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W e apply a wilsonian renorm alization group approach to the system of electrons in a two-

dim ensionalsquare lattice interacting nearthe saddle-pointsofthe band,when the correlations at

m om entum Q � (�;�) prevailin the system . The detailed consideration ofthe spin degrees of

freedom allowsto discern the way in which the SU(2)spin invariance ispreserved in the renorm al-

ization process. Regarding the spin correlations, we �nd two di�erent universality classes which

correspond,in thecontextoftheextended Hubbard m odel,to having thebareon-siteinteraction U

repulsive orattractive.The �rstclassischaracterized by a spin instability which developsthrough

thecondensation ofparticle-holepairswith m om entum Q ,with thedisappearanceoftheFerm iline

in the neighborhood ofthe saddle-points. W ithin that class,the attractive or repulsive character

ofthe nearest-neighbor interaction V dictates whether there is or not a d-wave superconducting

instability in the system .Forthe Hubbard m odelwith juston-site interaction,we show thatsom e

ofthe irrelevant operators are able to trigger the superconducting instability. The naturalness of

the com peting instabilities is guaranteed by the existence ofa range ofdoping levels in which the

chem icalpotentialofthe open system is renorm alized to the levelofthe saddle-points. W e incor-

porate thise�ect to obtain the phase diagram as a function ofthe bare chem icalpotential,which

displaysa pointofoptim aldoping separating the regionsofsuperconductivity and spin instability.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

During thelastyearstherehasbeen m uch e�ortdevoted to thestudy ofstrongly correlated electron system s.The

interesthasbeen m aintained by thebehaviordisplayed by thehigh-Tc copper-oxidecom poundssincethediscovery of

theirsuperconductivity 15 yearsago [1].Therearea num beroffeaturesexhibited by these m aterialsthatdo not�t

into the conventionaltheoreticalfram eworks.The norm alstateofthe cupratesshowsforinstanceunusualtransport

properties and,m ore strikingly,a pseudogap phase in which partofthe density ofstates is lostat the Ferm ilevel

while the system rem ains conducting. It seem s that a new paradigm is needed to describe these m aterials,in the

sam eway asthe Ferm iliquid pictureaccountsforthe behaviorofconventionalm etals.

From thetheoreticalpointofview,progresshasbeen m adeduringthepastdecadein understandingthefoundations

ofLandau’sFerm iliquid theory and,consequently,the possible deviationsthatm ay open the way to a new kind of

m etallic behavior [2{4]. The m ost powerfulm ethod used in this task has been the renorm alization group (RG )

approach developed for interacting ferm ion system s [2]. W e have learned from it that the Ferm iliquid picture is

a very robustdescription ofthe m etallic state. There are only a few perturbationsthat m ay destabilize the Ferm i

liquid,favoring the form ation ofstateswith di�erenttypesofsym m etry breaking.The Ferm iliquid representsitself

a universality class in which any electron system falls at dim ension D � 2,unless the interaction is su�ciently

long-ranged [5{11]orthe Ferm isurfacedevelopssingularpoints[12].

Soon afterthediscovery ofthehigh-Tc superconductivity,itwasproposed thatthepresenceofnonlineardispersion

near the Ferm iline ofthe copper-oxide layers could be at the origin ofthe unconventionalbehavior [13,14]. The

ferm ion system s in a two-dim ensional(2D) square lattice have necessarily saddle-points in their band dispersion,

which give rise to Van Hove singularitieswhere the density ofstatesdivergeslogarithm ically. In the m ostcom m on

instances,the two inequivalentsaddle-pointslie atthe boundary ofthe Brillouin Zone,and theirhybridization has

been proposed to explain theexistenceofa d-waveorderparam eterin thesuperconducting phase[15{19],asobserved

experim entally. Furtherinvestigationshave shown thatthe unconventionaltransportpropertiesin the norm alstate

m ay be accounted for by the proxim ity ofthe Ferm ilevelto the Van Hove singularity (VHS) in the copper-oxide

layers[20{24].

A carefulexam ination ofthekinem aticsnearthesaddle-pointshasshown indeed thata superconducting instability

with d-waveorderparam eterarisesin thet� t0Hubbard m odelwith barerepulsiveinteraction [25,26].Them echanism

at work is ofthe sam e kind described by K ohn and Luttinger as giving rise to a p-wave pairing instability in the

three-dim ensionalFerm iliquid [27,28],but adapted now to the 2D m odelwith saddle-points near the Ferm iline.

O therstudieshave considered in detailthe in
uence ofthe entire Ferm iline in the developm entofthe instabilities

ofthe system [29,30]. They have given furthersupportto the picture ofa com petition between a spin-density-wave
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instability and a pairing instability with d-wave orderparam eterin the t� t0 Hubbard m odelwith the Ferm ilevel

attheVHS.M orerecently,a re�ned renorm alization program hasbeen im plem ented in Ref.[31]by trying to handle

the m om entum dependence ofthe vertex functions in the scaling procedure,whathascon�rm ed the appearance of

di�erentphaseswith sym m etry breaking in the spin and the chargesector.

Despitealltheresultsobtained in thesystem ofelectronsneartheVHS,therearestillim portantobstaclesprecluding

a precisedescription ofthee�ectivetheory atlow energies.From a technicalpointofview,thesourceoftheproblem

istheappearanceofinfrared singularitiesin theRG approach afteraccom plishing therenorm alization oftheleading

logarithm . Som e vertex functions,like the four-point interaction with vanishing totalincom ing m om entum at the

one-loop levelorthe electron self-energy atthe two-loop level,getlog
2
(�)correctionsin term softhe energy cuto�

�. After applying the standard RG program ,the renorm alized quantities stillcontain factors ofthe form log(�).

This factquestions the predictability ofthe theory since the argum entofthe logarithm has a hidden energy scale,

which sets the strength ofthe corrections. From a form alpoint ofview,the theory becom es nonrenorm alizable in

the standard RG approach,since the energy cuto� isnotthe only dim ensionfulvariable thatappearsin the scaling

process.

The problem ofthe renorm alizability ofthe theory can be best handled by adopting a wilsonian RG approach,

in which only the high-energy m odes that live at the cuto� � are integrated out at each RG step. In the present

paper we follow Shankar’s RG program for interacting ferm ion system s [2],which has the advantage ofdecoupling

therenorm alization oftheBCS channel(with vanishing m om entum ofthecolliding particles)from thatoftherestof

the channelsatthe one-loop level.

M oreover,the im portantfeature ofthe wilsonian approach isthatitallowsto setfree the chem icalpotential,so

thatitcan readjustitselfateach step ofintegration.The issue ofthe renorm alization ofthe chem icalpotentialhas

been discussed in Ref.[2]in thecontextofFerm iliquid theory,and itreachesgreatsigni�cancewhen considering the

system ofelectronsneartheVHS.Thechem icalpotentialcannotbe�xed atthesingularity from thestart,sinceitis

actually the scale needed to regularize the infrared singularitiesthatappearin the standard RG procedure.O n the

otherhand,the �nallocation ofthe chem icalpotentialrelative to the VHS isnotarbitrary,since itisa dynam ical

quantity thatscalesin a predictableway upon renorm alization.

W e rem ark thatthe renorm alization devised in the paperassum esa constantvalueofthebarechem icalpotential,

instead ofa constant particle num ber ofthe system . That is,we describe a situation appropriate for an electron

system in contact with a charge reservoir,which sets the nom inalvalue �0 ofthe ensem ble. The renorm alization

accountsforthereduction su�ered by thee�ectivechem icalpotentialinside theelectron system dueto therepulsive

interaction.Thisdescription oftheelectron system atconstantnom inalchem icalpotentialism ostappropriatewhen

dealing with the Cu-O layersofthe cuprate superconductors,since itprovidesa realization ofthe contactofthe 2D

layerswith the charge reservoir.The conclusion isthata variation in the externalchem icalpotentialdoesnothave

alwaysa linear correspondence with the variation ofthe �nalrenorm alized value of�,which is identi�ed with the

Ferm ienergy ofthe electron system .

The renorm alization ofthe chem icalpotentialm akes possible to address the question ofthe naturalness ofthe

picturein which theFerm ilevelis�ne-tuned to theVHS.Thestrength ofthepredicted instabilitiesdependscrucially

on the proxim ity ofthe Ferm ienergy to the singularity.Thishasbeen the m ain criticism to the proposalsclaim ing

thatthefeaturesofthecopper-oxidem aterialscould berelated to thepropertiesofelectronsinteracting neara VHS.

W e willshow thatthechem icalpotentialisrenorm alized towardsthe VHS in a certain rangeof�lling levels,in such

a way thatitm ay becom e pinned to the singularity in the low-energy theory. This factwasalready anticipated in

Refs.[32],[33]and [16],and ithasbeen used to curetheinfrared singularitiesoftheelectron self-energy in Ref.[21].

In the presentpaper,we willtake into accountsuch an e�ectto determ ine in a predictable way the strength ofthe

pairing instability in the system ,asa function ofthe di�erentvaluesofthe barechem icalpotential.

In the next section we describe the system to which ouranalysis applies. In Section IIIwe classify the di�erent

renorm alized verticesthatarise by explicitconsideration ofthe spin degreesoffreedom . The universality classesof

the system are obtained in Section IV,where we also show the way in which the SU(2)spin invariance ispreserved

along theRG 
ow.Section V isdevoted to establish thepropertiesofthespin instability ofthesystem ,whileSection

VIanalyzestherenorm alization ofthe chem icalpotentialto determ inethe region ofthe phasediagram in which the

superconducting instability prevails.Finally,the lastsection isdevoted to draw the m ain conclusionsofthiswork.

II.T H E M O D EL

W e take asstarting pointofouranalysisa system ofinteracting electronsin the 2D square lattice with nearest-

neighborhopping tand next-to-nearest-neighborhopping t0.Theband dispersion ofthem odelisgiven by

"(k)= � 2t(cos(kx)+ cos(ky))+ 4t
0
cos(kx)cos(ky) (1)
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where we have set the lattice spacing equalto one. Som e ofthe energy contour lines are shown in Fig. 1. The

dispersion hastwo inequivalentsaddle-pointsA and B attheboundary oftheBrillouin Zone.In theirneighborhood,

the energy ofthe one-particlestatescan be approxim ated by the quadraticform

"A ;B (k)� � (t� 2t
0
)k

2

x � (t� 2t
0
)k

2

y (2)

wherethe m om enta kx and ky m easurenow sm alldeviationsfrom A and B .

FIG .1. Contourenergy m ap forthe t� t
0 m odelaboutthe Van Hove �lling.

Asa consequenceofthenonlinearcharacterofthedispersion,thedensity ofstatesn(")divergeslogarithm ically at

the levelofthe saddle-points

n(")� clog(t=j"j)=(4�
2
t) (3)

with c� 1=
p
1� 4(t0=t)2. Thisim pliesthat,when the Ferm ilevelisclose to the VHS,m ostpartofthe low-energy

statesare concentrated in the neighborhood ofthe two saddle-points. In orderto apply the RG approach,we m ay

take two patches where the quadratic approxim ation (2) holds around the saddle-points. Higher-order corrections

to the expression (2) are irrelevant under the scaling that m akes the action ofthe m odela �xed-point ofthe RG

transform ations,asweseein whatfollows.

W e considerthen a m odelwhoseaction atthe classicallevelis

S =
X

a

Z

dtd
2
p
�
i	

+

a�(p)@t	 a�(p)� ("a(p)� �0)	
+

a�(p)	 a�(p)
�

+
X

a;b;c;d

Z

dtd
2
p1d

2
p2d

2
p3d

2
p4U (p1;p2;p3;p4)	

+

a�(p1)	
+

b�0(p2)	 c�0(p4)	 d�(p3)�(p1 + p2 � p3 � p4) (4)

wherethe indicesa;b;c;d run overthe two patchesaround A and B .

The scaling transform ation thatleavesinvariantthe kineticterm ofthe action is

@t ! s@t (5)

p ! s
1=2

p (6)

	 a�(p)! s
� 1=2

	 a�(p) (7)

Itiseasily checked that,with thetransform ation (5)-(7),theinteraction term in theaction (4)isalso scaleinvariant

fora constantvalue ofthe potentialU (p1;p2;p3;p4). Ifthisisnotconstant,provided thatitisa regularfunction

ofthe argum ents we can resortto an expansion in powers ofthe m om enta. O nly the constantterm is signi�cant,

since the restofhigher-orderterm sfade away upon scaling to the low-energy lim its! 0.Thism eansthatwe m eet

the �rstrequirem entto apply the RG program ,thatisto have a m odelwhich convergesto a �xed-pointunderRG

transform ationsatthe classicallevel.

In the above scaling,we already �nd the �rstdeviation in the RG program with respectto the analysisofFerm i

liquid theory. In the case ofa m odelwith circularFerm iline,the interaction term is scale invariantonly for very

specialkinem atics ofthe scattering processes [2]. In our m odel,we have seen that no constraint is needed on the

fourm om enta involved in the interaction atthe classicallevel. Itisonly aftertaking into accountvirtualprocesses

thatthe interactionswillstartto grow large under scaling forsom e particularchoicesofthe kinem atics. This will
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singleouta num berofso-called m arginally relevantchannelsam ong allthe scattering processes,recovering then the

sim ilitude with the analysisofFerm iliquid theory atthe quantum level.

Thetwo-patch RG analysisofthet� t0Hubbard m odelhasproven to givethedom inantinstabilitiesofthesystem

with the Ferm ilevelat the VHS.For t0 > 0:276 t,a ferrom agnetic phase has been found below a certain critical

frequency [25,26,34,35],in agreem entwith the resultsobtained from M onte Carlo calculations[36].In thispaperwe

willbe interested in the regim e with t0 < 0:276 t,where the com petition between a spin instability and a pairing

instability arises,m aking the m odelm oreappropriateforthe com parison with the phenom enology ofthe cuprates.

III.W ILSO N IA N R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N G R O U P

In what follows we apply a wilsonian RG approach to obtain the low-energy e�ective theory ofthe system . W e

proceed by progressiveintegration ofthem odesin twothin shellsofwidth d�atdistance�in energy below and above

the Ferm ilevel,asdepicted in Fig. 2. Forthe tim e being,we willassum e thatthe Ferm ilevelis located precisely

atthe VHS,unlessotherwise stated. Thisiscrucialto obtain a signi�cantrenorm alization in any ofthe interaction

channels,and lateron wewillcom m enton the naturalnessofthissituation.
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FIG .2. Picture ofthe density ofstatesn(")and ofthe renorm alization ofthe chem icalpotential� by integration ofstates

atthe energy cuto� �.

The vertex functionsm ay becom e relevant,thatisincreasingly largeatlow energies,only forvery de�nite choices

ofthe kinem atics. Focusing on the four-pointinteraction vertex,this is renorm alized by a quantity oforderd� at

each RG step only when the m om entum transfer along a pair ofexternallines is either 0 or Q � (�;�),or when

the totalm om entum ofthe incom ing m odes vanishes (BCS channel). In the present work we dealwith the latter

two instances,sincethe�rstcorrespondsto thecaseofforward-scatteringinteractions,which aresubdom inantin the

ranget0< 0:276tthatweareconsidering.In thisregim e,thedivergencesatvanishingm om entum -transferarerelated

to charge instabilitiesofthe system ,which have been treated in detailelsewhere [37]. W e willsee thatdivergences

in the channelwith m om entum transferQ give rise to a spin instability,which com peteswith the superconducting

instability in the BCS channelin the m odelwith a bareon-siterepulsiveinteraction.

Thedi�erentkinem aticswhich m ay appearin theBCS channelarelisted in Fig.3.W e allow forthepossibility of

Um klapp processesin which the incom ing m odesscatterfrom oneofthe saddlepointsto the other.

(a) (b)
k -k k -k

-p -ppp

IV UV

FIG .3. BCS verticesthatundergo renorm alization by particle-particlediagram s.Thesolid and dashed linesstand form odes

in the neighborhood ofthe two di�erentsaddle points.

4



The di�erentkinem aticalpossibilitiesthatarise in the channelwith m om entum transferQ are classi�ed in Figs.

4 and 5. The �rst includes the interactions in which the incom ing m odes are at di�erent saddle points,while the

latter contains the Um klapp processes. The other im portant distinction is between direct (D ) and exchange (E )

interactions. Directprocessesare those in which the m om entum transferQ istaken by the sam e scattered ferm ion

line,while in a exchange processthe m om entum transfertakesplace between two di�erentferm ion linesconnected

only by the interaction.

k+Q

k p

k+Q

k p

k p k p

k+Q k+Q

Q DQD

Q QE E

(a) (b)

(d)(c)

p-Q p-Q

p-Q p-Q

FIG .4. D irectand exchange verticesthatundergo renorm alization by particle-hole diagram s.

DU

EU

DU

EU

k+Q p+Q

k p

k+Q p+Q

k p

k p k p

p+Q k+Q p+Q k+Q

(a) (b)

(d)(c)
FIG .5. Um klapp verticesthatundergo renorm alization by particle-hole diagram s.

The interaction vertices depicted in Figs. 3-5 are allrenorm alized upon reduction ofthe cuto� �. This can be

traced back to thedivergentbehaviorofthedi�erentsusceptibilitiesofthem odel.By integration ofthe high-energy

m odesin the shellsofwidth d�,the particle-holesusceptibility atm om entum Q getsa contribution

d�ph(Q )=
c0

4�2t
d�=� (8)

where c0 � log

h�

1+
p
1� 4(t0=t)2

�

=(2t0=t)

i

[38]. In the sam e fashion,the contribution to the particle-particle

susceptibility atzero totalm om entum is

5



d�pp(0)=
c

4�2t
log(�)d�=� (9)

In the latter case,the resultofthe di�erentialintegration divergeslogarithm ically in the lim it � ! 0. This has

been a source ofproblem sin the usualRG analysesofthe m odel. The de�nition ofthe argum entin the logarithm

needsan additionalscale,whilea properRG scaling requiresthattheenergy istheonly dim ensionfulvariablein the

problem .Ithasto be realized thatthe coe�cientatthe right-hand-sideofEq.(9)representsactually the density of

states.Thishasto be born in m ind forthe correctim plem entation ofthe RG approach,aswewilldiscusslater.

Letusdeal�rstwith the renorm alization ofthe verticeswith BCS kinem aticsin Fig.3.Atthe one-loop level,the

verticesVI and VU getcorrectionsoforderd�=� from the diagram sshown in Fig.6.Itisim portantto realize that

thesearetheonly diagram sto betaken into accountto �rstorderin d�.Therearealso correctionsfrom particle-hole

diagram sbut,aslong asthe m om entum thatgoesinto the particle-holeloop isnotprecisely zero orQ ,these term s

areoforder(d�)2 and thereforeirrelevantin the low-energy lim it,asshown graphically in Fig.7.

q -q q -q

p -p p -p

q -q q -q

p -p p -p

(c)

(a) (b)

(d)

FIG .6. Particle-particle diagram srenorm alizing the BCS verticesatthe one-loop level.

q

FIG .7. Picture ofthe high-energy shells ofwidth d� ata given saddle-point. The dark regions representthe contribution

to a particle-hole diagram when q isthe totalincom ing m om entum .

The BCS verticesm ix between them selvesalone atthe one-loop level,and the situation issim ilarin thatrespect

to the generalanalysis ofthe 2D Ferm iliquid [2]. The degree ofrenorm alization depends on the density ofstates
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n(")attheshellsintegrated out.Forlateruse,weconsideratthispointthem ostgeneralcasein which thechem ical

potential� doesnotcoincide from the startwith the levelofthe VHS.The di�erentialRG equationstake then the

form

�
@VI

@�
= cn(� � �)

�
V
2

I + V
2

U

�
(10)

�
@VU

@�
= 2cn(� � �)V IVU (11)

These equationswere considered in Ref.[25],and they also appearasthe leading orderin the RG approach ofRef.

[31].

W e considernextthe renorm alization ofthe verticesE Q ? and E U ? ,which have also the property thatthey m ix

only between them selvesin the one-loop correctionslinearin d�. These have been represented in Fig. 8. Itcan be

checked thatany otherdiagram sgive irrelevantcontributionsoforder(d�)2,because they involve eithera particle-

holesusceptibility atm om entum di�erentfrom Q ora particle-particlesusceptibility with totalm om entum di�erent

from zero.In the lattercase,forinstance,itisshown in Fig.9 thatthe num berofinterm ediate statesproduced by

integration ofhigh-energy m odesisquadratic,instead oflinearin d�.

(c)

(a) (b)

(d)

k+Q k+Q

k p p

p+Q k+Q p+Q k+Q

k p k p

k

p-Q p-Q

FIG .8. Particle-hole diagram srenorm alizing the verticesE Q ? and E U ? atthe one-loop level.

q

FIG .9. Sam e schem e asin Fig.7.The dark regionsrepresentthe contribution to a particle-particle diagram when q isthe

totalincom ing m om entum .
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The di�erentialRG equationsforthe pairofverticesread

�
@E Q ?

@�
= � c0(E 2

Q ? + E
2

U ? )=(4�
2
t) (12)

�
@E U ?

@�
= � c0E Q ? E U ? =(2�

2
t) (13)

These equationswere obtained in Ref.[25],where the nam esUinter and Uum k were used instead ofE Q ? and E U ?

introduced in thepresentpaper.Thesam eequationsalsoariseatthedom inantlevelin thefunctionalrenorm alization

ofRef.[31].

W enow turn to therestofthevertices,D Q k,D Q ? ,E Q k,D U k,D U ? and E U k,which renorm alizeam ongthem selves

attheone-loop level.ItisclearthattheverticesD Q k and E Q k cannotbedistinguished from each otherjustby looking

at the externallegs. The sam e applies to D U k and E U k. At the one-loop level,one can stilldiscern whether the

m om entum transferQ takesplace along the sam e scattered ferm ion line ornot. However,the di�erentcorrections

haveto organizeso thattheabovepairsofverticesenterin thecom binationsD Q k � E Q k and D U k � E U k,which are

the quantitiesthatm akephysicalsense.In thatrespect,the situation issim ilarto whathappenswith the couplings

g1k and g2k in the one-dim ensionalelectron system s[39].

The one-loop renorm alization ofthe verticesprovidesan explicitproofofthe above statem ent. The vertex D Q k

getslinearcorrectionsin d� from the diagram sshown in Fig.10,while E Q k isrenorm alized by the diagram sshown

in Fig.11.TheirRG equationsread then

�
@D Q k

@�
= c

0

�

D
2

Q k
+ D

2

Q ? + D
2

U k + D
2

U ? � 2D Q kE Q k � 2D U kE U k

�

=(4�
2
t) (14)

�
@E Q k

@�
= � c0

�

E
2

Q k
+ E

2

U k

�

=(4�
2
t) (15)

(16)

Thesetwo equationscan be com bined to be written in term softhe physicalvertex,

�
@
�
D Q k � E Q k

�

@�
= c

0

h�
D Q k � E Q k

�2
+
�
D U k � E U k

�2
+ D

2

Q ? + D
2

U ?

i

=(4�
2
t) (17)

k p k p

k+Q k+Q

(c) (d)

(a) (b)

k p k p

k+Q k+Q

p-Q p-Q

p-Q p-Q

FIG .10. Particle-hole diagram srenorm alizing the vertex D Q k atthe one-loop level.
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k k

(a) (b)

k+Q k+Q

p p

p-Q p-Q

FIG .11. Particle-hole diagram srenorm alizing the vertex E Q k atthe one-loop level.

TheRG equationsfortherem aining verticesalso depend on thecom binationsD Q k � E Q k and D U k � E U k.In the

caseofD Q ? ,wehave

�
@D Q ?

@�
= c

0
��
D Q k � E Q k

�
D Q ? +

�
D U k � E U k

�
D U ?

�
=(2�

2
t) (18)

Finally,the RG equationsforD U k,D U ? and E U k takethe form

�
@D U k

@�
= c

0
�
D Q kD U k � D Q kE U k � D U kE Q k + D Q ? D U ?

�
=(2�

2
t) (19)

�
@E U k

@�
= � c

0
E Q kE U k=(2�

2
t) (20)

�
@D U ?

@�
= c

0
��
D Q k � E Q k

�
D U ? +

�
D U k � E U k

�
D Q ?

�
=(2�

2
t) (21)

Asa �nalcheck,the equation forD U k � E U k turnsoutto depend on the physicalcom bination ofcouplings

�
@
�
D U k � E U k

�

@�
= c

0
��
D Q k � E Q k

��
D U k � E U k

�
+ D Q ? D U ?

�
=(2�

2
t) (22)

IV .U N IV ER SA LIT Y C LA SSES

W e discuss now the universality classes in which the system m ay fallregarding the spin correlations. W e will

focuson the analysisofbarerepulsiveinteractions,thatiswherethecom petition between spin and superconducting

instabilitiesarises.W ewillseethatourRG schem eisableto preservethespin-rotationalinvarianceofm odelswhose

bareinteractionshavesuch asym m etry.Thisprovidesanothernontrivialcheck ofourRG approach,asourfram ework

o�ersthe possibility to analyzethe scaling ofinteractionswith and withoutthe SU(2)spin sym m etry.

The interactionsofphysicalinteresthave the property thatD Q k � E Q k = D U k � E U k and D Q ? = D U ? . These

conditions are m aintained along the RG 
ow ifthey are satis�ed by the bare couplings. Thus,it is usefulto work

with the setofcouplings

D
�

k
� D Q k � E Q k � D U k � E U k (23)

D
�

?
� D Q ? � D U ? (24)

From the resultsofthe preceding section,thesenew couplingssatisfy the equations

�
@D

�

k

@�
= c

0

h

(D
�

k
)
2
+ (D

�

?
)
2

i

=(4�
2
t) (25)

�
@D

�

?

@�
= c

0
D

�

k
D

�

?
=(2�

2
t) (26)

Theuniversality classesofthesystem can beobtained from theintegralsofEqs.(25)and (26).W estick to thecase

in which D
�

k
= D

�

?
= 0.The 
ow forthe couplingsD

+

k
and D

+

?
isrepresented in Fig.12.Focusing on interactions

thatare repulsive atthe initialstage ofthe RG ,thatisD
+

k
> 0 and D

+

?
> 0,we observe two possible behaviorsof
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the renorm alized couplings. In the case in which the bare couplings satisfy D
+

k
� D

+

?
,the 
ow is bounded and it

convergesm onotonically to the origin ofthe space ofcouplings. Ifwe startotherwise from a pointwith D
+

k
< D

+

?
,

the 
ow becom esunstable and itapproachesa regim ein which D
+

k
! � 1 and D

+

?
! + 1 .

D

D

+

+

FIG .12. Flow ofthe renorm alized couplingsin the (D
+

k
;D

+

?
)plane.

Theregionswith stableand unstable
ow correspond to respectiveuniversality classes,which im ply quitedi�erent

physicalproperties. Let us focus, for instance, on the extended Hubbard m odelwith on-site interaction U and

interaction V between nearest-neighborsites.Theappropriatebarevaluesforthe couplingsin Figs.4 and 5 are

D Q k = D Q ? = U � 4V (27)

E Q k = E Q ? = U + �V (28)

D U k = D U ? = U � 4V (29)

E U k = E U ? = U � �V (30)

with 0 < �;� < 4. W e have forthe initialvaluesofthe 
ow D
+

k
= � (8+ � � �)V and D

+

?
= 2U � 8V . W ith the

physically sensible choice � = �,we see thatthe attractive orrepulsive characterofthe on-site interaction dictates

whetherthe RG 
ow isbounded ornotin the upperhalf-plane ofFig.12.

The factthatthe 
ow isnotbounded forU > 0 pointsto the developm entofsom einstability in the system .The

divergenceofthe renorm alized couplingsrepresentsthefailureto describethem odelin term softheoriginalferm ion

variables.Theunderlying physicale�ectisthecondensation ofboson degreesoffreedom ,aswewillshow in thenext

section.Thepreservation ofthespin-rotationalinvarianceateach step oftheRG processhelpsto clarify thephysical

interpretation ofthe instability and to discern the issueofthe spontaneousbreakdown ofthe sym m etry.

W e pay attention then to the way in which the SU(2) spin sym m etry is preserved in our RG fram ework. This

can be analyzed by looking at the response functions for the di�erent com ponents ofthe spin operator. Since the

renorm alized interactionsgrow largeatm om entum transferQ = (�;�),wefocuson the correlationsofthe operator

Sj(Q )=
X

k

	
+

� (k + Q )�
��

0

j 	 �0(k) j= x;y;z (31)

The scaling properties ofthe response functions can be studied in the sam e fashion as for the interacting one-

dim ensionalferm ion system s[40].Theresponsefunction R z(!)forthe Sz(Q )operator,forinstance,isrenorm alized

by the diagram s shown in Fig. 13. After taking the derivative with respect to the cuto� and im posing the self-

consistency ofthe diagram m aticexpansion,weobtain

@R z

@�
= �

2c0

�2t

1

�
+

c0

�2t

�
D Q k � E Q k + D U k � E U k � D Q ? � D U ?

� 1

�
R z (32)
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p q

p q

(a)

p q

p q

p q

p q

(b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

p+Q q+Q p+Q q+Q

p+Q q+Q p+Q q+Q

q+Q q+Qp+Q p+Q

FIG .13. First-ordercontributionsto the correlatorofthe Sz operator.

TheresponsefunctionsR x(!)and R y(!)fortheothertwo com ponentsofthespin operatorareboth renorm alized

by the diagram sshown in Fig.14.Following the sam eprocedureasforR z(!),weobtain

@R x

@�
= �

2c0

�2t

1

�
�

c0

�2t
(E Q ? + E U ? )

1

�
R x (33)

and a com pletely sim ilarequation forR y(!).

p qp q

q+Q q+Qp+Q p+Q

(a) (b)

FIG .14. First-ordercontributionsto the correlatorsofthe Sx and Sy operators.

The responsefunctionsR x(!);R y(!)and R z(!)can be m adeexactly equalifthe equation

D Q k � E Q k + D U k � E U k � D Q ? � D U ? = � E Q ? � E U ? (34)

is satis�ed allalong the 
ow. From Eqs. (12),(13),(25),and (26),we observe that this is autom atically ful�lled

when thecondition isim posed fortheinitialvaluesofthecouplings.In thecaseoftheextended Hubbard m odel,we

haveindeed forthe barecouplingsin Eqs.(27)-(30)

D Q ? + D U ? � D Q k + E Q k � D U k + E U k = E Q ? + E U ? = 2U + (� � �)V (35)

Thecondition isactually satis�ed by thecouplingsofany ham iltonian thatisinvariantunderrotations.W eshow in

thisway thatthe SU(2)spin sym m etry can be preserved ateach pointofthe RG 
ow ofthe couplings,so thatthe

low-energy e�ective action keepsthe invarianceofthe bareham iltonian.

V .SP IN IN STA B ILIT Y

W e proceed to determ ine the physicalproperties ofthe universality class corresponding to the unstable 
ow in

the upper half-plane ofFig. 12. The divergence ofthe renorm alized couplings D
+

?
� D

+

k
and E Q ? + E U ? results
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in the divergence ofthe response functionsR x,R y and R z ata certain value oftheirargum ent. Thispointsatthe

developm entofan instability in the spin sectoratthe corresponding value ofthe energy m easured from the Ferm i

level.

Thedivergenceoftheresponsefunctionsim pliestheexistenceofa poleata given frequency !c.From thesolution

to Eqs.(12),(13),(25),and (26),the value ofthe pole isgiven by

1� (D
+

?
(�0)� D

+

k
(�0))�ph(Q ;!c)= 0 (36)

where D
+

?
(�0)and D

+

k
(�0)are the initialvalues ofthe couplings. As long asthe susceptibility �ph atm om entum

Q divergeslogarithm ically in the low-frequency lim it,itisclearthatthe above condition issatis�ed no m atterhow

sm allthe initialvalue ofthe coupling D
+

?
� D

+

k
m ay be.

Itisim portantto bearin m ind thatthe susceptibility �ph atm om entum Q hasa �nite im aginary part,which is

essentialto discern the nature ofthe ground state ofthe system .The im aginary partiscom puted in the Appendix,

and itturnsoutto be c0=(8�t).The equation (36)can be written then in the form

1� (D
+

?
(�0)� D

+

k
(�0))

c0

4�2t
log(i�0=!c)= 0 (37)

which showsthatthe poleoccursfora pure im aginary value!c = ij!cj.

The appearance ofa pole in the correlatorofa boson operatorfor a pure im aginary frequency correspondsto a

phenom enon ofcondensation,in thesam efashion asithappensin thecaseofa pairing instability [41].In thepresent

instance,theboson-likeobjectisthespin operatoratm om entum Q de�ned in Eq.(31).Thefactthatthepolearises

ata valueij!cjm eansthattheinstability pertainsactually to thetheory posed at�nitetem perature,and thatthere

isa transition to a condensed phaseata tem peratureofthe orderofm agnitudegiven by j!cj.

In ourcase,the boson operatorthatacquiresa nonvanishing m ean value due to the spin instability isthe vectorR
d2kd!	 +

� (k)�
��

0

	 �0(k + Q ).Thishasim portantconsequences,sincethediagram m aticapproach hasto berebuilt

below the pointofthe transition,in the sam eway asin the caseofa pairing instability [42].

Let us focus on the Hubbard m odel, i. e. on a m odelwith interaction between currents with opposite spin

projections.To �x ideas,suppose thatthe vectorS getsthe nonzero m ean value pointing in the x direction.Then,

therearetwodi�erentkindsofone-particlepropagators,sincethepresenceofthecondensateleadstotheconsideration

ofcorrelatorsofthe type h	
+

A "
(k;!)	 B #(k;!)i,aswellasofthe usualpropagatorsforwell-de�ned spin projection

neareach ofthe saddle-points.To include allthe di�erentpossibilities,we de�ne the propagatorG a�;b�0(k;!),with

indicesa;blabelling the saddle-pointsand �;�0 labelling the spin projections:

G a�;b�0(k;!)= ih	 +

a�(k;!)	 b�0(k;!)i (38)

TheSchwinger-Dyson equationsfortheone-particlepropagatorstaketheform shown graphically in Fig.15,where

the insertion ofthe wavy line representsthe factor

U

Z

d
2
kd!h	

+

A "
(k)	 B #(k + Q )i� � (39)

W e have,forinstance,the closed setofequations

G A ";A " = G
(0)

A ";A "
+ G

(0)

A ";A "
�G B #;A " (40)

G B #;A " = G
(0)

B #;B #
�
�
G A ";A " (41)

where the superindex 0 denotesthe corresponding propagatorbefore the introduction ofthe condensate. Eqs. (40)

and (41)can be com bined to givean equation forG A ";A ",which reads

G A ";A " = G
(0)

A ";A "
+ G

(0)

A ";A "
�G

(0)

B #;B #
�
�
G A ";A " (42)
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GA

= +

A, G
(0)

,

(0)
GA A ,AA GB ,A

k+Q kkkk

∆

(a)

=

B ,A G
(0)

B ,B GA ,A

kk+Q k+Q k

∆*

G

(b)
FIG .15. Self-consistent equations for the dressed propagators in the particle-hole condensate,in term s ofthe undressed

propagatorsatthe two inequivalentsaddle-points.

The solution to Eq.(42)takesthe form

G A ";A "(k;!)=
G
(0)

A ";A "
(k;!)

1� G
(0)

A ";A "
(k;!)j�j2G

(0)

B #;B #
(k;!)

(43)

in term softhe propagatorsatthe two di�erentsaddle-points

G
(0)

A ";A "
(k;!)=

1

! � "A (k)+ i� sgn(!)
(44)

G
(0)

B #;B #
(k;!)=

1

! � "B (k)+ i� sgn(!)
(45)

The im portant point is to determ ine the pole structure ofthe propagator (43). Its frequency dependence can be

expressed in the form

G A ";A "(k;!)=
! � "B (k)

(! � "A (k)+ i� sgn(!))(! � "B (k)+ i� sgn(!))� j�j2
(46)

=
u(k)2

! � "u(k)+ i� sgn(!)
+

v(k)2

! � "v(k)+ i� sgn(!)
(47)

with appropriateweightsu(k)2;v(k)2,and "u(k);"v(k)being the rootsofthe denom inatorin Eq.(46)

"u;v(k)=

�

"A (k)+ "B (k)�
p
("A (k)� "B (k))

2 + 4j�j2
�

=2 (48)

From thephysicalpointofview,them ostim portantfeatureistheappearanceofagap in thequasiparticlespectrum

near the saddle-points. This can be checked by determ ining the shape ofthe Ferm iline,which is given by setting

either"u(k)= 0 or"v(k)= 0.Both conditionslead to the equation

"A (k)"B (k)� j�j2 = 0 (49)

By recalling that "A (k) = � t� k
2
x + t+ k

2
y and "B (k) = t+ k

2
x � t� k

2
y,we end up with the equation satis�ed by the

pointsofthe Ferm iline

(t� k
2

x � t+ k
2

y)(t+ k
2

x � t� k
2

y)+ j�j2 = 0 (50)

Solving Eq.(50)forthe variablek2y,forinstance,we �nd thatthereisa solution only forvaluesofk
2
x such that

(t
2

+ � t
2

� )
2
k
4

x � 4j�j
2
t+ t� � 0 (51)

Rem inding that t� � t� 2t0,this condition im plies that,for sm allvalues oft0,there is a gap in the spectrum of

quasiparticlesin the range
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2t
0
k
2

x
<
� j�j (52)

W e see therefore thatthe gap opensup in the neighborhood ofthe saddle-points. The size ofthe partofthe Ferm i

line destroyed isbounded by
p
j�j=t0,in unitsofthe inverselattice spacing.

The form ation ofthe quasiparticlegap hasitsorigin in the hybridization ofm odesatdi�erentsaddle-points,asa

consequence ofthe enhanced scattering with m om entum transfer exactly equalto Q . Q uite rem arkably,this is an

e�ectthatcan bestudied in theweak couplingregim eofthem odel,and thegap appearsforarbitrarily sm allstrength

U oftheinteraction.From thetechnicalpointofview,thediscussion carried outin thissection parallelsthetreatm ent

oftheone-particleG reen functionsin theusualdescription ofthesuperconductinginstability [42].However,itisclear

thatthephysicalsetting isquitedi�erent.In thepresentsituation,thecondensateism adeofparticle-holepairswith

a nonvanishing averageprojection ofthespin.Thefactthata m acroscopicnum berofthesepairshasbeen form ed is

whatforcesthe quasiparticlesto liveoutofthe rangealready excited by the condensate.

An im portantissueconcernsthespontaneousbreakdown ofthespin-rotationalsym m etry in thecondensate.Letus

considerthe m odelatzero tem perature regarding thism atter.Itisclearthatthe nonvanishing averagespin cannot

havein principle any preferred direction in space.Recalling ourde�nition in Eq.(39),a realvalueof� im pliesthat

the spin ofthe condensatepointsin the x direction,since

Z

d
2
kd!h	

+

A "
(k)	 B #(k + Q )i+

Z

d
2
kd!h	

+

B #
(k + Q )	 A "(k)i+ A $ B = 2(�+ �

�
)=U (53)

A purely im aginary value of� im plies otherwise thatthe spin ofthe condensate liesin the y direction. Finally,it

m ay also be thatthe nonvanishing m ean value isrealized forthe z com ponentofthe spin

Z

d
2
kd!h	

+

A "
(k)	 B "(k + Q )i�

Z

d
2
kd!h	

+

A #
(k)	 B #(k + Q )i+ A $ B 6= 0 (54)

In theground stateofthem odelatzero tem perature,thespin ofthecondensatehasto pointin a de�nitedirection

and the SU(2) rotationalsym m etry is spontaneously broken. As a consequence,two G oldstone bosonsarise in the

spectrum ,which correspond to the spin wavesthatpropagate on top ofthe particle-hole condensate. These are the

gaplessexcitationsofthe m odel,togetherwith the quasiparticle excitationsthatexistsu�ciently faraway from the

saddle-points.

V I.SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G IN STA B ILIT Y

W e now turn to the instability that arises from the divergent 
ow ofEqs. (10) and (11). The integralofthese

equationsdependson the position ofthe chem icalpotentialwith respectto the VHS.Forthisreason,itiscrucialto

know how � dependson the cuto� � asthisisprogressively lowered.

The issue ofthe renorm alization ofthe chem icalpotentialhas to be treated necessarily in the fram ework ofthe

wilsonian RG approach.Asthehigh-energy m odesareintegrated outatthescale�,� shiftsitsposition by aquantity

propotionalto d�. Atthe sam e tim e,itisthe chem icalpotentialwhich setsthe levelto m easure the energy cuto�,

asshown graphically in Fig. 2. The outcom e isthat� adjustsitselfateach step ofthe RG process,untilthe point

in which the cuto� � islowered down to the �nalchem icalpotential.

Atthecom putationallevel,theshiftof� isgiven by thefrequency and m om entum -independentpartoftheelectron

self-energy,with interm ediate states taken from the high-energy m odes being integrated. The renorm alization is

proportionalto the chargeofthe occupied statesin the lowerslice ofwidth d�,which couplesthrough the forward-

scattering vertex F in the usualHartreeand exchangediagram s.The RG equation forthe chem icalpotentialreads

d�

d�
= F (� � �)n(� � �) (55)

The perturbative approach isfurtherim proved by incorporating the renorm alization ofthe F vertex,which bearsa

well-known dependence on the energy scalem easured from the VHS [26,37]

F (")� F0=(1� F0 log(j"j)=(4�
2
t)) (56)

W hen thedensity ofstatesn(")isa sm ooth function oftheenergy,the integration ofhigh-energy m odesproduces

a steady downward 
ow of�. The physicalinterpretation ofthis e�ectcorrespondsto the upward displacem entof

the one-particle levelsdue to the repulsive electronic interaction. In the neighborhood ofthe VHS,the dynam icsof

� becom es highly nonlinear given the singular behavior ofthe density ofstates in Eq. (55). It turns out that,in
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a certain range ofinitialvalues,the chem icalpotentialisrenorm alized down to the VHS and precisely pinned to it

in the low-energy regim e. As stated in the Introduction,this resultpertainsto a statisticaldescription in term sof

the grand canonicalensem ble.The physicalpicture isappropriatethen foran open system in contactwith a charge

reservoir,which setsthe barevalue�0 ofthe chem icalpotential.

In orderto evaluatethe in
uenceoftheVHS on therenorm alization ofthechem icalpotential,wehavesolved Eq.

(55)with the approxim atedensity ofstates

n(")= clog(t=j"j)=(4�2t) for j"j� 0:5t (57)

const: for j"j> 0:5t (58)

Thisexpression hasthe correctnorm alization forthe logarithm ic singularity in the 2D square lattice.The behavior

ofthe integralsofEq. (55)with such a density ofstatesis shown in Fig. 16. Itis m anifestthat,forinitialvalues

ofthe chem icalpotential�0 <� tabove the singularity,the �nalrenorm alized value of� liesvery close to the VHS.

Theseresultsareim portantto assurethattheenhancem entoftheinstabilitiesdueto thedivergentdensity ofstates

doesnotrely on �ne-tuning theFerm ilevelto theVHS,asthechem icalpotentialtendsto pin itselfin a naturalway

to the singularity.

0.25 0.5 0.75 1 1.25 1.5 1.75 2
Λ

− 0.75

− 0.5

− 0.25

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

µ

FIG .16. Scaling ofthe chem icalpotentialas a function ofthe high-energy cuto�. The results correspond to the Hubbard

coupling U = 4t.

TheintegralsofEq.(55)can beused now to�nd thesolutionsofEqs.(10)and (11)displayingthesuperconducting

instability. The form ofthe 
ow in the coupling constantspace is shown in Fig. 17. In the case ofbare repulsive

interactions,either the BCS couplings scale to zero for VI > VU ,or there is an unstable 
ow giving rise to the

superconducting instability when VI < VU . The latter instance is realized in lattice m odels which have a nearest-

neighborattractive interaction V besidesthe on-site U repulsive interaction. W hen V < 0,the bare coupling VI =

U + 4V isobviously sm allerthan thebarecoupling VU = U � 4V .W earehoweverm oreinterested in thecaseofthe

pureHubbard m odel,in which the barecouplingsliein the diagonalofthe �rstquadrantin Fig.17.

The couplingsread directly from the ham iltonian ofthe Hubbard m odelcorrespond to the boundary between the

regions ofstable and unstable 
ow. This m eans that the slightest perturbation m ay drive the system to either of

the two sides,which stressesthe role played by the irrelevantoperatorsunder these conditions. There are actually

perturbationsthatfadeaway when thetheory isscaled to low energies,butthatm ay beim portantbecausethey m ay

destabilizethe 
ow in the BCS channel.
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V
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U

FIG .17. Flow ofthe renorm alized BCS couplingsin the (VI;VU )plane.

In theparticularcaseoftheHubbard m odel,such irrelevantperturbationsaregiven by theiteration ofparticle-hole

diagram softhetypeshown in Fig.18.Apartfrom theparticle-particlediagram s,thesearetheonly correctionsthat

arisefrom thebarecouplingsofthem odel,and they arenotenhanced atlow energiessincetheparticle-holebubbles

do nothavethe appropriatekinem aticsto be oforder� d� in the wilsonian approach [2].

-p -p

(a) (b)

-k -k

p

k

p

k

FIG .18. Particle-hole correctionsto the BCS verticesin the Hubbard m odel.

The iteration ofthe bubbles in Fig. 18 givesrise to antiscreening diagram s,i. e. to correctionsthatadd to the

bare repulsive interaction. W e recallthatthe particle-hole bubble with totalm om entum aboutQ isenhanced with

the factorc0 given after Eq. (8),while thatwith m om entum about the origin is proportionalto the factor c given

afterEq.(3).Aslong asin the presentpaperwe rem ain in the ranget0< 0:276 t,we have thatc0 isgreaterthan c,

and we face the instance in which the irrelevantperturbationsm ake VU slightly largerthan VI atthe beginning of

the RG 
ow.

W e have solved the RG equations (10) and (11) taking as initialvalues for VI and VU the result ofadding the

ladderseriesbuiltfrom the diagram sin Fig.18,with a bare Hubbard coupling U = 4t. M oreover,in the resolution

we have introduced the dependence of� on � thatarisesfrom Eq. (55). Thisis one ofthe m ain accom plishm ents

ofourRG procedure,since the knowledge ofhow the VHS is approached isessentialto regularize the e�ectofthe

divergentdensity ofstates.

The results can be synthesized in the determ ination ofthe line at which the transition to the superconducting

state takesplace in the m odel.Thatischaracterized by the energy atwhich the BCS couplingsgrow largeor,m ore

conveniently,by the pointatwhich these couplingshavea singularity.Thisdependson the initialposition �0 ofthe

chem icalpotential,and ithasbeen represented asa function ofthisvariablein Fig.19.

W e �nd thatthe BCS couplingsdiverge only forvaluesof�0 in the range ofattraction to the VHS,thatiswhen

therenorm alized chem icalpotentialispinned to thesingularity.Thereisan optim alvalueof�0 forwhich thescaleof

thetransition reachesa m axim um ,asthechem icalpotentialstayscloserto theVHS during a greaterpartoftheRG


ow.Forlowervaluesof�0,the scaleofthe instability decreases,asa consequenceofthe factthatthe renorm alized

chem icalpotentialisnotprecisely pinned then to the VHS.
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FIG .19. Plot ofthe energy scale ofthe superconducting instability (thin line)and ofthe transition to the spin instability

phase (shaded region).

W ehavealso represented in Fig.19 theenergy atwhich thespin instability opensup,according to theestim ateof

Section V.W erealizethatthisscaleisalwaysabovetheenergy atwhich thesingularity developsin theBCS channel,

wheneverthe spin instability existsin the system . Thishappensforvaluesof�0 higherthan the optim alone. For

lowervalues,therenorm alized chem icalpotentialdeviatesfrom theVHS by an am ounteven largerthan thegap that

would be due to the spin instability,so that this does not �nd the conditions to develop. W e have then a picture

in which the pairing instability existsalonefor�0 below the optim aldoping,butitisactually precluded abovethat

levelsince thespin instability setsin beforewith the form ation ofa gap in the quasiparticlespectrum .

W e com m ent�nally on the sym m etry ofthe condensate wavefunction.The factthatthe Um klapp interaction VU
becom es increasingly repulsive when approaching the instability im plies that the wavefunction m ust have opposite

signsin the saddle-pointsA and B . Aslong asin the unstable 
ow we approach the asym ptotic regim e VI = � VU ,

the responsefunction forthe d-waveoperator

	
+

A "
(k)	

+

A #
(� k)� 	

+

B "
(k)	

+

B #
(� k)+ h:c: (59)

developsa singularity atthefrequency wherethecoupling VI � VU blowsup.By thesam etoken,itiseasily seen that

the response function forthe s-waveoperatordoesnotdisplay any divergence atlow energies. W ithoutthe need of

knowing precisely the shape ofthe gap,we m ay assure then thatthe sym m etry ofthe orderparam eterisofd-wave

type,with nodallinesatthe bisectorsofthe fourquadrants. Thisisin agreem entwith the resultsofm ore general

analyses,which show thatthesym m etry oftheorderparam etercan beascertain from thetopology oftheFerm iline

alone[12].

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paperwe have presented a study ofthe di�erentphasesofthe system ofelectronsinteracting neara Van

Hovesingularity,when thecorrelationsatm om entum Q � (�;�)prevailoverthoseatzerom om entum .In thecontext

ofa m odelwith nearest-neighborand next-to-nearest-neighborhopping,thishappensfor0 < t0< 0:276t,according

to thecom parison oftheprefactorscand c0thatappearin Eqs.(3)and (8),respectively.W ehaveapplied a wilsonian

RG approach following the sam e lines developed by Shankar in Ref[2]for the analysis ofFerm iliquid theory. W e

have paid attention to the spin degreesoffreedom when considering the di�erentinteractions,whathasallowed us

to discern theuniversality classesofthe system .

W e have seen that,regarding the spin correlations,there isa universality classcharacterized by a spin instability

in thelow-energy theory,in opposition to theregim eofcouplingswith sm ooth behaviorofthecorrelatorsforthespin

operators.In thecaseoftheextended Hubbard m odelwith on-siteinteraction U and nearest-neighborinteraction V ,

the spin instability arisesforU > 0,irrespectiveofthe value ofV ,and itisabsentforU < 0.

Severalauthorshavepreviously considered the com petition between the spin and the superconducting instabilites

in theuniversality classcorrespondingtothedivergent
ow in theupperhalf-planeofFig.12[15,17,25,26,29{31].O ur

analysishasshed lightintoa num beroffeaturesofthespin instability.W ehaveseen thatthistakesplacethrough the
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condensation ofparticle-hole pairswith m om entum Q .The factthata m acroscopicnum berofthese pairshasbeen

form ed iswhatforcesthe quasiparticlesto live outofthe range� excited by the condensatein the neighborhood of

the saddle-points. The Ferm iline isdestroyed in a region whose size isbounded by
p
j�j=t0,in unitsofthe inverse

lattice spacing.

This e�ect provides a paradigm for the disappearance ofthe Ferm isurface ofan electron system which di�ers

from the understanding ofsuch a phenom enon in M ott-Hubbard insulators. Those system s are supposed to be in

a strong-coupling regim e,in which the double occupancy ofeach lattice site is highly suppressed. In our case,we

need otherwiseto constrain theFerm ilevelneartheVHS,departing sensibly from half-�lling ast0isincreased.M ost

rem arkably,the instability takesplace no m atterhow sm allthe bare couplingsm ay be in the abovepicture.Thisis

whatultim ately allowsto discern the sym m etry breaking in the ground statewithin ourRG approach.

W e have seen thattwo di�erentbehaviorsarise also in the space ofcouplingsforthe BCS channel,starting from

bare repulsive interactionsVI and VU . The d-wave superconducting instability developsin m odelscorresponding to

theregion with unstable
ow in theupperhalf-planeofFig.17.Thisisthecaseoftheextended Hubbard m odelwith

U > 0 and attractive interaction V . W hen U > 0 and the nearest-neighborinteraction is repulsive,the couplings

in the BCS channelscale down to zero. The Hubbard m odelwith juston-site interaction isplaced at�rstsighton

the boundary between the regionswith stable and unstable behavior.W e have shown thatthe m odelhasirrelevant

perturbations that drive the system towards the side with divergent RG 
ow. Since the departure from the lim it

behavior is weak,the superconducting instability is overshadowed by the spin instability,up to a point ofoptim al

doping beyond which the latterisabsent.

Theuseofthewilsonian RG approach providessom eadvantagesoverotherRG m ethods,them ostim portantbeing

thepossibility ofstudying therenorm alization ofthechem icalpotential.G iven thedivergentbehaviorofthedensity

ofstates at the VHS,it is clear that allthe positions ofthe Ferm ilevelcannot be equally stable. The scaling of

the chem icalpotentialcan be obtained by letting it free to evolve and com puting the shift from the integration of

high-energy m odesnearthe cuto� ateach RG step. Following thisprocedure,we have seen thatthere isa range of

attraction nearthe VHS where the chem icalpotentialisrenorm alized down to the singularity. Thisguaranteesthe

naturalnessofthedi�erentinstabilitiessince,ratherthan relyingon the�ne-tuning oftheFerm ilevel,they arisefrom

itsprecisepinning to the VHS in the low-energy e�ective theory.

A P P EN D IX

In thissection we com pute the im aginary partofsom e ofthe susceptibilitiesofthe m odel. Itturnsoutthatthe

particle-hole susceptibility �ph(Q ;!) and the particle-particle susceptibility �pp(0;!) have a nontrivialim aginary

part,while thisvanishesfor�ph(0;!)and �pp(Q ;!)atany �nite frequency.

In ourm odel,the susceptibility �ph(Q ;!)isgiven by

�ph(Q ;!)= i

Z
d!q

2�

Z
d2q

(2�)2

1

! + !q � "A (q)+ i� sgn(! + !q)

1

!q � "B (q)+ i� sgn(!q)
(60)

wherethe energy cuto� isim plicitin the integration overthe m om enta.According to the standard prescription,the

im aginary partof(60)isgiven by

Im �ph(Q ;!)= � 2�2
Z

d!q

2�

Z
d2q

(2�)2
sgn(! + !q)sgn(!q)�(! + !q � "A (q))�(!q � "B (q)) (61)

In thelim itofsm allt0,Eq.(61)leadsto a quantity which doesnotdepend on thefrequency.Taking ! > 0,wehave

Im �ph(Q ;!)=
1

4�

Z

d
2
q�(! + 2t(q

2

x � q
2

y)) (62)

=
1

8�t

Z q0

� q0

dqx
1

p
q2x + !=(2t)

(63)

whereq0 =

q
!(t� 2t0)

8tt0
.Aftera little ofalgebra,we obtain

Im �ph(Q ;!)=
1

8�t
log

 

t

2t0
+

r
t2

4t02
� 1

!

(64)

= c
0
=(8�t) (65)
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W e see therefore that the im aginary part is equalto �=2 tim es the prefactor oflog(�) in the realpart ofthe

susceptibility.Itcan bechecked thatthesam erelation holdsbetween therealand theim aginary partoftheparticle-

particlesusceptibility �pp(0;!).

Turning now to the susceptibility �ph(0;!),wehave

Im �ph(0;!)= Re

Z
d!q

2�

Z
d2q

(2�)2

1

! + !q � "A (q)+ i� sgn(! + !q)

1

!q � "A (q)+ i� sgn(!q)
(66)

= � 2�
2

Z
d!q

2�

Z
d2q

(2�)2
sgn(! + !q)sgn(!q)�(! + !q � "A (q))�(!q � "A (q)) (67)

= �
1

4�
�(!)

Z

d
2
q (68)

W e seethen thatthe im aginary partofthe susceptibility iszero forany �nite valueofthe frequency.

A resultsim ilarto (68)isobtained fortheim aginary partofthesusceptibility �pp(Q ;!).In thischannel,thepole

thatarisesaftersum m ing up the ladderseriescorrespondsto the appearance ofexcited statesin the spectrum . W e

concludethereforethatthebreakdown ofsym m etry through a m echanism ofcondensation can only takeplacein the

particle-particlechannelatzero m om entum and in the particle-holechannelatm om entum Q ,asstated in the text.

[1]See,forinstance,E.D agotto,Rev.M od.Phys.66,763 (1994),and P.W .Anderson,The Theory ofSuperconductivity in

the High-Tc Cuprates(Princeton Univ.,Princeton,1997).

[2]R.Shankar,Rev.M od.Phys.66,129 (1994).

[3]J.Polchinskiin Proceedings ofthe 1992 TASI in Elem entary Particle Physics,J.Harvey and J.Polchinskieds.(W orld

Scienti�c,Singapore,1992).

[4]W .M etzner,C.Castellaniand C.diCastro,Adv.Phys.47,3 (1998).

[5]P.-A.Baresand X.-G .W en,Phys.Rev.B 48,8636 (1993).

[6]J.G an and E.W ong,Phys.Rev.Lett.71,4226 (1993).

[7]A.Houghton,H.-J.K won,J.B.M arston and R.Shankar,J.Phys.Condens.M atter6,4909 (1994).

[8]C.Castellaniand C.D iCastro,Physica C 235-240,99 (1994).C.Castellani,C.D iCastro and A.M accarone,Phys.Rev.

B 55,2676 (1997).C.Castellani,S.Caprara,C.D iCastro and A.M accarone,Nucl.Phys.B 594,747 (2001).

[9]C.Nayak and F.W ilczek,Nucl.Phys.B 417,359 (1994).

[10]J.G onz�alez,F.G uinea and M .A.H.Vozm ediano,Nucl.Phys.B 424,595 (1994).

[11]S.Chakravarty,R.E.Norton and O .F.Syljuasen,Phys.Rev.Lett.74,1423 (1995).

[12]J.G onz�alez,F.G uinea and M .A.H.Vozm ediano,Phys.Rev.Lett.79,3514 (1997).

[13]J.Labb�e and J.Bok,Europhys.Lett.3,1225 (1987).J.Friedel,J.Phys.(Paris)48,1787 (1987);49,1435 (1988).R.S.

M arkiewicz and B.G .G iessen,Physica 160C ,497 (1989).C.C.Tsueietal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.65,2724 (1990).D .M .

Newnsetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.69,1264 (1992).

[14]A review oftheVan Hovescenario forhigh-Tc superconductivity hasbeen m adeby R.S.M arkiewicz,J.Phys.Chem .Sol.

58,1179 (1997).

[15]H.J.Schulz,Europhys.Lett.4,609 (1987).P.Lederer,G .M ontam baux and D .Poilblanc,J.Phys.(Paris)48,1613 (1987).

J.E.D zyaloshinskii,Pis’m a Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.46,97 (1987)[JETP Lett.46,118 (1987)].

[16]J.G onz�alez,F.G uinea and M .A.H.Vozm ediano,Europhys.Lett.34,711 (1996);reportcond-m at/9502095.

[17]L.B.Io�e and A.J.M illis,Phys.Rev.B 54,3645 (1996).

[18]D .Zanchiand H.J.Schulz,Phys.Rev.B 54,9509 (1996).

[19]D .Z.Liu and K .Levin,Physica 275C ,81 (1997).

[20]P.C.Pattnaik etal.,Phys.Rev.B 45,5714 (1992).

[21]J.G onz�alez,F.G uinea and M .A.H.Vozm ediano,Nucl.Phys.B 485,694 (1997).

[22]D .M enashe and B.Laikhtm an,Phys.Rev.B 59,13592 (1999).

[23]G .K astrinakis,Physica C 340,119 (2000).

[24]V.Yu.Irkhin and A.A.K atanin,Phys.Rev.B 64,205105 (2001).

[25]J.V.Alvarez,J.G onz�alez,F.G uinea and M .A.H.Vozm ediano,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.67,1868 (1998).

[26]J.G onz�alez,F.G uinea and M .A.H.Vozm ediano,Phys.Rev.Lett.84,4930 (2000).

[27]W .K ohn and J.M .Luttinger,Phys.Rev.Lett.15,524 (1965).

[28]Fora review,see M .A.Baranov,A.V.Chubukov and M .Yu.K agan,Int.J.M od.Phys.B 6,2471 (1992).

[29]C.J.Halboth and W .M etzner,Phys.Rev.B 61,7364 (2000);Phys.Rev.Lett.85,5162 (2000).

19

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9502095


[30]C.Honerkam p,M .Salm hofer,N.Furukawa and T.M .Rice,Phys.Rev.B 63,35109 (2001).

[31]B.Binz,D .Baeriswyland B.D ou�cot,Eur.Phys.J.B 25,69 (2002).

[32]R.S.M arkiewicz,J.Phys.:Condens.M atter2,665 (1990).

[33]D .M .Newns,P.C.Pattnaik and and C.C.Tsuei,Phys.Rev.B 43,3075 (1991).

[34]V.Yu.Irkhin,A.A.K atanin and M .I.K atsnelson,Phys.Rev.B 64,165107 (2001).

[35]C.Honerkam p and M .Salm hofer,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,187004 (2001).

[36]S.Sorella,R.Hlubina and F.G uinea,Phys.Rev.Lett.78,1343 (1997).

[37]J.G onz�alez,Phys.Rev.B 63,45114 (2001).

[38]H.Q .Lin and J.E.Hirsch,Phys.Rev.B 35,3359 (1987).

[39]J.S�olyom ,Adv.Phys.28,201 (1979).

[40]H.J.Schulz,in Correlated Electron System s,Vol.9,ed.V.J.Em ery (W orld Scienti�c,Singapore,1993).

[41]A.A.Abrikosov,L.P.G orkov and I.E.D zyaloshinski,M ethods ofQ uantum Field Theory in StatisticalPhysics,Chap.7

(D over,New York,1975).

[42]E.M .Lifshitz and L.P.Pitaevskii,StatisticalPhysics,Part2,Chap.5 (Pergam on Press,O xford,1980).

20


