cond-mat/0306296v2 [cond-mat.str-€l] 5 Dec 2003

arxXiv

W eak ferrom agnetism and other instabilities of the tw o-dim ensional t+t’ H ubbard

m odelat Van H ove 1lings

V . Hankevych'?, B. Kyung’, and A M . S. Tremblay'?
D epartem ent de physique and Regroupem ent quebecois sur ks m ateriaux de pointe,
Universite de Sherbrooke, Sherbrooke Q uebec J1K 2R1, Canada

’D epartm ent of P hysics, Temopil State Technical University, 56 Rus’ka St., UA 46001 Temopil, Ukraine
3 Institut canadien de recherches avancees, Universite de Sherbrooke, Sherbrooke Q uekec, J1IK 2R 1, Canada

D ated: M arch 22, 2024)

W e Investigate m agnetic and superconducting instabilities of the tw o-din ensional t-t° H ubbard
m odelon a square lattice at Van H ove densities from weak to interm ediate coupling by m eans of the
Two Particle Self€ onsistent approach (TPSC).W e nd that as the next-nearest-neighbor hopping
j:ojjncreases from zero, the lrading instability istowardsan Incom m ensurate spin-density wave w hose
wave vectorm oves slow Iy away from ( ; ). For intem ediate values of fj, the lrading instability
is towards d,2 2-wave superconductivity. For larger 19> 0:33t, there are signs of a crossover
to ferrom agnetisn at extrem ely low tem peratures. T he suppression of the crossover tem perature is
driven by K anam ori screening that strongly renomm alizes the e ective interaction and also causesthe
crossover tem perature to depend only weakly on %, E lectronic selfenergy e ects for large j:ojlead to
considerable reduction of the zero-energy single-particle spectral weight beginning at tem peratures

ashigh asT .
state at weak coupling.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 7127+ a, 75.10Lp

I. NTRODUCTION

H istorically, the singleband Hubbard m odel was sug—
gested independently by G utzw iller [L], Hubbard ] and
K anam ori {] to gain insight into the origin of m etallic
ferrom agnetian . However, despie enom ous e orts f(_l:]
that were undertaken to nd answers to this question,
only a few reliable results have been obtained even for
this sim plest possible m icroscopic m odel. T he H ubbard
m odel also exhibits a variety of other com peting phases,
ncliding antiferrom agnetic and superconducting phases.

The rst exact results for ferrom agnetism were ob—
tained in the strong coupling limi, U ! 1 , by Na—
gaoka E] and T houless [_é] who showed that the ground
state of the Hubbard m odel w ith one hole or electron
is ferrom agnetic at an in nitely large Coulomb repul-
sion. That result did not answer the question of sta—
bility to a nite concentration of holes in the them o—
dynam ic lim . Im proved bounds for the N agaoka state
have recently been derived [}] for various lattices in two
and three din ensions. Ferrom agnetic ground states also
occur if one of the severalbands of the m odel is disper-
sionless (so-called Lieb’s ferrim agnetism ig] and atdband
ferrom agnetism t_é%]) . M ielke and Tasakiproved the local
stability of ferrom agnetic ground states In the Hubbard
m odelw ith nearly at I:LQ:] and partially lled Ii_l_:] bands.
Ref. [_l-gi] contains a short review ofthese worksaswellas
new resuls for Hubbard m odelsw ithout the singularities
associted with atbands. A review of results [[3] ob-
tained forthe sim ple oneband H ubbard m odelin the last
few yearsaswellas the results ofM ielke and Tasakisug—
gest that the In portant ingredients for ferrom agnetian in
that m odelare (@) an interaction strength that is In the
Interm ediate to strong coupling regim e and (o) a band

0:t, an e ect that m ay be detrin ental to the existence of a ferrom agnetic ground

that exhibits a strong asym m etry and a large densiy of
states near the Fem i energy or near one of the band
edges. M etallic ferrom agnetism at weak coupling, usu—
ally known as Stoner ferrom agnetism , has In fact been
ruled out a long tine ago by K anam ori B] based on
the argum ent that the renom alization of the interaction
strength brought about by T m atrix e ects K anam ori
screening) would never allow the Stoner criterion to be
satis ed when the density of states at the Fem i level
Er ) is non singular. Physically, the largest possble

e ective interaction, according to K anam ord, is equalto
the kinetic energy cost for m aking the tw o-particle wave
function vanish when the two particles are at the sam e
ste. That energy scales lke the bandwidth Er) © o
that the Stonercriterion 1 U (& ) = 0 cannot be ful-
led. Quantum M onte Carlo calculations con m the
quantitative nature ofK anam oris T m atrix result :_ﬂ:li]

If there is Stonertype ferrom agnetism in weak to in—
term ediate coupling, it is thus clear that, as in the m od—
erate to strong-coupling case, one needs at least a sin—
gular density of states to overcom e K anam ori screening.
An exampl of a m odel with singular density of states
at the Fem i energy as well as band asymm etry is the
two-din ensional (2D ) Hubbard m odel w ith both near-
est neighbor, t, and next-nearest-neighbor, t°, hoppings.
W hen the Ferm ienergy is close to the Van Hove singu—
larity the corresponding lling is usually referred to as
a \Van Hove lling". At that lling, the Fem i surface
passes through the saddl points of the singleparticlke
dispersion. T here are, how ever, other phases com peting
w ith ferrom agnetism . At weak to m oderate values ofthe
on-site Coulomb repulsion U; for sm all t%=t and close to
half- Iling, the 2D t t Hubbard m odel show s an anti-
ferrom agnetic instability. T hat instability due to nesting
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is how ever destroyed {15] ora su ciently large ratio t =t
at weak interactions in two and three din ensions, thus
leaving room for other instabilities, including d-wave su—
perconductivity and m etallic ferrom agnetisn .

The questions which we address in this paper are
thus the ollow ing. Can the asymm etry of the band
and the large density of states near the Fem i energy
overcom e the K anam oriargum ent and lead to ferrom ag—
netisn in the 2D Hubbard m odel? W hat are the com —
peting phases? M ost results on this problem (particu—
larly for a square lattice) 21l into three di erent classes.
(@) M om entum cuto renomm alization group RG ) m eth—
ods t_l-é, :_Z[]‘], and Q uantum M onte C arlo calculations [_1-§§]
suggest that there is no evidence for ferrom agnetiam .
But the problem, in particular wih num erical m eth—
ods, is that only very small system sizes can be used
In a regin e where the size dependence is In portant. In
addition, m om entum -cuto RG does not allow the con-—
trbbution of ferrom agnetic uctuations ﬂ_f&i:] So these
results should not be considered conclusive. (o) The
second class of results is based on W egner’'s ow equa—
tions. They show l_2-(_]'] a tendency towards weak ferro—
magnetiam with s -wave character (the order param e-
ter changes sign close to the Femm i energy). A ccording
to the ow equations calculations this phase com petes
w ith other instabilities in the particle-hol channel, in
particular with the Pom eranchuk instability. The dif-

culy of those weak-coupling calculations is that the
s -m agnetic phase occurs at stronger coupling than the
regin e of validity of the second order analysis In U of
the ow equations. (c) The third class suggests clear
evidence for ferrom agnetic ground states. T hese works
Include a progctor Quantum M onte Carlo calculation
with 20 20 sites and the T -m atrix technique 121], a
generalized random phase approxm ation RPA) includ-
Ing particle-particle scattering 122] and exact diagonal-
izations [_2;] Sim ilar tendencies have been found by
the authors of Refs. 24, 25] w ithin the renorm alization
group and parquet approaches orthe so-called tw o-patch
m odel. Honerkam p and Saln hofer recently studied [19]
the stability ofthis ferrom agnetic region at nite tem per-
atures by m eans of a Tem perature Cuto Renom aliza—
tion Group (TCRG) technique analogous to that used
earlier for one-dim ensional system s !_2-6] For U = 3,
they have found that the ferrom agnetic instability is the
leading one for 3> 0:33 fjat Van Hove Illings with
the critical tem perature strongly dependent on the valie
of t%. W hen the electron concentration deviates slightly
away from the Van Hove lling, the tendency towards
ferrom agnetism is cut o at low tem peratures and a
triplet p-w ave superconducting phase dom inates. The U —
dependence of these ferrom agnetic and superconducting
phases in the ground state has been studied in Ref. R1]
by m eans ofthe same TCRG at weak coupling.

In the present paper we study ferrom agnetisn and
com peting phases in thet £ Hubbard m odelat weak to
Interm ediate coupling by m eans of the tw o-particle self-
consistent (TP SC) approach [_2-55] A ntiferrom agnetisn

and dy: ,:-wave superconductivity are the com peting
Instabilities. The TPSC approach is non-perturbative
and applies up to intem ediate coupling. Ik enforces
the Pauli principle, conservation law s and includes the
K anam ord screening e ect. C om parisons w ith Q uantum
M onte Carlo calculations have shown that TP SC is the
analytical approach that gives the m ost accurate resuls
or the spin structure factor 29], the spin susceptibil-
iy Pgland thed,: ,:-wave susceptibiliy (3] i two di-
m ensions. T hroughoutthe paperwe considerthe 2D t £
Hubbard m odelat Van Hove 1llings from weak to m od—
erate couplings. W e determ ine the regions of the T £
plane where the uniform param agnetic phase becom es
unstable to various types of uctuations. W e also esti-
m ate the electronic selfenergy e ects for large t° where
ferrom agnetic e ects are present. The next section re—
calls the m ethodology. W e then present the resuls and
conclude.

II. TW O-PARTICLE SELF-CONSISTENT
APPROACH

W e consider the t £ Hubbard model on a square
lattice with nearest (t) and nextnearest ) neighbor
hoppings

X X
H= t (¢ +hey £ ¢ +hx
hiji thijii
X
+U NinNjg; 1)
i
w here CZ (ci ) isthe creation (@nnihilation) operator for

the electronsw ith spIn progction 2 f";#g,U isthe lo-
calCoulom b repulsion fortwo electrons of opposite spins
on the sam e site, and n; = cz ¢ isthe occupation num —
ber. T he bare singlk particle dispersion has the form , in
units where lJattice spacing is unity,

"= 2t (cosk + cosky) 419ooskx cosky : )
T his spectrum leadsto a Van H ove singularity in the den—
sity of states com ing from saddle points of the dispersion
relation that are located atk = (0; ) and ( ;0):The
corresponding energy is "y y = 4t°. In this paperwe alk
ways consider the case where the non-interacting chem —
ical potential is 4t% so that the non-interacting Ferm i
surface crosses the saddle points and the non-interacting
density of states diverges logarithm ically at the Fem i
energy. The lling corresponding to this choice of chem -
ical potential is a \Van Hove Iling". For t’ = 0 and
half- ling the Fermm i surface is perfectly nested, nam ely
"+g = %", with Q = ( ; ), which lads to an anti-
ferrom agnetic nstability for U > 0. T he perfect nesting
is removed Prt®=t 6 0. W e work in units where Bolz—
m ann’s constant kg and nearestneighbor hopping t are
allunity.



The TP SC approach l28 can be summ arized as fol-
ows BL W e use the functional m ethod of Schw inger-
M artin-K adano Baym with source eld to rstgener-
ate exact equations for the selfenergy and response
(burpoint) functions for spin and charge excitations
(spin-spin and density-density correlation fiinctions). In
such a schem e, oIn and charge dynam ical susceptibilities
can be obtained from the functional derivatives of the
source dependent propagator G wih respect to . Our
non-perturbative approach then consists in two steps.

At the rst kevelof approxin ation, we use the follow —
Ing two-particle selfconsistent schem e to detem ne the
tw oparticle quantities: W e apply a HartreeFock type
factorization ofthe fourpoint response fnction that de—

nes the product G but we also in pose the in portant
additional constraint that the factorization is exact when
all space-tim e coordinates ofthe fourpoint fiinction coin—
cide. From the corresponding selfenergy, we obtain the
Jocalm om entum —and frequency-independent irreducible
particle-hole vertex appropriate for the spin response
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T he renom alization ofthis vertex m ainly com es i_lﬁl: :_2§']
from K anam ori screening B]. The doubl occupancy
wnyi entering this equation is then obtained self-
consistently using the uctuation-dissipation theorem
and the Pauliprinciple. M ore speci cally, the Pauliprin—
ciple, m?i= I i, inplies that

hnr  1ng)?i= Mei+ ei  2hoengi;

while the uctuation-dissipation theorem lads to an
equality between the equaltin e equalposition correla—

tion h@nw ny)?i and the corresponding susceptibility,
nam ely
X
2,_ 1 o -
hnw )i= N_ @=n 2hrvng i; 4)

w here, using the short-hand g @;21i mT),thesumm a—
tion is over allwave vectors and allM atsubara frequen—
ciesw ith T the tem perature, n the electron 1ling, and N
the num ber of lattice sites. T he latter equation is a self-
consistent equation for the double occupancy, or equiva-—
kntly HrUg i Eq. (), because the spin-susceptibility
entering the above equation is

1) _ 0 (q)
o A= —F—7i ®)
P < 1 %Usp 0 (CI)

where ( () isthe particlke-hole irreducible susceptibility
Incliding the contribution from both spin com ponents

£ (k+q)
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w ith £ (") the Femm iD irac distrdbbution function. Eq. @)
is also known as the localm om ent sum rule. The G reen

fiinctions at this rst level of approxin ation, G ), con—
tain a selfenergy ) that depends on double-occupancy
but since this selfenergy is m om entum and frequency
Independent, i can be absorbed in the de nition of the
chem ical potential. Tn the above then, G ! is the bare
propagatorand ¢ isthe bare particle-hole susceptibility
both evaluated w ith the non-interacting chem ical poten—
tial ( corresponding to the desired 1lling. The irre-
ducble charge vertex Uy, = G—# + —— strictly speaking
isnotm om entum and frequency-independent. N everthe—
Jess, assum ing for sin plicity that it is, it can be sinply
found by using the uctuation-dissipation theorem for
charge uctuations and the Pauliprinciple,

T X @
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The spin and charge susoeptibilities obtained from

Egs. {) and (1) satisfy conservation laws p8§, 29]. This
approach, that satis es the Pauli principle by construc—
tion, also satis estheM em In-W agner theorem : T here is
no nitetem perature phase transition breaking a contin-—
uous sym m etry. N evertheless there is a crossover tem per-
ature below which the m agnetic correlation length grow s
exponentially 8] until it reaches in nity at zero tem —
perature. D etailed com parisons of the charge and spin
structure factors, soin susoeptbility and double occu—
pancy obtained w ith the TP SC schem e are In quantita—
tive agreem ent w ith Q uantum M onte C arlo sin ulations
for both the nearestneighbor 28 29] and next-nearest-
neighbor @% ] Hubbard m odel in two din ensions.

In loop expansions, response fiinctions are com puted
at the one-loop level and selfenergy e ects appear only
at the two loop kvel. Sim ilarly, in our case the second
step of the approach gives a better approxin ation for
the selfenergy. W e start from exact expressions for the
selfenergy with the fully reducble vertex expanded In
either the longitudinal or transverse channels. T hese ex—
act expressions are easy to obtain within the functional
derivative form alisn . W e insert In those expressions the
TP SC results obtained at the st step, namely U, and

Uch»s éll;) @; c(;) @ and G M) k+ q) so that G reen fiinc—
tions, susceptibilities and irreducible vertices entering the
selfenergy expression are allat the sam e level of approx—
In ation. Then considering both longiudinal and trans-
verse channels, and In posing crossing symm etry of the
fully reduchble vertex in the two particle-hole channels,
the nalselfenergy formula reads ﬂ_B-];:, 53_:]

2 T X h 1
e = un + o s J@
o8
+ U $@ 6P+ q @®)



This selfenergy ('g) satis es [2-8_:, E-l_:, @éh the consis—
tency condition between single- and two-particle prop—
erties, Tr( @G ®) = 2Uwnyi. Tntemal consistency
of the approach may be checked by verifying by how

much Tr( @G @) diers from 2Umnyi. The resuls
for single-particle properties given by the selfenergy for-
mula (;_8) are in quantitative agreem ent f_2-§', ',_3-’§, :_3-51] w ith
num ericalsim ulationsat weak to m oderate couplings. At
tem peraturesm uch low er than the crossovertem perature
w here the correlation length increases exponentially, the
consistency condition signals that the m ethod becom es
less accurate, although it does extrapolate in m ost cases
to a physically reasonable zero tem perature 1im it [_2-§] In
the present paper, we w ill not present resuls below the
crossover tem perature so we are always w ithin the do-
m ain of validity. Tt should be noted that the selfenergy
Eqg. @) takes Into account the uctuations that are dom —
nant already at the HartreeFock level, nam ely the an—
tiferrom agnetic ones.

The above fom alisn can be extended 5@] to com —
pute pairing correlations. Physically, the d,. ,--wave
susceptibility show s up after antiferrom agnetic uctua—
tions have built up since it is the latter that give som e
non-trivialm om entum dependence to the vertices. M o—
mentum dependence of the vertices is absent in the bare

Ham iltonian and also at the st levelof TPSC. It ap-—
pears from them om entum dependence of the selfenergy
at the second level ofapproxim ation. In otherw ords, our
form alism physically re ects old ideas about pairing by
antiferrom agnetic spin waves Eﬁ] W hat i containsthat
is absent in other formm aliam s is the possbility of sup—
pression of superconductivity by pseudogap e ects also
induced by antiferrom agnetic uctuations [301.

The m athem atical procedure to obtain the dyz 2
wave pairing susceptibility is as follow s. Basically, the
above steps are repeated In the presence of an In-

nitesim al extemal pairing eld that is eventually set
to zero at the end of the calculation. This allows
us to obtain the particleparticle irreducble vertex in
Nambu space from the functional derivative of the o —
diagonal @ with respect to the o -diagonal G reen
&mctjon. T he d-wave susogptbility is de ned by 4 =

o & T ) ¥ with the dy2 ,2-wave order param —
eter Y=, g()d.q, ,;the sim over being

over nearest-neighbors, with g ( ) = 1=2 depending
on whether is a neighbor on thek or on the b axis.

1=T, T is the tin eordering operator, and is
in aginary tin e. The nalexpression forthed,. ,:-wave
susceptbility is

T X T 2X
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with gy k) = (cosky  cosk)) the form factor appropri-
ate for d-wave sym m etry. T he above expression contains
only the rsttwo-tem softhe in nite series correspond—
Ing to the BetheSalpeter equation. It should be noted
that the appearance ofG @) on the right-hand side ofthe
equation for the susceptbility Eqg. {g) allow s pseudogap
e ects to suppress superconductiyity [:jO_:] Thise ect is
absent In conventional treatm ents of pairing Induced by
antiferrom agnons.

Since the crossover to the ferrom agnetic ground state
found In our work appears at very low tem peratures
(T 1=200), a large lattice is required in order to avoid
nite-sizee ectsat those tem peratures. In the caseof fer—
rom agnetian , sensitivity of the resuls to the lattice size
at low T can be avoided by m aking sure that the lattice is
large enough at any given tem perature to reproduce the
weak In T behavior ofthe bare particle-hole susogptibility

o @=0;iq, = 0). That singularity re ects the singular
density of statesat the Van Hove lling. W e found thata
N = 2048 2048 lattice su cesto compute ( entering
the TP SC phase diagram . The sum over g In Eq. @)

can be perform ed on a coarserm esh w thout loss of pre-
cision. To speed up the calculations and to overcom e
Increasing m em ory requirem ents, especially at low tem —
peratures, we use the renom alization group acceleration
schem e $36]. Interpolation is used to obtain quantities at
tem peratures that fall between those directly obtained
w ith the renomm alization group acceleration schem e.

III. W EAK FERROMAGNETISM AND OTHER
INSTABILITIES

W ithout lossofgenerality,wecan taket> Oandt® 0.
In that case, theVan Hove 1lling isalwaysatn 1.The
Van Hove llingsn 1 occur only when t and t© have
the sam e sign, but this case can be m apped back to the
situation n o1 using the partije—ho]e transform ation
¢ ! (1yd; andc ! ( 1yd! where the phase
factor takes the value + 1 on one of the two sublattices
of the bipartite lattice and 1 on the other sublattice.
T he sign oft and t° can be changed sin ultaneously w ith



the particle-hok transfom ation de ned by ¢! | d;
andc; ! o .W henevera partick-hok transfom ation
is perfom ed, the occupation num ber changes from n to
2 n. TheVan Hove lling vanishes at °j= 05 }jso
we restrict ourselves to 1*j< 0:5 tj. For lamger 1°jthere
is a change in Fem i surface topology.

W e begin wih the Random Phase Approxim ation
RPA) phase diagram in the T £ plane, then m ove to
the TP SC crossover diagram and conclude w ith a short
section on e ects that can be detrin ental to ferrom ag—
netism .

A . RPA phase diagram

W ithin RPA orm ean- eld, the transition tem perature

T. m ay be found from

2 U o;0)= 0; (10)
where ((q;0) is the zero—frequency lin i of the non-
Interacting particle-hole susceptibility given by Eg. (r_é) .
In the case of ferrom agnetism g = (0;0), whilke g =
Q ( ; ) In the case of comm ensurate antiferrom ag—
netian . The tem perature at which the uniform para—
m agnetic phase becom es unstabl to uctuations at the
antiferrom agnetic or at the ferrom agnetic w ave vector is
plotted in Fjg.:_].'. One should keep In m ind that, n all
cases, we are speaking of spin-densiy waves, nam ely the
Jocalm om ent is in generalsamn aller than the fillm om ent.
Furthem ore, for 1°jdi erent from zero, the real wave
vector where the Instability occurs is lncom m ensurate.
T he question of ncom m ensurability is considered iIn m ore
details in the TPSC section. Note that in contrast to
the case U = 3, the ferrom agnetic critical tem perature
for U = 6 does not ncrease wih t°, it even decreases
slightly. W e do not explore the stability of the various
phases that could occur in m ean— eld theory below the
Indicated transition lines.

In both RPA and TP SC, the wave vector where the
Instability rst develops is related to the g-dependence
of (. In TPSC, i is not only the maxinum valie of

o @;0) that detem ines the crossover tem perature, but
the whole g-dependence of o that com esin the sum rule
Eqg. ('_4) orUg, . From theplotof ( asa function ofwave
vectorat T = 0:01 in Fjg.nr_ﬂ, one can see that at t®= 0
the antiferrom agnetic wavevector Q lads to the largest
value of . W ith fncreasing °jthe maximum of g is
at an incom m ensurate wave vectorQ = ( ; ) close
to ( ; ), whilke for large 3%3> 0:32 the m axinum m oves
clearly to (0;0). For Interm ediate negative values of the
next-nearest-neighbor hopping 1°j  0:3 the m agnitudes
ofthe susceptbility at (0;0) and at ( ; ) are com parable
so the change in the relative m agniude as a function of
tem perature is In portant.

The main de ciencies of RPA are (@) nie tem per-
ature phase transitions in two din ensions that contra-
dict the M em .n-W agner theorem , (0) an overestin ation

n
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FIG.1l: The RPA critical tem perature T. as a function ofthe
Van Hove llings indicated on the upper horizontal scale and
the corresponding value of next-nearestneighbor hopping £
on the lower horizontal scale. The critical tem perature T. is
determ ined from Eq. (l0). AFM stands for the region where
the uniform param agnetic phase becom es unstable to uctu-
ations at ( ; ) while FM is the region where the instability
isat (0;0). Vertical lines denote the boundary between AFM
and ferrom agnetic phases.

of the e ect 0of U on T. because of the neglect of the
renom alization ofU brought about by quantum uctua—
tions K anam oriscreening). O ne can see from Fjg.:_]: that
the RPA critical tem perature is quite a bit larger than
the crossover lines predicted by the TCRG (seeFig.1 of
Ref. f[9]). The TPSC rem edies these de ciencies.

B. TPSC crossover diagram

W e begin by considering the e ective interaction U g,
that plays a crucial role In TPSC. In FJg-_I’; we plt
Usp as a function of £ as obtained from Egs. (:_3), ;ff)
and (r'g') . One can see that K anam ori screening strongly
renom alizes the e ective interactions. Thisweakly tem —
perature dependent renom alization e ect is stronger for
large 1°Jin com parison with small 1% To explain this
behavior we consider the sum rule that determ ines Ug,,
Eqg. (:4). The main contrbution to the sum on the
kft-hand side of this equation comes from the snall
denom nator caused, for large joj by (0;0), and for

snall ¥9by o @ ;0). As the coe cient before the log—
arjthm %ca]es as [ 1 4(’E=t£2]1 or ((0;0), and as
n @+ 1 4@E=0?2)=t=t) bHr ,Q ;0), ttumsout
that (0;0) increases rapidly Hr 3°jnear 05. This

m eans that Ug, has to decrease at large 1%jto satisfy the
sum rule @) where, In addition, the quantity n  2hrwnyi
on the right-hand side is a decreasing finction of density
@nd hence of 1%9.
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FIG .2: The non-interacting particle-hole susceptbility o at
zero frequency as a function of wave vector q along a path in
the B rillouin zone is drawn for various valies of next-nearest—
neighbor hopping t®at T = 001: The lling is obtained by
placing the chem ical potential at the energy of the Van H ove
singularity for the given t°.
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FIG . 3: TIrreducble spin vertex Ug, as a function of next-
nearest-neighbor hopping £ (or corresponding Van Hove 1k
ings on the upper horizontal scale) at T = 0:125. H orizontal
linesat U = 3; 6 denote the bare Hubbard repulsion U .

To nd the crossover lines, we consider the zero—
frequency lin it ofthe soin susceptibility given by Eqg. 6'_5)
and the dy> y2-wave pairing susceptbility given by
Eqg. (_Si) above. The crossover tem perature Ty for the
m agnetic instabilities is chosen as the tem perature w here
the enhancem ent factor 4, (@;0)= ¢ (g;0) isequalto 500.
W e have checked that this correspondsto a m agnetic cor-
relation length that uctuates around 25 lattice spacings
or Pibetween 1%9= 0 and ¥’j= 0:3. The crossover
tem perature Ty is not very sensitive to the choice of cri-
terion because near and below the crossover region the
enhancem ent factor grow s very rapidly (exponentially).

For pairing, we proceed as Pllows. Eq. ('_9) contains
only the st two tem s of the in nie BetheSalpeter
series. The rst term (direct term ) describes the prop—
agation of dressed electrons that do not interact with
each other whilk the second term contains one spin uc—
tuation (and charge uctuation) exchange. This com es
about I our form alisn because @ is a finctional of
G Y. W ewould have obtained an in nite num ber of spin
and charge uctuation exchanges, In the usual Bethe-
Salpeterway, ifwe could havew ritten @) asa fiinctional
ofG ¥ | This is not possible w ithin TP SC .W e have only
the rst two tem s of the full serdes. T he superconduct-
ing transition tem perature in two dim ensions is of the
K osterlitz-T houless type and is expected to occur som e~
what below the tem perature determ ined from the B ethe-
Salpeterequation (T houlesscriterion). W e thususe, asa
rough estin ate for the transition tem perature for d-wave
superconductivity, the tem perature where the contribu-—
tion of the vertex part (exchange of one spin and charge

uctuation) becom esequalto that ofthe direct part ( rst
term ) of the d-wave pairing susceptibility t_3-g]. In other
words, we look for the equality of the sign and the m ag—
nitude ofthe two tem s appearing in Eq. @) . Thischoice
ism otivated by the statement that 1+ x+ ::: resumm ed
tol=(1 x) divergeswhen x = 1.

The TP SC phase diagram show s three distinct regions
illistrated or U = 3 and ©rU = 6 n Fig.4: () bor
t% = 0, the lading instability is at the antiferrom ag—
netic wave vector and r sm all non-vanishing 1°j it is
at an Incomm ensurate wave vectorcloseto ( ; ). We
w il oosely refer to that region as the region where anti-
ferrom agnetism dom inates. (o) For intermm ediate values
ofthe next-nearest-neighborhopping, d,z , 2 -wave super-
conductiviy dom fnates. (c) At large negative 1*§> 0:33
a crossover to a m agnetic Instability at the ferrom ag—
netic wave vector occurs. Let us consider these di erent
regions in tum.

Near t° = 0, Tx is relatively high and the suscepti-
bility near the antiferrom agnetic w ave vector grow sm ost
rapidly. W hen we ncrease 1% the crossover tem perature
decreasesbecause ofreduced nesting ofthe Fermm isurface.
In TP SC the wave vector of the instability is incom m en—
surate for any nie value of the next-nearest-neighbor
hopping 1°j as can be concluded from the structure of
Eqg. 4'5) and from the fact that the non-interacting susocep—
tbilty withmomentaQ = ( ; ) isthe largest when
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FIG. 4: The TPSC phase diagram as a function of next—
nearest-neighbor hopping t® (lower horizontal axis). T he cor-
responding Van Hove 1lling is indicated on the upper hori-
zontalaxis. C rossover lines form agnetic instabilities near the
antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic wave vectors are repre—
sented by lled symbols while open symbols indicate Insta—
bility towards d,» 2-wave superconducting. The solid and
dashed lines below the em pty sym bols show , respectively for
U = 3 and U = 6, where the antiferrom agnetic crossover
tem perature would have been in the absence of the super-
conducting Instability. The largest system size used for this
calculation is 2048  2048.

t°6 0. The incom m ensurate wave vectors are plotted in
FJg-_S as a fiilnction of t”. O ne can see that the degree of
ncomm ensurability is strongly tem perature-dependent,
and that it increases w th Increasing tem perature.

In the second region of the TPSC phase diagram
dy2 2 -wave superconductivity is the kading instability.
In this regin e the transition tem perature to dy> 2 -wave
superconductivity appears higher than the tem perature
at which the antiferrom agnetic correlation length be-
com es larger than about 25. The latter crossover lines
are denoted by the solid (U = 3) and by the dashed
lines U = 6) In Fig. :fﬁ Note that dy: , 2-wave super-
conductivity is here induced by incom m ensurate antifer—
rom agnetic uctuations. W hile high-tem perature super-
conductors are not generally close to Van-H ove singu—
larities, incom m ensurate dynam ic soin uctuations are
concom itantw ith dy2 > superconductivity in these com -
pounds t_3-:/:].

F inally, the third regin e occursat 1°3> 0:33 where the
ferrom agnetic susceptibility ¢ (0;70) isthe leadingoneat
low tem peratures. Ferrom agnetisn occursbecause ofthe
diverging density of states at the Van H ove sihqgularity.

Note that forU in nitesim ally an all the phase bound—
aries happen close to zero tem perature. D isregarding su—
perconductivity for the m om ent, let us consider where
the phase boundary betw een antiferrom agnetisn and fer-
rom agnetian would be at small U. In that case, the

asym ptotic behavior ofthe I:J'p'dhard function nearg = 0
and g = Q is, respectively, 2L]

P
h@=max( ;T))=1 R?

0(0;0) ,
h P 1
0@ ;0) h@=max( ;T)Ih I+ 1 R%*)=R ;
with R 2€=t so that, looking at the equality of

the coe cients of the logarithm s, one nds that the
change from antiferrom agnetic to ferrom agnetic behav—
for occurs at Fj= 027 instead of F’j= 0:33 as fund
above {_Zé_b', :_3§'] To understand the di erence between
these two resuls, we need to look at subdom inant cor-
rections. For example, a numerical t reveals that

0@;0) " 052+ 0241og;, (1=T). Thism eans that for
the leading tem w ith a logarithm ic structure to be, say,
about ten tim es larger than the subdom inant tem , the
tem perature should be as Iow as 10 2° . T he correspond-
IngU (orUg) thatsatises1= U (orUg,) o Q ;0)=2 at
this tem perature is very sm all, nam ely 0:4t. T herefore,
unless U is very an all, the next leading tem plays an
In portant rok and a straightforw ard application of the
asym ptotic form (taking only the lading tem ) is not
Justied. ForU = 6 and U = 3, Pr example, TPSC
show s that near the antiferrom agnetic to ferrom agnetic
boundary, the crossovertem perature is oforder 10 2 and
10 3 respectively. For this tem perature, the sub-leading
term 0:52 is com parable to the logarithm ic contribution.

The TP SC phase diagram is In qualitative agreem ent
w ith the TCRG phase diagram i_lgi] In addition, the crit-
ical values t2 for the stability of superconductivity and
ferrom agnetism are the sam e In both approaches. But in
contrast w ith the TCRG, ferrom agnetism in TP SC oc—
curs at very low tem peratures, and increasing 1°j does
not lead to a dram atic Increase In crossover tem pera—
ture. O ne can see from Fjg.:fl that the critical values of
t° for the stability of ferrom agnetism are unchanged for
di erent U, whereas the critical $27 for the stability of
dy2 4 2-Wave superconductivity decreasesw ith increasing
coupling strength U .

T he fact that the crossover tem perature tow ards ferro—
m agnetism dependseven m oreweakly on t°in TP SC than
In RPA can be explained by the Pollow ing sin ple argu-
ment. Taking into account K anam ord’s in provem ent i_:%]
of the naive Stoner criterion for ferrom agnetism , we ex—
pect that the crossover tem perature Ty can be roughly
approxin ated by

T ex] ! ; 1)
X % el (EF )Ue ’

where Tg is a constant, Er) = ¢ (0;0)=2 and U,
is the renomm alized e ective interaction U s, In the case
of TPSC).W e have already explained In the context of
Fig.d that the increase w ith 3%jof the weight of the Jog—
arithm ic shgularity in the density of states at the Fem i
level leads to a decrease 0of U, so the crossover tem per—
ature is aln ost constant in TP SC .

A distinctive feature of the TP SC phase diagram is
that the crossover to ferrom agnetisn generally occurs at
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FIG.5: Incomm ensurate wave vectorQ = ( ; ) where
the m axin um of the non-interacting susceptibility is located
asa function of next-nearest-neighborhopping t° at Van H ove

llings. D i erent lines correspond to di erent tem peratures.
G iven t° and a crossover tem perature In the TP SC phase di-
agram , one can use the present gure to nd out the incom —
m ensurate wave-vector at which the instability st occurs.

much lower tem perature than the crossover to antifer—
rom agnetism . This partially com es from the peculiar-
ity ofthe tem perature dependence of the zero-frequency
lim i of the non-interacting particle-hole susceptibility.
To dem onstrate this, let us use, as an estin ate for
the crossover tem peratures In TP SC, the RPA criterion
Eqg. C_l-g) w ith U replaced by U, and letus look forvalues
of the tem perature when the left-hand side of that equa-—
tion becom es sm all (it w ill vanish only at zero tem pera—
ture). At sm all 1%jthe leading non-interacting staggered
susceptibility o @ ;0) behaves like (InT )? with tem per—
ature, whilke or 13> 0:33 the lrading non-interacting
uniform susceptbility ( (0;0) scalesas InTj We nd
that these susceptibilities have com parable size for tem -
peratures T & 1, whik the divergences of o Q ;0) and

0 (0;0) begin respectively at T < 1 and T 1. There—
fore, since the Stoner criterion Eq. (10) is satis ed in
RPA wih bare U = 3;6 at temperatures T & 1, RPA
show s the sam e tam perature scale for ferrom agnetism
and antiferrom agnetian . But in TP SC the strong renor—
m alization of the interaction strength Ug, < U means
that the crossover occurs for larger values of ( Q ;0)
and ¢ (0;0), In a regin e w here they already have di er—
ent scales since  Q ;0) or am all 1% starts to grow log—
arithm ically at m uch higher tem perature than  (0;0)
for large 13 Thus, the crossover to antiferrom agnetism
In TPSC occurs at much higher tem peratures than the
crossover to ferrom agnetism .

A nother interesting feature of the TPSC phase dia—
gram atU = 3 isthat the crossovertem perature for anti-
ferrom agnetism is ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude as that
ofthe TCRG result ofRef. t_lé], w hereas the crossover to
ferrom agnetism is at m uch lower tem perature than that

observed in the TCRG calculations. T he naive explana—
tion is as ollow s. Let us assum e that the approxin ate
m ean— eld like expression Eqg. (:Ll_:) for Ty has m eaning
both wihin TPSC and wihin TCRG except that Uefs
has a di erent value in both approaches. Sin plk algebra
then show s that the relation between the crossover tem —
peratures or TP SC and TCRG in the ferrom agnetically
uctuating regim e is
T]__;IMC RG To 1 1=a

TPSC TPSC
TFM TFM

wih a = UIR® =U,, characterizing the di erent renor-
m alizations of U In both approaches. W hen a = 1,
both crossover tem peratures are equal. For a > 1 the
TCRG value for Ty is lJarger than for TP SC whilk the
reverse is true when a < 1. Using the num erical re-
sult B9] orthe TCRG e ective interaction atU = 3 and
15 045 wehavea = 14 18. Then, replacing
by the bandw idth 8t and taking T, °¢ = 34 107
corresponding to 13 0:42 we obtain the estin ate
TAoRE=TIFSC 10 30.Thisagreesw ith the crossover
tem peratures extracted from the TP SC CFJ'g.:ff) and the
TCRG phase diagram s Fig.1 ofRef. {ld)). Sin flarly in
the antiferrom agnetically uctuating regin enear +%j= 0,
we use the In proved m ean— eld estin ate for Ty

p
Ty T exp 8t=U. ;

to extract the Pollow ing relation between the crossover
tem peratures

TCRG 11="a
Taru _ To

TPSC TPSC
Taru Tarm

Using the value of Uy, from the TPSC and the TCRG
e ective interaction 9] atU = 3 and 1% 0: we have
a=10 14.Thiskadsto T oo =T F3C 1 25 hr
TESC 4 10%° at %9 0:, which is in good agree—
m ent w ith the data extracted from the phase diagram s.
A sm entioned at the beginning of this subsection, the
crossover tem peratures Ty for the m agnetic instabilities
In TPSC have been chosen such that the enhancem ent
factor is equal to 500. The enhancem ent factor scales
like the square ofthe correlation length 2. Forsuch large
2 the value of Ty is rather nsensitive to the choice 500
since the correlation length grow sexponentially. O ur cri-
terion for Ty leads to a good estin ate of the realphase
transition temperature with = 1 when a very small
coupling tem is added in the third spatial direction.
T he dependence of T, on coupling in the third dim en-
sion has been studied, w ithin TPSC, in Ref. 4(]. The
latter reference also contains expressions for the relation
between the enhancem ent factor and 2. On the other
hand, Ty dependsm ore strongly on the precise criterion
ifwe choose a m oderate value of the enhanceam ent factor.
In particular, the TP SC value 0ofTy in the antiferrom ag-
netic uctuation region increases by a factor two to ve



ifwe choose 10 for the enhancem ent factor, close to the
value [4L] chosen in Ref. [19 In this case, Tx agreeses—
sentially perfectly with the value obtained in the TCRG

phase diagram .

N ote how ever that our estin ate for the superconduct-
Ing transition tem perature is an aller than that obtained
w ith the TCRG ofRef. t_l-Sj] Because In TP SC the pair-
Ing uctuations do not feed back in the antiferrom ag—
netic uctuations, this result suggests that the feedbadk,
usually inclided in TCRG , enhances superconductivity
In this region of the phase diagram . Such a positive
feedback e ect was also found in the RG calculations of
Refs. tl7 .42] On the other hand, the RG approach of
Ref. f24] suggests instead that antiferrom agnetism and
superconductivity oppose each other. Some particle-
particle diagram s were how ever neglected in the latter
approach. In TP SC, antiferrom agnetic uctuations help
dy> ,2-wave superconductivity as long as they are not
strong enough to create a pseudogap, in which case they
are detrdn ental to superconductivity B(_]']

T he above-m entioned renom alization group calcula—
tions were done in the oneloop approxin ation w ih-
out selfenergy e ects. By contrast, in the RG work of
Ref. [_5§'], selfenergy e ects show Ing up at two loopswere
included in the calculation for the Y= 0 model. There,
i was found that dressing the ow equations for AFM
and superconducting response functions w ith the one—
particle wave vector dependent weight factors Z results
In a reduction of both AFM and superconducting cor-
relations, the latter suppression being m ore pronounced.
W ithin TP SC, them om entum —and frequency-dependent
selfenergy e ects that appear n G ¥ i the pairing sus-
ceptbility Eqg. @) do tend to decrease the tendency to
pairing when AFM uctuations becom e very strong at
and near half- lling [:_S-Q:], In qualitative agreem ent w ith
the RG result @3_:] In particular, in the presence of an
AFM -induced pseudogap, the tendency to superconduc—
tivity is decreased com pared to what i would be ifwe
replaced G @) by G &) everywhere. (Such a replacem ent is
not allow ed w ithin our form alisn ). Because of the excel-
lent agreem entbetween TP SC atthe rst ]evelofapprox—
in ation and Q uantum M onte C arlo calculations f28 29],
mom entum and frequency dependent selfenergy e ects
are not expected to be very In portant for AFM  uctua-
tions unless we are desp In the pseudogap regin e. T hey
have not been taken into account at this point. They
m ight be m ore Im portant in the case of ferrom agnetisn ,
which is already a very weak e ect in TP SC . This is dis-
cussed in the ollow Ing subsection.

C . Additionale ects that m ay be detrim entalto
ferrom agnetism

TheTCRG phasediagram [_1-9‘] is com puted at the one—
Joop evel. Selfenergy e ects occur at the two-loop level.
Sin ilarly, selfenergy e ects n TP SC are calculated at
the second level of approxim ation. Since analytical con—

FIG . 6: Tem perature dependence ofz°(T ) de ned by Eq. (12)
at the Van Hove lling corresponding to 1°j= 0:4.

tinuation of m agihary-tim e resultsisdi cul at low tem —
perature, we estin ate the quasiparticle wejg_ht w ih the
help ofthe quantity z(T') de ned in Refs. £8, 44] by

dal A ke;!)

2G & ; =2)= —_— 12)

0 =
2 () 2 cosh( !=2)

Physically, this quantity is an average of the sihgle-
particle spectralweight A kg ;! ) wihin T ofthe Fem i
¥vel (! = 0).W hen quasiparticlesexist, this isa good es—
tin ate ofthe usual zero-tem perature quasiparticle renor-
m alization factor z I @=Q!)!.However, n con—
trast to the usualz, this quantity gives an estin ate ofthe
spectralweight A kr ;! ) around the Fem i level, even if
quasiparticles disappear and a pseudogap fom s.

Fjg.:ﬁ show s the quasiparticle renom alization factor
z% at a value 1*j= 0:4 where forrom agnetic uctuations
dom Inate at very low tem peratures. O ne observes a pro—
gressive decrease of z° (T ) w ith decreasing tem perature.
W e checked that the single particle spectral function
A kr ;!) begins to show a am all pseudogap at the tem -
perature where z° begins to decrease signi cantly. Since
the ferrom agnetic uctuations are not yet strong enough
at that tem perature to create a pseudogap, this e ect is
com pltely driven by the singular density of states at the
Van Hove lling. In other words, second-order perturba—
tion theory should su ceto observe thee ect. The anal-
ogous feature w as previously found by one ofthe authors
and his co-w orkers Iflﬁ] In a second-order perturbation
study of the nearest-neighbor tw o-dim ensional H ubbard
m odel at half- lling. Selfenergy e ects near Van Hove
points have also been discussed In Ref. [46 T he rather
strong suppression of spectralweight at the Fermm iwave
vectors for tem peratures larger than the crossover tem —
perature found In the previous subsection would proba-
bly reduce the true Ty or even com pletely elim inate the
possbility ofa ferrom agnetic ground state ifwe could in—
clude the feedback of this selfenergy e ect into the spin
susceptibility.



T he ferrom agnetic uctuation regim e is also very sen—

sitive to doping w thin TP SC . In fact, deviations of the

Tling by 2 % away from the Van Hove Iling rem ove
the crossover to the ferrom agnetic regin e.

T here is also an argum ent that suggests that a Stoner—
type ferrom agnetic ground state is unstable in the two—
din ensional Hubbard m odel. W ithin RPA in the ferro—
m agnetic state {_ZI]‘], the spin sti ness constant for soin
waves In the ferrom agnetic state is proportional to m i
nus the second derivative of the density of states at the
Fem i Jevel [48]. Since the density of states as a finction
ofenergy (away from the Van Hove 1ling) hasa positive
curvature in tw o dim ensions, that leadsto a negative soin
sti ness constant and thus to an instability. This argu—
m ent is based on the non-interacting density of states.
T he pseudogap e ect m entioned in the previous para—
graph changes the curvature of the density of states at
the Ferm ileveland m ay stabilize the ferrom agnetic state.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

As found wihin tem peraturecuto renomm alization
group (TCRG) [19, 271, TPSC suggests that ferrom ag—
netisn m ay appear in the phase diagram ofthe2D t £
Hubbard m odel at Van Hove 1llings for weak to inter-
m ediate coupling. It is strking that the overall phase
diagram s of TCRG and TP SC have som e close sim ilari-
ties.Asin TCRG,we nd,Fig. :g:, that for an allnegative
values of the next-nearest-neighbor hopping the leading
Instability isa spin-density wave w ith slightly lncom m en—
surate antiferrom agnetic w ave vector CFJ'g.:_S) . W e ocould

nd incom m ensurability at sm all +%jonly or very large
lattice sizes. The TCRG seem sto indicate that very close
to $%j= 0, the wave vector rem ains pinned at ( ; ) 27]
but that could be due to the fact that coupling constants
In TCRG represent a nite region In wave vector space
and hence very an all incom m ensurabilities cannot be re—
solved. For interm ediate valnesof H*jwealso nddyz 42—
wave superconductivity. T he precise value of 1% for the
onset of dy2 2-wave superconductivity depends som e—
w hat on the criterion used for the crossover tem perature.
One clear di erence wih TCRG, however, is that the
range of 1%jwhere superconductivity appears ncreases
with U whereas it decreases with U in TCRG R7]. At
large 1%9> 0:33t; a crossoverto ferrom agnetism occurs as
a resul of the diverging density of states. TP SC cannot
tell us what happens below the crossover tem perature,
but that tem perature is the relevant one in practice since
any an all coupling in the perpendicular direction would
Jead to a realphase transition.

T he critical value for ferrom agnetism,, j:oj— 0:33t, co—
incides w ith that found in TCRG [19 |27] T his value of
1% is sn aller than that found within the T m atrix ap-
proxim ation l_2]_;], but that m ay be because of the cuto
to the Van Hove singularity im posed by the am all sys—
tem sizes used In that approach. The critical value for
ferrom agnetism , %= 0:33t, also di ers from the value
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Fj= 027t cbtained in Ref. P4] in the Iim it of zero tem -
perature. W e have explained in Sec.!ITIB! that for the
crossover to oocursu ciently close to T = 0 for the ar-
gum ents of Ref. [24.] to be correct, one needs values of
U that are unrealistically small. At nite U Wwe studied

= 3 and U = 6), subdom Inant corrections to the log—
arthm s shift the critical $=tj= 027 found by Ref. 4]
to the value F’=tj= 0:33 Hund by usand TCRG .

The di erencesbetween TCRG and other approaches,
as well as their strengths and weaknesses, are well ex—
plined in Refs. I_l-g,:_éj‘] T he an aller tem perature scale
for crossover to d,: | 2-wave superconductivity in TP SC
is a noteworthy dierence between our approach and
TCRG [19]. Thism ay be due to the fact that our calou-
lations include selfenergy e ects w hich are absent I:l_l-Bi:] in
oneloop TCRG .But the m ost strikking di erence is the
tem perature scale for ferrom agnetian that in our case re—
m ains extrem ely sm allaway from the critical %= 0:33t.

W e have shown that the low tem perature scale for
the crossover to ferrom agnetic uctuations com es from
K anam ori screening that strongly renom alizesthe e ec—
tive interaction (thise ect is sm aller in the antiferrom ag-
netic regin e). In TP SC this renom alization com es from
the constraint that the spin resgponse function with Ugy
should satisfy the localm om ent sum rule, Eqg. (4 This
causes the crossover tam perature to ferrom agnetic uctu—
ationsto depend weakly on t” and to rem ain snall. As i
the T m atrix approxin ation :_[-Z_iL], K anam ori screening
seem sm uch stronger than what is cbtained wih TCRG .
T he latter approach perhapsdoesnot inclide allthe large
w ave vectors and large energies entering the screening of
the e ective Interaction.

W ithin TPSC then, the tendency to ferrom agnetism
seam s very fragile. In addition, we checked that In
TPSC ferrom agnetism disappears for electron concen-—
trations that are only very slightly (2 %) away from
Van Hove Ilings, in overa]l agreem ent w ith the resuls
of the TCRG [19 .27 So the question of the exis—
tence of Stonertype ferrom agnetism at weak to inter—
m ediate coupling is not com pletely settled yet, despie
the posiive signs and the concordance of the m ost reli-
able approaches. W e have estin ated the electronic self-
energy e ects for large $%jand Hund that the quasiparti-
cle renom alization factor is reduced signi cantly at tem —
peratures T < 0:l. A s a resul, the sihglkparticle spec—
tral function A (kg ;! ) starts to show a sm allpsesudogap
w hich, at high tem perature, is com pletely driven by the
singular density of states, and not by the ferrom agnetic

uctuations that appear only at very low tem perature.
T his rather strong suppression of spectralweight at the
Fem iwave vectors for T > Ty may further reduce Ty
or even com pltely elim nate the crossover to a fe_rr_o_—
m agnetic ground state. W e have argued in Sec. -]I[C'
that other factors could be detrim ental to a ferrom ag—
netic ground state In two din ensions. In particular, as
is the case with RG calculations [_1-§, :_Z-j], a consistent
treatm ent of the electronic selfenergy e ects on the spin
regoonse function rem ains an open issue.



A nother interesting problem for future investigations
is the question of whether ferrom agnetisn could com —
pete wih the Pom eranchuk instability, ie. a spon-
taneous deform ation of the Fem i surface reducing its
symm etry from the tettagonalto the orthorhom bic one.
Tem perature cuto RG [27- -49'] disagrees w ith a sugges—
tion f_lé, 2(_], E(_) ] that this is one of the possbl lkading
instabilities ofthe 2D t £ Hubbard m odelat Van Hove

1lings.

Note added in proof: B. Binz, D. Baeriswyl and
B.D ouoot BRnn. Phys. (Lejpzjg) 12, (2003); -'cx-)ﬁci'—

one—loop renom alization group to ferrom agnetism , sug—
gesting that the error produced by the one-loop approx—
In ation is of the sam e order as the term w hich produces
the ferrom agnetic instability.
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