtained for particle-hole channe]f,wjth the order param eters instead of . In this case, for exam pl, we have
Kok 0= @ g oi= § o+ : ) cwithQ = (; ).Allquantities of Eq. @) are de nedjnRef.].

For a square lattice the single particle dispersion has the form :
"w = 2t(cosky + cosky) 4t°ooskX cosky : 3)

T he spectrum @) contains Van Hove singularities .n the density of states at the energy "vy = 4t° related to the
saddle points of the Ferm isurface at k = (0; yand ( ;0).Fort’= 0 and halt 1ling the Femm i surface is nested
"x+o = "k, which leads to an antiferrom agnetic instability for U > 0. T he nesting is rem oved pri®=t6 0.

W e start from the symm etric state and investigate whether this state is stable against uctuations of the order
param eters and .Assoon asanon-zero or yieldsa lower free energy In com parison w ith the sym m etric state
wih allvanishing and , then the symm etric state is unstable and the system w ill approach a sym m etry broken
state. T his indicates a phase transition.

W e perform num erical calculation on a square lattice wih 24 24 points in the Brillbuin zone for the various
representations under the point group C4 . The representations of the even-parity states are one-din ensional. W e
denotethem by s; = 5178 = Syy? y2)i h = &2 y2;d = dxy. The odd-parity representation is tw o-din ensional,
here sin ply denoted by p. Initially, such num encalcalcu]atjons have been perform ed in Refs. @ @ but they were
sensitive to the lattice size at low tem peratures. Here we use an in proved schem e (for details see Ref. ﬁ])

W e start from t°= 0 and half- Iling (b = 1) (see Fjg.[ll). A s expected in this case the lading instability is the
antiferrom agnetic one w hich disappears at the tem perature T 0t ordoping n 1= 0:06. The next instability
is a Pom eranchuk instability with d,2 ,2:-wave symmetry in the singlt channel. The corresponding eigenvectors
signals a deform ation ofthe Femm isurface which breaks the point group sym m etry of the square lattice. For negative
o =3 the P om eranchuk Instability dom inatesat theVan Hove 1ling (seeF J'g[IZ) .Thed: ,:—-waveP om eranchuk
instability com petes w ith other hnstabilitiesat t<  t=3, and it is not the leading one  ij. E) . In agreem ent w ith the
deasofRef. E] the instability ism ainly driven by a strong attractive interaction betw een particles on opposite comers
of the Femm i surface near the saddle points and a repulsive interaction between particles on neighboring comers. To
favor such a behavior we need a sizable t° reducing antiferrom agnetic correlations.

At half lling and € = 0 the next hstability is a particke-hol instability of singlet type w ith staggered p-wave
symm etry. It yields @] a splitting into two bands and m ay lead to an energy gap In the charge excitations spectrum .
Anotherm echanism fora charge gap form ation hasbeen proposed E,] recently in the 2D Hubbard m odelw ith t° =
0 at weak coupling. T he band splitting phase is developed in the region of electron concentration around half- 1ling,
and is one of the strongest in that region. Then the superconducting dy> > Instability ollow s which coincides w ith
the d,z ,2-wave staggered ux phase (the ux phase hasbeen proposed by the authors ofR ef@OBl and discussed
reoentjy in Refs. @ E @]) Away from half- lling the degeneration disappears, and d-wave superconductiity
dom inates at low tem peratures In certain regions of electron concentration around half- 1ling which depends on the
value of t” 6 0. Even large valies of 1’3 do not destroy the dom nant low ~tem perature behavior of d,2 2 -wave
superconductivity at doping E]. O ne phasem ay suppress another phase. To which extend two order param eters can
coexist w ith each other is a question, which has to be investigated in the future.



Fort’= 0 the singlet and triplet T, of the particle-hole instabilities w ith staggered sym m etry ofd, wave character
(that isthe ux phase) are degenerate. If£6 0 they aredi erent, and the triplet one is higher. M oreover, the triplet
analog of ux phase dom hates at low tem peratures and £ = 5t=12 when the electron concentration is slightly
above the Van Hove 1ling (see FngJ) In contrast to the results ofRef. m)] w hich point out the occurrence of triplet
superconductivity w ith p-wave symm etry in this region. The triplet ux phase is also one of the leading Instabilities
or t =3 and certain region of electron concentrations (see F i. E) . It has been considered by N ayak @] asa
density wave order param eter potentially relevant to the cuprates, but to our know ledge a triplet version ofthe ux
phase has not yet been observed in num erical solitions of the 2D t t° Hubbard m odel. W e shall discuss this state
In m ore details elsew here E].

Att? = 5t=12 a fow other new instabilities appear to com pete at the Van Hove lling and low tem peratures
Fi. E) In disagreem ent w ith the conclusions of Ref. E] on the occurrence of ferrom agnetism . The leading one is a
Pom eranchuk instability in the s, channelwith g, = gy4; ¢ 64 2y2 Wave character (4 node lines in k-space). This
phase occursm ore easily if the electron concentration is close to or slightly sm aller than the Van Hove 1ling CFngB) .
It requests also su ciently large absolute values of t°. W hen the electron concentration is decreased below the Van
Hove density, a particle-hole instability of p-wave symm etry in triplet channel dom inates at low tem peratures (see
Fig. E), which gives rise to a phase of m agnetic currents. In the d channel an i-wave (6 node lnes in k-space)
P om eranchuk instability appears w hen electron concentration n is an aller or close to the Van Hove 1lling CFjgs[lBHS) .
It isa leading one at an allvalues of the electron concentration E]. W e observe CFJ'g.E) In the s; channela g, wave
superconductivity below the Van Hove 1ling, but it requires strong coupling.

A nother situation occursat the tem perature region T > 0:15t. H ere a particle-hol instability w ith s -w ave character
(its order param eter changes sign close to the Fermm iedge) in the triplet channeldom inates at the density range around
the Van Hove 1ling (see Fjgs.DBHS) . It is lkely that the order param eter contributions do not com pensate exactly,
so that a weak ferrom agnetism appears. W hen the electron concentration is increased above the Van Hove 1ling
this Instability does not becom e w eaker, but the d,2: , - wave P om eranchuk and the triplet ux phase instabilities are
m anifested stronger (they dom inate at low tem peratures). Then, this s -m agnetic phase disappears at su ciently

large values of electron concentration in com parison w ith the Van Hove 1ling, or sm aller £

From Figs. Eﬁ one can see a reentrant behavior of the s -m agnetic phase In som e region of the valies U=t:
approaching T, we get TCl from low tem peratures and T!' from high tem peratures at the sam e value of coupling U=t
(T2 6 TY). This is a result of di erent behavior of T (U=t) :n two regines. First regin e occurs in the situation
w here the s -m agnetic nstability dom inates and the transition from a param agnetic state to the s -m agnetic phase
occurs directly w ithout any interm ediate phase, it corresoonds to the tem peratures T > 0:15t on F igs. E, E In this
case the critical tem perature Increases w ith the increase of correlation strength U=t. A nother regin e occurs at the
tem peratures T < 0:15t. In this situation the critical tem perature exhbits an anom alous behavior, i decreases w ith
Increasing the coupling U=t. The s -m agnetic phase is reduced. Since at lower tem peratures only a am aller region In
k-space around the Fem iedge contributes, the sign-change of the order param eter reduces the e ective interaction.

In conclusion, we have presented a stability analysis ofthe 2D t t° Hubbard m odelon a square Jattice for various
values of the next-nearest-neighbor hopping t° and electron concentrations close to the Van Hove 1lling. A surprising
large num ber of phases has been cbserved. Som e of them have an order param eter w th m any nodes in k-gspace.
For t° =3 the dy2 ,2-wave Pom eranchuk instability dom inates. At tY < t=3 the lading hstabilities are a
g+ wave Pom eranchuk instability and p-wave particlke-hole instability in triplet channel at tem peratures T < 0:15¢t,
and s -m agnetic phase for T > 0:15t; upon increasing the electron concentration the triplet ux phase occurs at
low tem peratures. The s -m agnetic phase is reduced strongly at low tem peratures. W e have found other weaker
Instabilities also.
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FIG.1l: Tem perature phase diagram ofthe 2D t t’Hubbardmodelforn = 1; t°= 0.Chem icalpotential = 0.SC stands
for superconductivity, FP for ux phase, BS for band splitting, P I for P om eranchuk instability, AF for antiferrom agnetism .
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FIG.2: Temperature phase diagram of the 2D t t° Hubbard model or t° = t=3, and n = 0%68 (the Van Hove 1ling) .
Chem ical potential varies between =t = (1:317 1:339). TFP stands for triplet ux phase, M for m agnetic particle-hole
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