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D ivergencies appearing In perturbation expansions of interacting m any—
body system s can often be ram oved by expanding around a suiably chosen
renom alized (instead of the non-interacting) Ham iltonian. W e describe
such a renom alized perturbation expansion for interacting Fem i system s,
which treats Fem i surface shifts and superconductivity w ith an arbitrary
gap function via additive countertermm s. T he expansion is form ulated explic—
itly for the Hubbard m odel to second order in the interaction. Num erical
solutions of the selfconsistency condition determ ining the Fem i surface
and the gap function are calculated for the two-dim ensional case. For the
repulsive Hubbard m odel close to half lling we nd a superconducting
state w ith d-wave sym m etry, as expected. For Fem i Jevels close to the van
Hove singularity a Pom eranchuk instability lads to Femm i surfaces w ith
broken square lattice sym m etry, w hose topology can be closed or open. For
the attractive Hubbard m odel the second order calculation yields swave
superconductivity w ith a weakly m om entum dependent gap, whose size is
reduced com pared to them ean— eld resuk.

PACS:7110Fd, 7110w, 7420M n

I.INTRODUCTION

U nrenom alized perturbation expansions of nteracting electron system s around the
non-interacting part of the Ham iltonian are generally plagued by hfrared divergencies.
Som e of the divergencies are sin ply due to to shifts of the Fem i surface, while others
signal instabilities ofthe nom alFem iliquid tow ards qualitatively di erent states, such as
superconducting or other ordered phases. Thisproblem is often treated by selfconsistent
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resum m ations of Feynm an diagram s, wherea nite orin nite subset of skeleton diagram s,
w ith the interacting propagator G on intemal lines, is summ edE: Symm etry breaking can
be built Into the structure of G as an ansatz, and the size of the corresponding order
param eter is determm ined selfconsistently. T his standard approach has been very usefuil
In m any cases. However, resum m ation schem es beyond rst order #H artreeFodk) require
extensive num erics, since the fiill selfenergy has to be determ ined selfconsistently, and
delicate low-energy structures cannot always be resolved. A more serious problm is
the fact that selfenergy and vertex corrections are not treated on equal footing In m ost
feasble resum m ation schem es. This often lads to unphysical resuls.

In thiswork we w ill describe and apply an altemative procedure, which hasbeen for-
m ulated already long ago by N ozjeres;‘?: and m ore recently been discussed in the m athe-
m atical literature asa way of carrying out wellkde ned perturbation expansions forweakly
Interacting Femm i system s.:-il"lé T he basic idea is to choose an i proved starting point for
the perturbation expansion, by adding a suitable counterterm to the non-interacting part
of the Ham iltonian, and subtracting i from the interaction part. The countertem is
quadratic in the Femn ioperators and has to be determm ined from a selfconsistency condi-
tion. In Sec. ITwew illdescrioe how Fem isurface deform ationsand superconductivity can
be treated by thism ethod. E xplicit expressions up to second order in the Interaction are
derived for the case of the Hubbard m odel In Sec. ITT. R esults obtained from a num erical
solution ofthe selfconsistency equations In two din ensions w ill follow In Sec. IV .For the
repulsive H ubbard m odel we have cbtained superconducting solutions w ith d-wave sym —
m etry In agreem ent w ith w idespread @(pectatjons,:i; and w ith recent renom alization group
calculations which conclusively established d-wave superconductivity at weak ooup]jng:é
In addition, for Fem i levels close to the van H ove singularity, defom ations w hich break
the square Jattice symm etry occur. This con m s the recently proposed possbility of
sym m etry-breaking Fem i surface defom ations ("Pom eranchuk instabilities™) .:j{:é

II.RENORMALIZED PERTURBATION EXPANSION

W e consider a system of interacting spjn—% ferm ionsw ith a Ham itonian H = Ho+ H ¢,
w here the non-interacting part

X
Hqo= x Nx (1)
k;

wih = contains the kinetic energy and the chem ical potential, whik H; isa
ferm ion—ferm ion interaction tem . W e are particularly Interested in lattice system s, for



which the dispersion relation  isnot isotropic. W e consider only ground state properties,
that is the tem perature is zero throughout the whole artick.
ntd

T he bare propagator In a standard m any-body perturbation expansio around H g

is given by

Gok) = — ; @)
i! k
where ! istheM atsubara frequency and k = (! ;k). This progagatordiverges for ! ! 0
and k ! kg, for any Fem imomentum kg, sihce y, = 0. As a consequence, m any
Feynm an diagram s diverge. A wellknown singularity is the (usually) logarithm ic diver-
gency ofthe 1-doop particle-particle contribution to the two-particle vertex in the C ooper
channel, which leadsto a (log)" divergency ofthe n-loop particleparticle ladder diagram .
T his signals a possibble C ooper instability towards superconductivity. M uch stronger di-
vergencies occur In diagram s w ith m ultiple selfenergy insertions on the sam e intemal
propagator line, lkeading to non-integrable powers of G g (k) Ei‘i‘ T hese sihgularities are due
to Fem i surface shifts generated by the interaction term In the H am iltonian.
T he divergency problem s and the superconducting Instability can be treated by solit—
ting the H am iltonian in a di erent way, nam ely aé

whereHg= Hy+ Hpyand H;= H; Hy, and expanding around H'j. T he counterterm

Hy must be quadratic in the creation and annihilation operators to allow for a straight—
forw ard perturbation expansion based on W ick’s theorem . It ispossible to chose Hy such
that H'; does not shift the Fem i surface corresoonding to H' g any m ore, and divergen—
cies due to sslfenergy insertions are rem oved. In the superconducting state spontaneous
symm etry breaking can be included already In  Hy, with an order param eter 1 whose
value on the Fem i surface is not shifted by H';. W e willnow describe this proocedure in
m ore detail.

A .N om al state

P
A oounterterm Hy = K,k Dk Jleads to a renom alized dispersion relation 7 =
r t x In the unperturbed part of the H am iltonian,
X
Ho = Nk “)

k;



and ocorrespondingly to a new bare propagator
1

Gok) = ©)

il &
The Fem isurface F¥ associated w ith H'y is given by the m om enta Ky satisfying the equa-
tion % = 0. The Fem isurface of the Interacting system is given by the solutions of the
equation G ! (0;k) = 0. This surface coincides w ith the unperturbed one, corresponding
to H'y, if the renomm alized selfenergy ~= G“Ol G ! vanisheson F7, that is if

“O0;k)=0 for k2 F: (6)

This In poses a selfoonsistency condition on the countertemm s which can be solved iter-
atively. For isotropic system s the shift of  can be chosen as a m om entum independent
constant, which m ay be Interpreted as a shift of the chem ical potential. For anisotropic
system s, however, one generally has to adjust the whole shape ofthe Femm isurface. That
this procedure really works at each order of the perturbation expansion hasbeen shown
rigorously for a large class of system s:'l-l'

The shift function | is uniquely detem ined by the selfoonsistency condition only
on the (Interacting) Fem isurface F'. Form om enta away from the Ferm isurface, ( can
be chosen to be any su ciently an ooth function of k which does not lad to arti cial
additional zeros of 7 .

T he perturbation expansion of the renom alized selfenergy ~ involves two types of
vertices: the usual two-particle vertex given by the interaction H; and a onepartick
vertex due to the countertemm Ho n H;. In Fig. 1 we show the Feynm an diagram s
contrbuting to ~ up to second order in the Interaction.

T he abovem entioned divergencies of Feynm an diagram s w ith selfenergy insertions
on Intemal propagator lines are rem oved In the renom alized expansion around H'y, since
In products Gy "Gy ::: TGy only one sinplk pok at k = (0;Kr ) suxrvives, all other poles
being cancelled by the corresponding zeros of the selfenergy ~.

B . Superconducting state

To treat superconducting states we also add ocounterterm s containing C ooper pair
creation and anniilation operators, in addition to a shift of . W e consider only soin
singlet pairing, but trplet pairing could be deal wih analogously. W e thus expand

around a BC S m ean— eld H am iltonian
X X h i
k; k



where | is the gap-fiinction, which has to be detemm ined selfconsistently. In tem s of
N am bu operators

aku
— Yy _ y .
k= v and K= ni ks 8)

gy
one can rew rite Hy in m ore com pact form as
X X . ©
Hy = % Y o3 o« S G k 2) k7 ©)
K k

where ; ,; ; arethePaulimatrices, and ? ( D) isthe real (inagjnarylg part of .

The two expressions (7) and (9) for Hy di er by the constant (cnumber) | %, which
m ust be taken into acoount only when absolute energies are com puted. T he bare N am bu

m atrix propagatorG o= h Yi; ollowing from H'y is given by
|

.
clw= 0 x (10)

P L

E xtending the selfconsistency condition for the nom al state, we now require that the
m atrix selfenergy ~ = Gol G ! vanishes on the Fem i surface (de ned by % = 0),
that is

“0;k)=0 for k2F : 11)

Thus, for ! = 0 and k on the Fem i surface, neither the diagonal nor the o -diagonal
elem ents ofGOl (k) are shifted by the Interaction term H':;. The Feynm an diagram s In
Fig. 1 apply also to the superconducting case, if Ines are nterpreted as Nambu m atrix
propagators.

The above renom alized perturbation theory is rem iniscent of the perturbation the-
ory for symm etry broken phases form ulated by G eorges and Sf'eobidja,::-Lg where an order-
param eterdependent free energy function is constructed by adding O nsager reaction
temm s to the mean eld contrbutions, and the actual order param eter is detem ned
by m Inin izing this fiee energy.

ITT.APPLICATION TO THE HUBBARD MODEL

In this section we derive explicit expressions for the selfenergy and the countertem s
forthe ground state (T = 0) ofthe H ubbard m odel, up to second order In the renom alized
perturbation expansion.



T he oneband Hubbard m odeﬁa:
X X X
H = tycl o + U nyny N 12)
13 J
describes lattice electrons w ith a hopping am plitude t; and a local interaction U . Here
¢ and ¢ are creation and annihilation operators for electrons w ith spin profction  on
a lattice site i, and ny = ¢ ¢ . Note that we have lncluded the term N with the total
particle num ber operator N in ourde Pnjtjon ofH . The non-interacting part ofH can be
written In m om entum Space asH g = « kDNx where , = and i is the Fourier
transform oft;.
O ur num erical resuls w ill be given for the Hubbard m odel on a square lattice w ith
a hopping am plitude t between nearest neighbors and a much sn aller am plitude t£°
betw een next-nearest neighbors. T he corresponding dispersion relation is

x = 2t(cosk, + cosk,) 4t°cosk, cosk, : a3)

W e now derive expressions for the sslfenergy and the resulting selfconsistency equations
up to second order in U .

A .N omm al state
1. First order

To rstorder n U the sslfenergy is obtained as
Z

M) =U Gy ki 14)
k0
R
where | isa short-hand notation for the frequency and m om entum integral, including the

usual factorsof (2 ) ! Preach integration variable. The rsttem resuls from diagram
(la) In Fig.1, the second from diagram (1b). N ote that the tadpol diagram (la) yieldsa
k-independent contribution, since the Hubbard interaction is local. T he selfconsistency
condition (6) or ~ Y yields, after carrying out the ! “ntegration,

z ddk°

@)

K0 o) ; 15)

to be satis ed (@t keast) or k 2 F'. Since the right hand side of this condiion is a
constant, it isnaturalto de ne | by this constant for allk. U sing Luttinger’s theoram
one can identify the above m om entum integral w ith the particle density per spin, such



that ¢ = Un=2, where n is the totaldensity. T he sslfconsistency condition thus yields
the n( ) r=lation of the Interacting system . Since the counterterm can be chosen k-
Independently at rst order, it m ay be Interpreted as a shift of the chem ical potential.

2. Second orxder

The diagram s (2b) and (2c) from Fig.1 obviously cancel each other to the extent that
the rstorderdiagrams (la) and (1b) cancel. W riting = ®+ @
by the constant on the right hand side of Eq. (15), such that ) is of order U? for all
k, the sum of contrbutions from (b) and (2c) is of order U° and can thus be Ignored

at ssoond order. Hence, only diagram (2a) contrbutes to the sscond order selfenergy.

with @& given

U sing the Feynm an ruledt? one obtains

Z
"PKR)=U? “o@Gok a; (16)
q
R
where 7 (@) = koGO &% Gy KO+ d). Adding rst and second order temm s, one arrives
at the second order selfconsistency condition
2 a9k’
_ ~ ~@) . .
K = o (o E TPk a7

The counterterm | has to be chosen such that the above equation is satis ed for all
k 2 F, that is or allk satisfying % = 0. Since ~ @ (0;k) is m om entum dependent,

x cannot be chosen constant any more. A s a consequence, the Fem i surface of the
Interacting systam w illbe deform ed by interactions, even if the volum e of the Ferm i sea
iskept xed. Luttinger’s tl%eorem can be used to detem ne the density from the volum e

a4k ~
7] )d ( k)

oftheFem isea asn= 2

B . Superconducting state

For the m atrix elem ents of the N am bu propagator we use the standard notation
|

G F
G k)= w0 w ; 18)
F k) G(Kk)

and the analogous expression for Gy k). The matrix elm ents of the sslfenergy are
denoted by
“k) Sk)

~ k) = ~ : (19)
s &) (k)



1. First order

In the presence ofan o -diagonalcounterterm | , the diagonalpart of ~ is stillgiven
by Eqg. (14) to st order, where G (k) now depends on the gap function:

i+ %
Go k)= S o . - : (20)
! + k + J k:?
The st order selfconsistency relation (15) thus generalizes to
Z

U I 1 1 “o=E (21)

= —_—— — 0= 0 M

k (2 )d 2 k k ’

q__

with Ey = 2+ j 23 Note that the above Integral is the BCS formula for the average

particle density per soin.
The o diagonalm atrix elem ent of ~ is obtained from diagram s (la) and (1b) In Fig.

1 as
Z

sPky= U Fok)+ 22)

k0

to rst order in U, with

k

Fo k)= : 23)
12+ T+ 3 F
The o -diagonalpart of the selfconsistency condition (11) follow s as
Z
_ dk® o 24)
. 2 )4 2E0

E xtended as a condition forallk (and not jist on F¥) this isnothing but the gap equation
forthe H ubbard m odel as obtained by standard BC S theory. T he selfconsistency relation
requires that  be constant on the Fem i surface, such that one naturally chooses a
constant = asan ansatz forallk.A non-trivialsolution 6 0 ofthisgap equation
can obviously be obtained only for the attractive Hubbard m odel U < 0).

2. Second orxder

The diagram s (2b) and (2c) cancel each other for the sam e reason as n the nom al
state. The contrbution from diagram (2a) to the diagonal part of the selfenergy is still
given by fomula (16),wih Gy from Eqg. (20) and

Z n i
Yo @ = Go®k)GCok'+ @+ Fo k)F, K+ @ = 25)

k0



T he seoond order contribution to the o -diagonalm atrix elem ent of ~ is

Z
Sk =U% “o@Fok q: 26)
q
T he selfoonsistency relations read:
dik° 1 5 o
k = U (2 )d 5 1 kOZE kO + (O;k) H (27)
Z
dek® 4o )
kO

In Appendix A we present m ore explicit expressions for ~ @ (0;k) and @ (0;k), dotained
by carrying out the frequency integrals.

C .N um erical solution

T he s=lfconsistency conditions are non-linear equations for the counterterm s and,
in the superconducting state, . The Fem i surface of the interacting system , F~, on
w hich the selfconsistency conditions must be satis ed, is not known a priori. T he equa—
tions nvolve one m om entum integral at rst order, and two m om entum Integrals at
seocond order. Such a non-lnear system can only be solved iteratively. In this subsection
we describbe som e details of our algorithm .

Since the countertem s are determ ined by the selfoonsistency conditions only on the
Fem i surface, theirm om entum dependence away from F can be param etrized in m any
ways. W e have chosen  and  as constant along the straight lines connecting the
square shaped line de ned by the condition k.3 k,Jj= wih thepoints (0;0) and ( ; )
of the Brllouin zone, respectively (see Fig. 2). For a num erical solution the rem aining
tangentialm om entum dependence is discretized by up to 256 points.

The iteration procedure starts w ith a tentative choice of counterterm s. To be ablk
to reach a symm etry broken solution one usually has to o er at least a an all sym m etry
breaking counterterm in the begjnnjng."i‘-% In each iteration step new oountertem s are
detem ined via Eq. (17) in the nom alstate, and by Egs. (27) and (28) for the supercon—
ducting state. T he right hand side of these equations is evaluated using the countertemm s
obtained in the previous step, and k is chosen on the Femm isurface de ned by the previous

x - Them om entum integrals are carried out using a M onteC arlo routine. T he iteration
is continued until convergence is achieved, that is until the countertem s rem ain invariant
w ithin num erical accuracy from step to step. In allcases studied di erent choicesof initial



countertermm s lead to the sam e unigue solution. The symm etry breaking termm s are m uch
larger than the stochastic noise from the M onte€ arlo routine in all results shown.

The density is kept xed by adjisting the chem ical potential during the iteration
procedure. To avoid a higher num erical e ort we have com puted the density from the
Fem i surface volum e In the nom al state (justi ed by Luttinger’s theorem ), and from
the BCS formula for the density in superconducting solitions. The latter reduces to
the Fem i surface volum e in the nom al state lim it, such that the potential error of this
approxin ation is very am all as long as the gap is am all.

IV.RESULTS

W e now discuss the m ost Interesting results obtained w ithin the renom alized pertur-
bation theory described above, focussingm ainly on the repulsive H ubbard m odel U > 0),
for which we have found superconducting solutions wih d-wave symm etry, as well as
sym m etry-breaking Fem i surface deform ations.

A .Repulsive H ubbard m odel

The follow ng results for the repulsive H ubbard m odel have been com puted for the
parameters t' =  0:5t and U = 3t. The interaction is thus in the weak to intem edi-
ate coupling regin e. For too an all U-values it becom es very hard to resolve the an all
superconducting gap in the num erical solution.

W e have solved the selfconsistency equations for various densities ranging from n =
088 ton = 0:90, for which the Fem i surfaces are quite close to the saddle points of
the bare dispersion relation , located at ( ;0) and (0; ). In all cases the nom al state
is unstabl towards superconductivity. The gap function In the superconducting state
obtained from the selfconsistency equationshasdy: 2-wave shape, w ith slight deviations
from perfect d-wave symm etry In cases where the Fem i surface breaks the sym m etry of
the square lattice. This is In agreem ent w ith w idespread expectations for the Hubbard
m odel,:-g and In particular w ith recent renomm alization group argum ents and ca]cu]a‘dons.'é
In Fig. 3 we show the gap functions obtained at the densitiesn = 088 and n = 09,
respectively. W e note that the size of the gap is roughly one order of m agnitude an aller
than the crtical cuto scale . at which Cooper pair susosptibilities diverge In 1-doop
renom alization group calculations for com parable m odel param eters;f: T here are various
possbl reasons for this quantitative discrepancy. F irst, and probably m ost in portantly,
the enhanoem ent of e ective interactions due to uctuations, especially antiferrom agnetic

10



Sin uctuations, is captured m uch betterby a renom alization group calculation. Second,
the approxin ate Fem i surface progction of vertices driving the renomm alization group

ow can lead to an overestin ation of e ective interactions and hence of critical energy
scales. Furthem ore, a renom alization group calculation within the symm etry broken
phase could yield a gap that is som ewhat an aller than ..

W hile superconductivity isthe only possible nstability ofthe nom alFem iliquid state
in the weak coupling lin it (exospt for the case of perfect nesting at half- 1ling), at higher
U one should also consider the possibility of other, in particular m agnetic, instabilities.
T his could be done w ithin renom alized perturbation theory by allow Ing for counterterm s
Introducing m agnetic or charge order.

The Fem i surface is always deform ed by interactions. The shifts generated by the
m om entum dependence of the counterterm | are not very large. They are m ore pro—
nounced near the saddle points of , where an all energy shifts kad to relatively large
shifts in k-space. However, the results presented in Fig. 4 show that the Fem i surface
of the Interacting system can nevertheless di er strikingly from the bare one. For the
densitiesn = 0:88 0889 the Fem i surface of the Interacting system obviously breaks
the point group symm etry of the square Jattice. Forn = 0:88 and n = 0:888 even the
topology of the Fem 1 surface is changed by interactions. T he defomm ed surface has open
topology In these cases, nstead ofbeing closed around the points (0;0) or ( ; ) in the
B rdilloun zone. N ote that the sym m etry-broken Fem i surfaces shown here corresoond to
stable solutions of the selfconsistency equations for the counterterm s, whilke sym m etric
solutions are unstable.

M ore details about the Fem isurface shifts can be extracted from a plot ofthe second
order countertem s, shown in Fig.5. T he actual shifts are detem ined by these term splus
a constant due to the rst order counterterm and a shift ofthe chem icalpotential. At xed
density the Interaction shifts the Fem isurface outwards at pointswhere ~(0; K¢ ) has an
absolutem inin um , and inw ards at points corresponding to absolutem axim a. Interactions
thus reduce the curvature of the Fem i surface near the diagonals in the B rillouin zone.
Fig.5 reveals that the Fem i surface defom ation is slightly asym m etric also forn = 0:9,
but the sym m etry breaking is too an allto be seen In F ig. 4.

If the Fem i surface breaks the square lattice sym m etry, the gap function  cannot
have pure d-wave symm etry any more. See, for exam ple, the gap function at density
n= 088 in Fig. 3. The deviation from perfect d-wave form is however quite an all, since
the sym m etry breaking Femm i surface defom ation is am all.

Interaction-induced Fem i surface defomm ations which break the symm etry of the
square lattioe have already been discussed earlier in the literature. Yam ase and K ohno:é

11



have obtained symm etry-broken Fem i surfaces w ithin a slave boson m ean— eld theory
for the t-J m odel. The e ective Interactions cbtained from l-doop renomm alization group

ow s for the Hubbard m odel also favor sym m etry-breaking Pom eranchuk instabilities of
the Fem isurface, ifthe lJatter is close to the van H ove pojnts:z: A system atic stability anal-
ysis of the Hubbard m odel using W egner’s Ham iltonian ow equation m ethod con m ed
that sym m etry breaking Femm isurface defomm ations are am ong the strongest jnstaij:'Lt:ies.:é
Tt ram alned an open question, however, w hether such Femm i surface Instabilities would be
aut o by the superconducting gap. W e have cbserved w thin our renom alized perturba—
tion theory that sym m etry breaking Fem isurface deform ations occur indeed m ore easily,
if the system is forced to stay In a nom alstate, by sstting ¢ = 0. W hether a symm e~
try broken Fem i surface and superconductivity coexist can be seen only by perform ing
a caloulation within the sym m etry-broken state. This has not yet been done using the
renom alization group or ow equation m ethods.

From a pure symm etry-group point of view the symm etry breaking generated by the
Pom eranchuk instability isequivalent to that in "nem atic" electron liquids, st discussed
by K ivelson et al:'%é . These authors considered doped M ott insulators, that is strongly
Interacting system s. A generaltheory oforientationalsym m etry-breaking in fully isotropic
(not Jattice) two—and three-din ensional Fem i liquids hasbeen reported by O ganesyan et
al.-?é Superconducting nem atic states, In which discrete orientational sym m etry breaking
deve]ops In addition to d-wave superconductivity, have been considered recently by Vota
et aL” M otivated by experin ental properties of singleparticle excitations In cuprate
superconductors they perform ed a general classi cation and eld-theoretic analysis of
various phases w ith an additional order param eter on top ofd,: ,2-pairing.

B . A ttractive H ubbard m odel

For the attractive Hubbard model U < 0) the renom alized perturbation expan-—
sion yields swave _wperconduct.tfity already at st order, which is equivalent to BCS
mean- eld theory.:lg At this kevel the gap function is constant in k-space. E xtending the
calculation to second order, a weak m om entum dependence of  isgenerated, as seen in
Fiy.6 ortheparametersU = 2t,t°= 0:d5tand n = 0:9.M ore in portantly, the over—
all size of the gap is strongly reduced by uctuations included in the second order tem s.
The average gap In Fig. 6 is only one third of the corresponding m ean— eld gap. It has
been pointed out previously that uctuations not contained in m ean— eld theory reduoe

the size ofm agnetic and other order param eters even In the weak coupling lin It'lz’lg
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V.CONCLUSION

In summ ary, we have form ulated a renom alized perturbation theory for interacting
Fem i system s, which treats Fem i surface deform ations and superconductivity via addi-
tive countertermm s. This m ethod is very convenient for studying the roke of uctuations
for spontaneous sym m etry breaking in a controlled weak-coupling expansion. A concrete
application of the expansion carried out to ssocond order yields ssveral non-trivial resuls
for the two-din ensional H ubbard m odel. In particular, for the repulsive m odel we have
cbtained the gap function of the expected d-wave superconducting state and, for Fem i
Jevels close to the van H ove energy, an interacting Fem i surface w ith broken lattioe sym —
m etry, and in som e cases even open topology. The symm etry-breaking pattem of the
states w th sym m etry-broken Fem i surfaces is equivalent to tl_l:iu; of "nem atic" electron
Tiquids discussed already earlier from a di erent point of view 1341

T he present work can be extended in several Interesting directions. A ffer xing the
counterterm s one can com pute the ullm om entum and energy dependence of the self-
energy, and hence the spectral function for single-partick excitations. At second orderthe
com bined e ects of symm etry breaking and quasiparticle decay are captured. A llow ing
for other sym m etry-breaking countertem s, for exam pl soin density waves, one can study
the com petition of m agnetic, charge, and superconducting instabilities, as well as their
possble coexistence. Finally, the formm alian can be extended to nite tem perature. In
that case the singularties of the bare propagator are cut o by the an allest M atsubara
frequency, but Fem isurface shifts and sym m etry breaking can stillbe conveniently taken
Into acoount by countertem s.
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APPENDIX A:FREQUENCY INTEGRALS

The M atsubara frequency integrals In the second order selfenergy contributions can
be carried out analytically by using the residue theorem . W e only present the results for
the superconducting case; the nom al state results can be recovered by setting = 0 in
the follow ng expressions.

T he frequency integrals relevant for the evaluation of 7y de ned by Eq. (25) are
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T he in aginary part of 7y does not contrlbute to ~ (0;k). Carrying out the gp-integral in
Egs. (16) and (26) yilds:

Z 7
~@ k)= U’ % 4 C &k;k%q) @3)
a k°
VAR
s@0;k)=U? x q C &;k%q) ; @4)
q kO
where
EkOE k0+q ~k0~k0+q kO k0+q
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4Ek quOEkO+q Ek q + Ek0+ Ek0+q

1g. Baym and L P.Kadano , Phys.Rev. 124, 287 (1961); G.Baym , Phys.Rev. 127, 1391
(1962).

2P .Nozkres, Theory of Interacting Ferm i System s Benfm In, New York, 1964).

3 J.Feldm an, J.M agnen, V .R vasseau, and E . Trubow iz, iIn T he State ofM atter, edited by M .
A izenm ann and H . A raki, A dvanced Series In M athem atical Physics Vol. 20 W orld Scienti c
1994).

4J.Feldm an, H .Knorrer, M . Salm hofer, and E . Trubow iz, J. Stat. Phys. 94, 113 (1999).

5 See, for exam p¥,D J.Scalapino, Phys.Rep.250, 329 (1995);D J.Scalapinoand SR .W hite,
Found.Phys. 31, 27 (2001).

®D.Zanchiand H .J. Schulz, Phys.Rev.B 61, 13609 (2000); C J.Halboth and W .M etzner,
Phys.Rev.B 61, 7364 (2000); C .Honerkam p, M . Saln hofer, N . Furukawa, and T M . R ice,
Phys.Rev.B 63, 035109 (2001).

14



7C J.Haboth and W .M etzner, Phys.Rev. Lett. 85, 5162 (2000).
8H.Yamase and H .Kohno, J.Phys. Soc. Jon. 69, 332 (2000); 69, 2151 (2000).

°I.Grote, E .K ording, and F .W egner, J.Low Temp.Phys.126, 1385 (2002); V .H ankevych, I.

10 5ee, for example, JW .Negek and H. O rland, Quantum M any-P artick System s (A ddison—
W esky, Reading, M A, 1987).

1 J.Feldm an, M .Sal hofer, and E . Trubow iz, J.Stat.Phys. 84,1209 (1996); Commun.Pure
ApplM ath.51, 1133 (1998); Commun.Pure AppL M ath.52, 273 (1999).

127 .Georges and JS.Yedidia, Phys.Rev.B 43, 3475 (1991).

13 See, or exam ple, The Hubbard M odel, edited by A . M ontorsi W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore,
1992).

14 A 1so sm all num erical errors can be su cient to start the sym m etry breaking in the iteration
procedure.

1> S A .K ivelson, E . Fradkin, and V .J.Em ery, N ature 393, 550 (1998).
oy .0 ganesyan, S A . K irelson, and E . Fradkin, Phys.Rev.B 64, 195109 (2001).

"M .Voita, Y . Zhang, and S. Sachdev, Phys.Rev. Lett. 85, 4940 (2000); Int.J.M od.Phys.B
14, 3719 (2000).

18 For a review ofthe attractive H ubbard m odel (and extensions), see R .M icnas, J.R anninger,

and S.Robaszkiew icz, Rev.M od.Phys. 62, 113 (1990).

Ppgs J.vanD ongen, Phys.Rev. Lett. 67, 757 (1991).

15


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207612

FIGURES
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FIG.1l. The Feynm an diagram s contrbuting to the renom alized selfenergy ~at rst and
second order perturbation theory; the two-particle vertices represent the antisym m etrized In—
teraction, oneparticlke vertices the countertermm , and lines the renom alized bare propagator
Go.

(0,m) (T, 1T
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FIG.2. Param etrization of counterterm s In the st quadrant of the Brillbuin zone; the
countertem s are constant along the straight lines connecting the line from ( ;0) to (0; ) wih
the points (0;0) and ( ; ), respectively; the dashed line illustrates a typical Fermm i surface.
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FIG.3. Gap function forn = 088 (larger am plitude) and n = 0:9 (sn aller am plitude) as a
function of the angle w ith respect to the ky-axis.

FIG .4. Fem isurfaces of the interacting system for di erent densitiesn.
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FIG .5. Second-order countertemm s ~ @) (0;Kr ) as a function of the anglk w ith respect to the
kyx-axis, for the densitiesn = 0:888;0:889;0:9 (from bottom to top).
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FIG.6. Gap function forn = 09 as a function of the angle w ith respect to the ky-axis for
the attractive U = 2t) Hubbard m odel.
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