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Abstract

Using renorm alization group with included self-energy e�ectsand exactdiagonalization ofsm all

clusters we investigate the ground state phase diagram ofa two-dim ensionalextended Hubbard

m odelwith nearest-neighborexchangeinteraction J,in addition to thelocalCoulom b repulsion U .

Them ain instabilitiesare antiferrom agnetism close to half-�lling and dx2�y 2 superconductivity in

the doped system .W e �nd thatself-energy e�ectsare fatalforsuperconductivity in the repulsive

Hubbard m odel(i.e.J = 0,U > 0).Thesuperconductivity istriggered by �niteJ.Thecom bined

action ofJ and U interactions provide a rem arkably e�cientm echanism to enhance both d x2�y 2

superconducting and antiferrom agnetic correlations.
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IN T R O D U C T IO N

One ofthe m oststriking featuresobserved in the phase diagram ofthe high Tc super-

conducting cuprates is the proxim ity between the insulating state with long-range anti-

ferrom agnetic order and the superconducting phase. This rem arkable issue and the fact

thatatoptim um doping the antiferrom agnetic coherence length rem ains�nite (� � 4a for

La2�x SrxCu04),havebeen thesourceofinspiration form any theoreticalworksin which the

pairing m echanism isproposed to beoriginated in theuctuationsofthespin-density wave

phase. Anotherpeculiarity ofthese m aterialsisthatthe superconducting orderparam eter

hasdx2�y 2 sym m etry.Thereason forthisproperty isalso thoughtto betheclosenessto the

antiferrom agneticphaseasthelinesofnodesofthesuperconducting gap allowsfortheex-

istenceofgaplessspin excitationsand superconductivity can coexistwith spin-density wave

uctuations.Very recently,theproxim ity between thesetwo phasessupplem ented with the

e�ectofdisorderhasbeen thebasicingredientin a phenom enologicalm odelto suggestthat

colossale�ectscan beexpected in thephasediagram ofthecuprates[1].

Thefactthattheground-stateoftheundoped m aterialsisantiferrom agneticim m ediately

suggeststhatthe Hubbard m odelcould be a good candidate fora m icroscopic description

ofthese com pounds. Instead,the explanation ofthe superconducting m echanism in the

fram ework ofthis m odelrem ains very controversial. A superconducting solution isfound

when the m odelis tackled with som e m any-body techniques[2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10].

However,allthenum ericalworksdevoted to search indicationsofsuperconductivity in the

repulsive Hubbard m odelhave been negative so far [11,12,13,14]. Another candidate

m odelto provide the basisforthe theoreticalinvestigation ofthe high Tc superconductors

isthe t� J m odel,which coincideswith the Hubbard Ham iltonian in the lim itofU ! 1

(correspondingtoJ ! 0).In thecaseofthet� J m odel,m any-bodym ethodsand num erical

resultsseem to be in agreem entconcerning the possibility ofa superconducting state with

dx2�y 2 sym m etry [15,16,17,18]. The range ofJ atwhich it m ay occuris,however,not

precisely determ ined and itislikely to lie beyond the region where the m apping from the

Hubbard m odelisvalid.

Thism otivatesthestudy ofthet� J � U m odel

H = �t
X

hiji;�

(c
y

i�cj� + hc)+ J
X

hiji

Si�Sj + U
X

i

ni"ni#; (1)
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which,in addition to theCoulom b repulsion U oftheusualHubbard Ham iltonian,contains

a nearest-neighborexchangeinteraction J asthet� J m odel.In such a way,wecan expect

toretain appealingfeaturesofboth m odels,likethechargeuctuationsintroduced by U but

forbidden in theconstrained t� J m odeland therobustsuperconducting correlationsintro-

duced by the exchange interaction and explore the interplay between both e�ects. Beside

these heuristic argum ents,thet� J � U m odelisclosely related to theextended Hubbard

m odelwith correlated hopping,which hasbeen derived from thethree-band extended Hub-

bard m odelasan e�ective one-band Ham iltonian to describe the low energy propertiesof

the Cu-O planesofthe high-Tc m aterials[19]. The latterm odelischaracterized by three

di�erentnearest-neighborhopping am plitudestA A;tA B ;tB B depending on theoccupation of

thetwo sitesinvolved,aswellastheusualCoulom b repulsion U,

H = U
X

i

ni"ni# �
X

hiji;�

(c
y

i�cj� + hc)

ftA A(1� ni�)(1� nj�)

tA B [(1� ni�)nj�)+ ni�(1� nj�)]

tB B ni�nj�g: (2)

Each oftheparam etersoftheabovem odeldependson theparam etersoftheoriginalthree-

band Ham iltonian and there is a degree ofuncertainty in their precise values. The rele-

vant property is that reasonable estim ates indicate that tA B is larger than the other two

[19]. The analysis ofthe di�erent hopping processes in (2) reveals that the one driven

by tA B m ediatesantiferrom agnetic correlations. In particular,in the strong coupling lim it

U >> tA A ;tA B ;tB B ,the exchange interaction obtained by treating (2) with second order

perturbation theory isJ = 4t2A B =U.Furtherm ore,when thisprocessissuppressed,antifer-

rom agneticcorrelationsarecom pletely elim inated and a m etal-insulatortransition can take

place at�nite U in the half-�lled system [20,21,22]. Forweak coupling,the Ham iltonian

(2) can be treated with m ean-�eld Hartree-Fock and BCS-like techniques in 2D [23]and

with operatorproductexpansion and bosonization in 1D [24]. Itturns outthat,close to

half-�lling,the predicted phase diagram isequivalentto thatobtained starting from an ef-

fectivet� J � U m odel[25].In sum m ary,therelevanceofthet� J � U m odelto describe

thePhysicsofthecupratescan bealsosupported by itsclosenesstothecorrelated Hubbard

m odelderived from them oredetailed three-band Hubbard m odelfortheCu-O planes.
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Com ingback tothephenom enology ofthesuperconductingcuprates,thet� J� U m odel

provides the fram ework forrecent suggestions based on a com bined orderparam eterwith

superconducting and bond-density-wave com ponentswith dx2�y 2 sym m etriesto explain the

intriguing pseudogap phenom ena [26].In general,extended Hubbard m odelsin low dim en-

sionsare ofinterestin the contextofhigh-Tc m aterials[27,28,29]and also to understand

the rich structure observed in the phase diagram soforganicm aterialslike (TM TSF)2PF6,

and (TM TSF)2ClO 4 [22,24,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37],which can notbe explained on

thebasisthelocalCoulom b interaction oftheusualHubbard m odel.

The t� J � U m odelhas an explicit e�ective attraction m ediated by J that enables

a superconducting solution even within a sim ple BCS-like description. Num ericalstudies

ofthis m odelin ladders indicate thatsuperconducting correlations with dx2�y 2 sym m etry

are enhanced in com parison to those ofthe usualHubbard m odel[38]. M ore recently,an

analysisbased ontheLandauFerm iliquid picturehasbeen adopted toarguethatthepairing

interaction m ediated by J com bined by a strong renorm alization ofthe e�ective density

ofstates caused by U results in a signi�cant enhancem ent ofthe superconducting order

param eter while quantum M onte Carlo sim ulations based on a variationalwave function

with a BCS structure supportthispicture [39]. Investigationsofthe weak coupling phase

diagram atvan Hove �llingsofthetwo dim ensionalversion ofthism odelsupplem ented by

a nearest-neighbor Coulom b repulsion and next-nearest neighbor hopping am plitude have

also been reported [40].

Theaim ofthiswork istoinvestigatethetwo-dim ensionalphasediagram ofthet� J� U

m odelwith two com plem entary techniques: exact diagonalization (ED)ofa sm allcluster

with 4� 4 sitesand theone-loop renorm alization group (RG)technique presented in Refs.

[6,41].Thelatterareexpected toprovidereliableindicationsofthem ain instabilitiesofthe

Ferm iliquid in the lim itofweak interactions. ED isan unbiased m ethod thatconsistsin

theexactcalculation oftheground statewavefunction,allowing forthedirectevaluation of

therelevantcorrelation functionsbuthasthedrawback thatthesizeoftheclustersthatare

am enableto betreated issm all.In spiteofthatlim itation,in thecaseofthet� J m odel,

theconclusionsbased on num ericalresultson such sm allclustersaream ongthem ostrobust

onesregarding superconductivity [17].Itistherefore interesting to analyze the predictions

ofthesetwo m ethodsand to com parethem with previousresults.

Thearticleisorganized asfollows,in section IIweprovidesom etechnicaldetailson the
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m ethodsweem ploy.In particular,wedescribetheprocedurefollowed to includeselfenergy

corrections in the RG treatm ent. An im portant reference is the behavior ofthe relevant

susceptibilities evaluated with this RG procedure for the usualHubbard m odel. This is

discussed in Section III.In sectionsIV and V wepresenttheresultsforthet� J � U m odel

using RG and ED,respectively.Section VIisdevoted to sum m ary and conclusions.

T EC H N IC A L D ETA ILS

R enorm alization group m ethod

Thebasichypothesisoftherenorm alization group m ethod isthatthenorm alstateiswell

described by thee�ectiveaction forquasiparticlesneartheFerm isurface.Thedescription of

the m any body problem isdone in term softhe two-body e�ective interaction U l(�1;�2;�3)

and the quasiparticle weight Zl(�). In the W ilson’s renorm alization schem e,Ul(�1;�2;�3)

isthe e�ective interaction between electronswithin the ring �� around the Ferm isurface.

Thisinteraction isrenorm alized by the scattering processes involving allelectrons outside

thering ��.A physicalinterpretation ofthecuto� � isthatitplaystheroleofan e�ective

tem perature orthe experim entalprobe frequency. In previousversionsofRG [6,8,9,40],

itwasassum ed Zl(�)=1. In whatfollows,we sum m arize the im proved RG m ethod ofRef.

[41]which also considersself-energy correctionsby taking into accounttherenorm alization

ofthequasiparticleweight.

An im portantissue to note isthe factthatUl(�1;�2;�3)and Zl(�)depend only on the

angles �i that param etrize the positions of the particles on the Ferm isurface. This is

justi�ed by a sim ple power counting which tells us that only the angular dependence of

the e�ective interaction is m arginal(or m arginally-relevant) and only term s up to linear

in energy are to be kept in the renorm alization ofthe angle-dependent self-energy [41].

In the renorm alization group procedure,these functions are continuously renorm alized as

the energy cuto�,param etrized by the scale las� = 8texp(�l)isreduced. The ensuing

equation forthe evolution ofUl within the one-loop renorm alization group schem e hasthe

following structure:

@Ul

@l
= �ppfUl;Ulg+ 2�phfUl;Ulg� �phfUl;X Ulg� �phfX Ul;Ulg� X �phfX Ul;X Ulg; (3)

where X istheexchange operatorde�ned asX U(1;2;3)= U(2;1;3).Onem ustrem em ber
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FIG . 1: From the left: Particle-particle (Cooper) and particle-hole (density-wave) di�erential

bubbles �pp(�1;�2;�3) and �ph(�1;�2;�3). Propagators corresponding to degrees of freedom at

the Ferm isurfaceand outsidethe ring � �are indicated with a barand a > ,respectively.

that(3)isa functionalow equation,i.e. Ul and allterm son the right-hand side depend

on three angles(�1;�2;�3). Particle-particle (Cooper)and particle-hole (density-wave) dif-

ferentialbubbles�pp and �ph areshown on �g.1.To solve num erically Eq.(3)we discretize

the angle � which de�nes the so-called N -patch m odel. The function Ul(�1;�2;�3)isthen

represented byasetofcouplingconstantslabeled bythreediscreteindexes.Forthet� J� U

m odel,theinitialcondition is

Ul= 0(�1;�2;�3)=

�

U �
J

4
[cos(x3 � x1)+ cos(y3 � y1)]�

J

2
[cos(x3 � x2)+ cos(y3 � y2)]

�

;

(4)

where (xi;yi)are com ponents ofthe wave vector ki,corresponding to the angle �i atthe

noninteractingFerm isurface.Allcouplingconstantsarefound todivergeatthesam ecritical

scalelc like

Ul(�1;�2;�3)!
~U(�1;�2;�3)

lc� l
; (5)

where the weights ~U are m odeldependent constants. This type ofsolution is called the

�xed-pole solution in contrast to the m obile-pole solution,where di�erent coupling con-

stantsdiverge atdi�erentcriticalscales.Forrealistic system s,where theinitialcoupling is

notextrem ely sm all,only �xed polesarerelevant[42].The criticalscale lc dependson the

barecouplingconstantsU and J and on theband �llingparam etrized bythechem icalpoten-

tial.Thecriticalcuto�� c = 8texp(�lc)appearstobethecharacteristictem peratureofthe

m odel.Them ostprecisenon-restrictiveinterpretation of�c isthatatthisenergy electrons

starttobuild bound states.Nam ely,thepolesin Eq.5arethetwo-particlepropagatorpoles,
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indicating the on-setofbound states. These bound statescan be ofcharge,spin orsuper-

conducting kind and allofthem renorm alize theone-particle weight.Thisrenorm alization

isangledependentand itsevolution isdescribed by thefollowing expression

@llogZl(�)=
1

(2�)2

Z

d�
0
J (�0;��)�l(�;�

0); (6)

with the initialcondition Zl(�)= 1. The function J (�;�)is the angle dependent density

ofstatesatthe energy � (m easured from the Ferm ilevel). The quantity �l(�;�
0)contains

particle-particle(pp)and particle-hole(ph)contributions

�l(�;�
0)� (2X � 1)�ppfUl;Ulg+ 2�phfX Ul;X Ulg+ 2�phfUl;Ulg� �phfUl;X Ulg� �phfX Ul;Ulg

(7)

with allterm son the right-hand side taken with externallegs(�1;�2;�3)= (�;�0;�0). The

interaction inserted inallbetafunctionsobeysthescalingequation (3).Therelationbetween

interaction Ul and theusualphysicalinteraction � containstherescaling Z-factors,[41]:

�l(1;2;3)= [Zl(1)Zl(2)Zl(3)Zl(4)]
�1=2

Ul(1;2;3): (8)

To �nd out which correlations are relevant and candidates for order param eter we m ust

allow the theory to choose between allpossible 2-particle correlations. For this reason

we have to follow the renorm alization ofseveralangle-resolved correlation functions. The

superconducting correlation function �SCl (�1;�2)m easurescorrelationsbetween theCooper

pairs(�1;�1+ �)and (�2;�2+ �),allstatesbeingattheFerm isurface.Theantiferrom agnetic

correlation function �A Fl (�1;�2) correlates two nested electron-hole pairs c
y

k(�1)
�ck(�1)+ (�;�)

and c
y

k(�2)
�ck(�2)+ (�;�).Thechargedensity wavecorrelation function �

C D W
l (�1;�2)correlates

the nested charge-like electron-hole pairs. To get the renorm alization group ow ofall

correlation functions we follow the procedure given in Ref.[6]but dressing the electronic

propagatorswith Z{factorsasin Ref.[41].W eget

_��l(�1;�2)=
1

Zl(�1)Zl(�2)

I

d� ~z�l(�1;�)D
�
l(�)~z

�
l(�;�2): (9)

Thefunction D �
l(�)writes

D
SC
l (�)=

1

2

X

�= + ;�

J (��(l);�) (10)
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fortheSC channeland

D
A F
l (�)=

1

2

J (��(l);�)

1+ j�j=�(l)
; (11)

fortheAF channelwhereonly thenegativeshell(� = �1)contributesto theow.

Theow ofthequantity ~z�l(�1;�)thathastheroleofa triangularvertex writes:

[@l� �(�1)� �(�2)]~z
�
l(�1;�2)= �

I

d� ~z�l(�1;�)D
�
l(�)V

�
l (�;�2): (12)

Them eaning of~z�l(�1;�2)isthat

~z�l(�1;�2)� Zl(�1)z
�
l(�1;�2)Zl(�2)

so thattheinitialconditionsfor~z�l and forz
�
l arethesam e:

z
�
l= 0(�1;�2)= �D (�1 � �2); (13)

where�D istheDiracfunction.Initialconditionsforsusceptibilitiesare:

�
�
l= 0(�1;�2)= 0: (14)

Afterdiscretization weintegratenum erically equations(9)and (12).Therelevantsuscepti-

bility in each channelisthedom inanteigenvalueoftheangle-resolved correlation function.

Thecorresponding eigenvectordeterm inestheangulardependence oftheorderparam eter.

Exact diagonalization

This m ethod consists in the exact com putation,by recourse to Lanczos algorithm ,of

the ground state (GS)wave function ofthe m odelHam iltonian (1)on a sm allcluster. W e

considera clustercontaining 4� 4 latticesites.

Dueto the�nitesizeofthecluster,itsreciprocallatticecontainsjustsom efew (N = 16)

points.Asseveralinstabilitiesareexpected tobecom petitivein thism odel,therough m esh

ofavailablek-vectorscan producean im portantbiasand lead toan arti�cialenhancem entof

som ekind ofcorrelation.Theonly resortto m inim izethisdrawback isto considerdi�erent

kinds ofboundary conditions,which is equivalent to consider di�erent choices ofthe 16

k-points. An arbitrary choice ofboundary conditions breaks the point group sym m etry

ofthe originallattice. Exceptions are the periodic (P) and antiperiodic (AP) boundary
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0

1

k
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−1
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FIG .2:Reciprocallattice ofthe 4� 4 clusterassum ing (a)m ixed boundary conditions,(b)peri-

odic boundary conditionsand (c)antiperiodic boundary conditions. G round state con�gurations

corresponding to the�llingsn = 0:75 (thick arrows)and n = 0:875 (adding thethin arrowsto the

previouscase)arealso sketched.

conditions,which lead to the m esh indicated in Figs.2b and c,respectively. M ixed (M )

boundary conditions (periodic in one direction and antiperiodic in the other) lead to the

pattern depicted in Fig.2a. The latterbreakssom e ofthe sym m etries ofthe C4v group of

theoriginallattice,thecorresponding pointgroup being C2v.Typically,thesethreechoices

ofboundary conditionsaretheonesleading to thelowestenergy.In ourstudy,wecom pute

the GS of(1),considering allthe three possibilitiesabove m entioned within the subspaces

corresponding to thedi�erentone-dim ensionalrepresentationsofthepointgroup and total

k = (0;0). In the noninteracting system ,itiseasy to see thatclosed-shellcon�gurations

are those leading to the lowest energy. For som e densities ofparticles this condition is,

however,notpossible to be ful�lled forany choice ofthe boundary conditionsand the GS

isdegenerate. The interactionsnorm ally liftm ostofthe degeneracies. In som e cases,itis

observed thatwhen the interactionsovercom e som e particularvalue,a change isproduced

in the BC leading to the lowestenergy. The lattere�ectisan indication thatinteractions

lead to som e qualitative change in the behaviorofthe GS.Thisis,ofcourse,a m ere �nite

size e�ect but provides a valuable inform ation,since it reects that the system prefers a

changein thepopulation ofavailablek-pointsin orderto takeadvantageoftheinteractions
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and thuslowertheenergy.

Toinvestigatethesuperconductingcorrelationsin theGSitisusefultostudythebehavior

ofthepaircorrelation function (PCF)

P(r) =
1

N

X

i

h	 0j�
y
�(R i+ r)� �(R i)j	 0i; (15)

where j	 0i isthe ground-state wave function while � y
os(R i)= c

y

i"
c
y

i#
foron-site s pairing,

� y
�(R i) =

P

�
f�(�)[c

y

i+ �"c
y

i# � c
y

i+ �#c
y

i"]=
p
8,with fes(�) = 1 for extended s pairing,and

fd(�)= 1 (fd(�)= �1 )when � = �(1;0)(� = �(0;1))fordx2�y 2 pairing. Thisfunction

isnorm alized in such a way thatj� y
�(i)j	 0ij

2 = 1. A superconducting state with pairsof

a given sym m etry is expected to have sizable correlations between pairs far separated by

arbitrary large distances. In the case ofthe 4� 4 cluster,the largestavailable distance is

r = (2;2). The PCF between pairs separated by this m axim um distance is denoted Pm .

As even in the noninteracting lim it the PCF can be �nite,we interpret an enhancem ent

ofthe corresponding PCF relative to its value at U = 0;J = 0 as an indication ofthe

superconducting instability.

To study thespin-density-wave (SDW )correlationsitisusefulto com putethespin-spin

correlation function,

S(r) =
1

N

X

i

h	 0jS
z(R i+ r)Sz(R i)j	 0i; (16)

and to analyzetheFouriertransform

S(k) =
1

N

X

i

e
ik�RiS(r); (17)

which providesinform ation on thenatureofthecorrelationsbetween spins.

R EN O R M A LIZAT IO N -G R O U P R ESU LT S FO R H U B B A R D M O D EL W IT H R E-

P U LSIV E A N D AT T R A C T IV E IN T ER A C T IO N

Inthissection wepresentresultsfortheusualHubbardm odelobtained bytheRG m ethod

described in the previous section. The m otivation is twofold. Forthe case ofthe U > 0

m odel,itwasshown in Ref.[41]thatself-energy correctionsincluded in therenornalization

ofZ(�)are im portantto predictthe antiferrom agnetic instability athalf-�lling in 2D and
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)AF (upperpanels)and dx2�y 2 SC (lowerpanels)susceptibilitiesasfunctions

ofthe scale lfor Hubbard m odelwith U = 1:6t and densities determ ined by l� = 1 (left-hand

panels)and l� = 3 (right-hand panels),corresponding,respectively,to half-�lling (parquetregim e)

and high doping (within the BCS regim e). Thick and thin lines correspond to results with and

withoutself-energy corrections,respectively.Thenoninteracting particle-particleand particle-hole

susceptibilitiesare shown in dashed lines.Thecriticalscale lc aswellasthe scale l
� atwhich the

susceptibility departsfrom thebehaviorofthenoninteracting oneareindicated with m agenta and

cyan arrows,respectively.

to recoverthe correctexpression forthe jum p atthe Ferm ipointsin 1D butthe behavior

ofthesusceptibilitiesaway from half-�lling hasnotbeen analyzed so far.On anotherhand,

forU < 0 them odelisa paradigm aticexam ple ofa superconductorand itis,therefore,an

im portantreferencepointto analyzethebehaviorofthesuperconducting correlations.The

resultsshown correspond to a discretization of32 patches.

W hen applied to the usualHubbard m odelwith repulsive interactions(U > 0),the RG

withoutconsidering self-energy corrections[6,8,9],predictsthatatsom e criticalscale lc,

the superconducting susceptibility with dx2�y 2 sym m etry together with AF susceptibility

diverge within the parquetregim e (j�j< �),even athalf-�lling. Thisfeature isexpected

to be an artifact ofthe approxim ation since for n = 1 um klapp processes are active and

they are expected to drive the system toward an insulating AF state. In Ref. [41]itwas

shown that,dueto therenorm alization ofthequasiparticle weight,theSC susceptibility is

suppressed below its noninteracting value,while the AF susceptibility rem ains enhanced,

although weakly,relativeto thenoninteracting particle-holeone.
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Fig.3 showsthe behaviorforthe di�erentsusceptibilitiesasfunctionsofthe scale l,at

di�erent densities de�ned by the chem icalpotential� = 8texp(�l�). The susceptibilities

with and without self-energy corrections are respectively plotted in thin and thick lines.

The two left-hand panelscorrespond to half-�lling (l� = 1 )and sum m arize the resultsof

Ref.[41].W ithoutself-energy correctionsboth SC and AF susceptibilitiesdivergeatlc,AF

beingdom inant.Self-energy e�ectssuppressthedivergence,decreasingtheSC susceptibility

bellow its noninteracting value. The AF susceptibility is also renorm alized by self-energy

e�ectsbutrem ainslargerthan thenoninteractingone.Thescalel� (seeFig.3)atwhich the

AF susceptibility beginsto departfrom thebehaviorofthenoninteracting oneis,however,

nota�ected by theself-energy corrections.Thiskind ofbehaviorextendsalong theparquet

regim e,de�ned by thecondition j�j< �.

The region at lower densities such that j�j> � is usually called BCS regim e because

only Cooper channelhas logarithm ic contributions to the e�ective interaction. The two

right-hand panelsofFig.3 show how in thisregim eboth AF and SC susceptibilitiesrem ain

slightly largerthan theirnoninteracting valueswhen self-energy correctionsare taken into

account.

These results need som e discussion. Up to now itwasratherwidely accepted thatthe

2D Hubbard m odelhas a dx2�y 2 SC state away from half-�lling. On the contrary results

on the right-hand panels ofFig. 3 do notconvincingly indicate a strong superconducting

instability.TheSC correlation functionsbeing only weakly enhanced and thescalel� being

strongly renorm alized towards high values when self-energy e�ects are taken into account

(see right-hand lower panelofFig. 3). This indicates that the energy �� = 8texp(�l�)

at which superconducting correlations begin to m anifest them selves decreases when self-

energy e�ectsareconsidered.At� c thereisa creation ofbound statesbecausethe4-points

vertex (5)haspoles.Thesebound statesarethegaplessm odesthatdestroy theone-particle

coherenceviaself-energycorrectionsand theresultisthatthephasetransition issuppressed,

probably to som e�nitelowerenergy.

To justify the above interpretation we calculated forcom parison the RG ow ofthe at-

tractive Hubbard m odel,for which the instabilities are better known. The U < 0 m odel

isa paradigm atic exam ple ofs-wave type superconductorand itsphase diagram hasbeen

investigated in detailby m ean-�eld and num ericaltechniques. Unlike the repulsive coun-

terpart,predictionsby di�erentm ethodsagree aboutthe m ain instabilitiesexpected in its
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FIG . 4: (Color online) CDW (upper panels) and s-wave SC (lower panels) susceptibilities as

functionsofthe scale lforU = � 0:8tand densitiesdeterm ined by l� = 1 ;5;3,corresponding to

half-�lling and two densitieswithin theBCS regim e(from leftto right).O therdetailsarethesam e

asin Fig.3.

phase diagram [43,44]: At weak coupling,the explicit localnegative interaction leads to

BCS-like superconductivity away from half-�lling. Forn = 1,localCDW isbelieved to be

degenerate with s-wave superconductivity in the GS [43]. In 1D,such degeneracy isexact

duetosym m etry reasons.Thisisbecausetherepulsivem odelhasdom inantAF correlations

with a powerlaw decay.Sinceno breaking oftheSU(2)sym m etry ispossible,thebehavior

ofthecorrelationsin any ofthespacialdirection m ustbehavein thesam eway.On another

hand,there isan exacttransform ation c
y

i"
! (�1)ici",c

y

i#
! c

y

i#
,which m apsthe repulsive

m odelinto the attractive one,while m aps the degenerate z and x;y com ponents ofthe

dom inant SDW correlations ofthe U > 0 m odelto the CDW and superconducting ones,

respectively,ofthe U < 0 counterpart. The above reasoning can also be extended to the

2D caseprovided thatno sym m etry breaking in theground stateoftheU > 0 m odeltakes

place.Resultsobtained with RG fortheattractivem odelin 2D shown in Fig 4 arein very

good agreem entwith thedescription provided by num ericalm ethods[43,44].Athalf-�lling

(l� = 1 ,see left-hand panels ofFig. 4),the m ost rem arkable feature is the degeneracy

observed between CDW and SC susceptibility with locals-wave sym m etry,which rem ain

slightly largerthan thenoninteractingonewhen self-energy correctionsareconsidered.This
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should be rather expected since the present m ethod provides a description ofthe norm al

stateand only theon-setoftheinstability towardsthesym m etry broken stateiscaptured.

Bellow half-�lling (l� = 5;3,cf.m iddleand right-hand panelsofFig4),CDW susceptibility

becom esweaker,approxim ately equalto thenoninteracting one,whilethesuperconducting

susceptibility becom es m ore enhanced. Self-energy e�ects suppress the divergence ofthe

di�erentinstabilitiesbutdo notrenorm alizethescalel�.

Bellow half-�lling,the s-wave type SC susceptibility isclearly largerthan the noninter-

acting particle-particle one. Asexpected,the CDW rem ainsnon renorm alized. Com pared

to the repulsive Hubbard m odel(Fig.3),the enhancem ent ofSC correlationsism ore con-

vincing and in thepresentcasewecan indeed assign thedivergenceatlc totheon-setofthe

s-wave superconductivity. Altogether,the attractive Hubbard m odelaway from half-�lling

shows strong tendencies towards the s-wave superconductivity even when the self-energy

correctionsaretaken into account.Thisisin contrastto the repulsive case where the self-

energy e�ects have a m ore pronounced e�ect against the dx2�y 2 superconductivity. The

reason for this behavior is rather sim ple: the s-wave superconductivity in the attractive

Hubbard m odelisan e�ectof�rstorderin U,whiletheself-energy correctionsareofsecond

order. As long asthe coupling is weak the BCS like instability is a good approxim ation.

Form ally thism eansthatthem ean-�eld and theKosterlitz-Thoulesstransitionsarecloseto

one another. In the case ofthe repulsive interaction the dx2�y 2 superconductivity and the

self-energy correctionsare both ofsecond orderin U,so thatby decreasing U one cannot

prom oteonly superconductivity and m aketheuctuationssubdom inant.

R EN O R M A LIZAT IO N -G R O U P R ESU LT S FO R T H E t� J � U M O D EL.

W e present results for the relevant susceptibilities in the t� J � U m odelin Fig. 5.

The left-hand panels correspond to half-�lling and the behavior is sim ilar to that ofthe

Hubbard case. Nam ely,SC susceptibility with dx2�y 2 sym m etry evolvesto valuesbelow of

thenoninteractingone,whileAF susceptibility rem ainshigherthan itsnoninteractingvalue,

indicating thatatn = 1,thesystem owstowardsan AF insulating state.Upon doping the

dx2�y 2 superconductivity getsprogressively strongerand becom esthe dom inantinstability

ataboutthe crossover line � = �,just asin the Hubbard m odel. The right-hand panels

show a typicalow ofthe susceptibility in the BCS regim e (� < �)where the dom inant

14



0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

l

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

χSC

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

χA
F

0 1 2 3 4 5

l

0

10

20

30

40
0 1 2 3 4 5

0

2

4

6

8

l
* l

*

l
*

l
c

l
c

l
c

l
c

l
*

FIG .5: (Coloronline)AF (upperpanels)and dx2�y 2 SC (lowerpanels)susceptibilitiesasfunctions

ofthescalelforHubbard m odelwith U = J = 1:6tand densitiesdeterm ined by l� = 1 (left-hand

panels)and l� = 3 (right-hand panels),corresponding,respectively,to half-�lling (parquetregim e)

and high doping (within the BCS regim e).O therdetailsarethe sam e asin Fig.3.

correlationsareofsuperconductivity type.

Theabovepicturesharessom efeatureswith thebehaviorobserved in theHubbard m odel,

discussed in the previoussection. Im portantissuesto highlightare: (i)Athalf-�lling the

behavior ofthe relevant susceptibilities is very sim ilar to that ofthe repulsive Hubbard

m odel. However,the scale lc atwhich the on-setofthe AF instability takesplace aswell

asthe scale l� are sm allerthan forthe J = 0 case. The susceptibility isalso signi�cantly

larger than the noninteracting one,even when self-energy corrections are included in the

RG procedure. These featuresindicate thatJ contributesto increase the AF correlations

and theNeeltem perature.(ii)Athigherdopings,within theBCS regim e,AF susceptibility

coincideswith thenoninteracting onewhileSC correlationsbecom esigni�cantly enhanced.

Thisisin contrastto thebehavioroftherepulsivem odel(cf.Fig.3)whereSC correlations

areonly weakly enhanced.Instead,thebehavioron therightpanelsofFig.5 resem blesthe

one ofthe attractive Hubbard m odel,ifwe associate dx2�y 2 SC and AF susceptibilities in

Fig.5respectively tos-waveSC and CDW susceptibilitieson m iddleand rightpanelsofFig.

4.Also notethat,asin theattractivem odel,thescalel� rem ainsuna�ected by self-energy

e�ects. In addition,the scale lc at which the on-set ofthe superconducting instability is

observed issm allin the t� J � U m odel,im plying a high criticaltem perature. W e have

carried outa sim ilaranalysisforothervaluesoftheparam etersJ and U and found thatthe
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FIG .6: (Color online) Phase diagram showing com bined action ofU and J interactions. The

\critical tem perature" is de�ned as Tc � �c = 8texp(� lc) (see text). Left and right panels

correspond to J = 1:6t and J = 0:4t, respectively. Plots in blue circles correspond to U =

0;0:4t;0:8t;t;1:6t;3:2t. The ones corresponding to the lowest and highest U are drawn in open

and dark �lled sym bols,respectively. The plotin red squarescorrespondsto the usualHubbard

m odel(J = 0 and U = 1:6t). The line T = � separates the regions where the SDW and dx2�y 2

superconducting (dSC)instabilitiesarethe dom inantones.

sym m etry ofthe dom inantsuperconducting correlationsisalwaysdx2�y 2.W ehave veri�ed

the reliability ofthese results upon increasing num ber ofpatches up to 64 patches. The

reason fortherobustnessoftheSC correlationsisin thefactthattheJ interaction hasan

attractivedx2�y 2 SC com ponent,so thatsuperconductivity existsalready at�rstorderofUl

whiletheuctuationsareonly subdom inant,justasin theattractiveHubbard case.

In ordertohaveam orequantitativerepresentation oftheroleplayed byboth interactions

wepresentthephasediagram in Fig.6.The\criticaltem perature" plotted in the�gureis

de�ned asTc � �c where �c = 8texp(�lc). Results forthe repulsive Hubbard m odelare

also shown forcom parison.By com paring theplotsforJ = 0;U = 1:6tand J = 1:6t;U = 0

in the left paneland for J = 0;U = 1:6tand J = 0:4t;U = 1:6tin the right panel(the

arrowsaredrawn to easethereading),itisclearthatJ isa rem arkably e�cientm echanism

to driveAF closeto half-�lling and dx2�y 2 superconductivity in thedoped system .Another

im portantfeatureisthatat�xed J,thee�ectofU isto increasethe\criticaltem perature".

Thism eansthatthetwointeractionsarenotcom petitivebut,instead,cooperatetoincrease

thestrength ofantiferrom agneticand superconducting correlations.
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EX A C T -D IA G O N A LIZAT IO N R ESU LT S FO R T H E t� J � U M O D EL IN T H E 4� 4

C LU ST ER .

The resultsofthe previoussection suggestthatthe com bined e�ectofthe interactions

J and U drivessuperconductivity with dx2�y 2 sym m etry in the doped system ,leading to a

signi�cantenhancem entofthesuperconductingcorrelations.Asin thecaseofthepureHub-

bard m odelnum ericalm ethodsfailtodetectthetendency towardsdx2�y 2-superconductivity,

itisinteresting to analyzethecaseof�niteJ.

W e show bellow results obtained by following the strategy explained in Section II.W e

com puted the exact GS energy and wave function in a 4 � 4 cluster and calculated the

correlation functionsbetween pairswith localand extended s-waveand dx2�y 2 sym m etries.

W e focused our attention on the study ofthree di�erent �llings (n = 0:625;0:75;0:875),

corresponding to N = 10;12;14 particlesin thecluster.

Letusbeginwiththeanalysisoftheboundaryconditionsleadingtothelowestenergy.For

thecasen = 0:625,theGS isobtained forPBC.In thenoninteracting lim it,itcorresponds

to a closed-shellcon�guration and forallthe explored valuesofthe interactions,itliesin

thesubspaceassociated to therepresentation ofthepointgroup with s-wavelikecharacter.

The k-pointslying on the Ferm isurface ofthe noninteracting system are (�=2;0)and the

sym m etry related points.Forthese points,thestructure factorsfes(k)= cos(kx)+ cos(ky)

and fd(k)= cos(kx)� cos(ky),corresponding to BCS gapswith extended sand dx2�y 2-wave

sym m etrieshaveexactly thesam estrength jfdj= jfesj= 1.

For �llings n = 0:75 and n = 0:875,the lowest energy in the noninteracting case is

achieved byconsideringM BC.In thislim it,theonlyingredientplayingarolein theenergetic

balance isthe kinetic energy gain. Asinteractionsare switched on,the GS correspondsto

APBC forsu�ciently largeJ and U.Thisindicatesthatthek-pointstuned by APBC are

able to take advantage ofsom e e�ectofthe interactions,com pensating the lossofkinetic

energy. Forthe latterboundary conditions,the Ferm ipointsofthe noninteracting system

lie on the linesofnodesoffes. Therefore,itislikely thatthe m ostfavored instability by

such a change ofpopulation in the k-space isdx2�y 2-wave superconductivity. Som e values

oftheGS energy persiteareshown in tablesIand II.

Itisinterestingtonotethat,forthedensityn = 0:75,theGSbelongstotherepresentation

ofthe point sym m etry group with s-wave-like character within the region where the GS
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U J = 0 J = 0:25 J = 0:5 J = 0:75 J = 1 J = 1:5 J = 1:75 J = 2

0 -1.5607 -1.5940 -1.6298 -1.6681 -1.7092 -1.8006 -1.8514 -1.9057

2 -1.3233 -1.3651 -1.4101 -1.4584 -1.5100 -1.6239 -1.6864 -1.7526

4 -1.1607 -1.2094 -1.2616 -1.3176 -1.3772 -1.5075 -1.5803� -1.6619�

6 -1.0516 -1.1045 -1.1615 -1.2225 -1.2874 -1.4291� -1.5125� -1.5975�

8 -0.9774 -1.0326 -1.0924 -1.1565 -1.2247 -1.3773� -1.4630� -1.5503�

10 -0.9255 -0.9818 -1.0430 -1.1089 -1.1792 -1.3385� -1.4258� -1.5145�

12 -0.8878 -0.9445 -1.0065 -1.0735 -1.1451 -1.3087� -1.3969� -1.4867�

14 -0.8596 -0.9162 -0.9786 -1.0463 -1.1187 -1.2852� -1.3741� -1.4645�

16 -0.8377 -0.8942 -0.9567 -1.0247 -1.0977 -1.2662� -1.3556� -1.4465�

18 -0.8204 -0.8765 -0.9391 -1.0073 -1.0807 -1.2505� -1.3403� -1.4315�

20 -0.8063 -0.8621 -0.9246 -0.9929 -1.0666 -1.2375� -1.3275� -1.4189�

TABLE I:G round state energy persite forthe 4� 4 clusterwith particle density n = 0:75.Stars

indicate stateswith APBC and therepresentation ofthe pointgroup thattransform slike s-wave.

O therwisethe statescorrespond to M BC.

correspondstoAPBC.Instead,forn = 0:875and alsowithin theregion ofparam eterswhere

theGS correspondstoAPBC,thecharacterofthepoint-group representation isdx2�y 2-wave

like. Since in the present cluster n = 0:875,di�ers from n = 0:75 in two particles,this

change ofrepresentation is consistent with the idea that a pair ofparticles with dx2�y 2-

wavesym m etry wasadded to a m any-particlebackground with totals-wavesym m etry.W e

actually speculatethatsuch a background isalso m adeup ofpaired particles.

The behaviorofPm ,the paircorrelation function (15)corresponding to pairsseparated

by the m axim um possible distance ofthe cluster,fora particle density n = 0:625 isshown

in Fig.7. The correlation function corresponding to localpairs with s-wave sym m etry is

m uch weaker and is not shown. The corresponding values for the noninteracting system

are indicated in dot-dashed lines to ease the com parison. In the latter lim it,correlations

ofpairs with dx2�y 2 sym m etry rem ain weaker than those ofthe noninteracting case while

s-waveonesareslightly enhanced forsm allenough U.Thee�ectofJ isto producea weak

enhancem entofPm within thetwo sym m etry channelsin com parison to thepureHubbard

case. In particular,dx2�y 2 onesbecom e strongerthan those ofthe noninteracting case for
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U J = 0 J = 0:25 J = 0:5 J = 0:75 J = 1

0 -1.6339 -1.6690 -1.7074 -1.7496 -1.7967

2 -1.2936 -1.3404 -1.3937 -1.4547 -1.5240

4 -1.0473 -1.1091 -1.1812 -1.2625 -1.3514

6 -0.8805 -0.9571 -1.0445 -1.1394 -1.2404�

8 -0.7712 -0.8580 -0.9540 -1.0566 -1.1685�

10 -0.6978 -0.7897 -0.8908 -0.9991� -1.1154�

12 -0.6460 -0.7406 -0.8446 -0.9568� -1.0751�

14 -0.6079 -0.7037 -0.8095 -0.9239� -1.0437�

16 -0.5788 -0.6752 -0.7819 -0.8979� -1.0186�

18 -0.5560 -0.6524 -0.7598 -0.8768� -0.9982�

20 -0.5376 -0.6338 -0.7417 -0.8594� -0.9812�

TABLE II:G round state energy per site for the 4 � 4 cluster with particle density n = 0:875.

Stars indicate states with APBC and the representation ofthe point group that transform s like

dx2�y 2-wave.O therwisethe statescorrespond to M BC.
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FIG .7: (Coloronline)Paircorrelation function atthe m axim um distance,Pm ,ofthe clusterfor

a density ofparticles n = 0:625. Blue circles correspond to pairs with dx2�y 2 and red diam onds

to extended s sym m etry. Di�erent plots correspond to J = 0;0:25;0:5;0:75;1. O pen and �lled

dark sym bolscorrespond to thelowestand highestvalueofJ,respectively.Thedotted-dashed line

indicatesthe value ofPm in thenoninteracting lim it.
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FIG .8:(Coloronline)Paircorrelation function atthem axim um distanceofthe4� 4 cluster,Pm ,

fora density ofparticlesn = 0:75.Di�erentplotscorrespond to J = 0;0:25;0:5;0:75;1;1:5;1:75;2.

Upperand lowerpanelscorrespond to APB and M BC respectively.O therdetailsareasin Fig.7.

sm allenough U.

The pairing function Pm forthe density n = 0:75 isshown in Fig.8. W e have analyzed

thebehaviorusing thetwo boundary conditionsleading to thelowestenergy.In thecaseof

APBC shown in theupperpanelofFig.8,onlythecorrelation ofpairswith dx2�y 2 sym m etry

isshown,sincethosewith locals-and extended s-wavearenegligibly sm allin com parison.

In the case ofM BC shown in the lower panel,correlations in both,extended s-wave and

dx2�y 2-sym m etry channelsare only slightly enhanced forsom e valuesofJ and suppressed

forothers.Instead,forAPBC,a clearenhancem entofthecorrelationsofpairswith dx2�y 2

isobserved asJ isswitched on. Note that,in contrastto the case J = 0,the correlation

function Pm liesabovethelineindicating them agnitudeofPm in thenoninteracting case.

Sim ilarrem arksapply to the behaviorofPm atthe density n = 0:875,shown in Fig.9.

The enhancem entofdx2�y 2 pairing correlationsforthe case ofAPBC isrelated to the fact

thattheavailablek vectorsm ainly populated in theground statecontributewith a sizable

structurefactorto a pairing interaction attheFerm isurfacewith dx2�y 2 sym m etry.

If,forthelatterdensities,weplotthepaircorrelation function in theGS corresponding

to the optim alboundary condition (i.e. thatleading to the lowestenergy),we obtain the

pictureshown in Fig.10.In good agreem entwith theanalysisdonein thediscussion about
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FIG .9:(Coloronline)Paircorrelation function atthem axim um distanceofthe4� 4 cluster,Pm ,

fora density ofparticlesn = 0:875.O therdetailsare asin Fig.8.

0 5 10 15 20

U

−0.05

0

0.05

P
m

−
P

0

m

0

0.05

0.1

P
m

−
P

0

m

n=0.75

n=0.875

FIG .10: (Color online) Pair correlation function at the m axim um distance ofthe 4� 4 cluster,

Pm ,for pairs with dx2�y 2 sym m etry corresponding to the optim alboundary conditions for the

ground state.Upperand lowerpanelscorrespond to densitiesofparticlesn = 0:75 and n = 0:875,

respectively.O therdetailsare asin Figs.7 and 8.
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FIG .12:(Coloronline)Thesam e asFig.11 forn = 0:875.

thebehavioroftheGS energy,weseethatthechangein theboundary condition leading to

thelowestenergy,isaccom paniedwithanenhancem entofthedx2�y 2-wavepairingcorrelation

function.Thepairingcorrelationfunctionswithextended ssym m etryare,instead,vanishing

sm allwithin allthe rangeofparam eters.Thiscould bean unfortunateconsequence ofthe

sm allsizeoftheclusterand tothefactthatthem ostpopulated k-pointswhen theboundary

conditionschange,lieon thelinesofnodesofthestructurefactorfes.However,thisbehavior

isin agreem entwith theresultspredicted by RG.

To �nalize,we present som e results on the behavior ofspin-spin correlation functions.
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Fig. 11 and Fig 12 show som e typicalplots corresponding to the GS in the cluster with

M BC.In the case ofFig. 11 the latterboundary condition correspondsto the one leading

to the lowestenergy within the range ofparam etersshown. In Fig. 12 thisisnotalways

thecasebutwefound thatthereareonly slightquantitativedi�erencesbetween theresults

ofthe�gureand thecorresponding oneswith APBC.Theim portantfeatureto noteisthat

thee�ectofJ isto increasethepeak ofS(�;�).By com paring theheightofthelatterpeak

forthe two densities itisclearthatAF correlationsincrease asthe system approaches to

half-�lling.Forn = 0:75,S(k)showsawidestructurefortheusualHubbard m odel,and for

largeU thepeak isplaced atincom m ensurate positionsk 6= (�;�)(cf.lowerpanelsofFig.

11).Rem arkably,thee�ectofJ isto shiftthesepeaksto theAF vectors.Allthesefeatures

areconsistentwith theidea thatJ drivesan enhancem entofAF correlationsrelativeto the

usualHubbard case.Thesm allsizeoftheclusterdoesnotallowsusto havean estim ateof

theAF correlation length.Itcan be,however,noted thatforthelowerdensity (cf.Fig.11)

S(k)spreadsouton a widerangeofk vectorssurrounding (�;�),consistentwith a picture

ofshort-rangeAF correlations.Instead,forlowerdoping,thestructureevolvesto a sharper

peak around (�;�)suggesting largercoherence lengths. Itisalso interesting to note that

theincrem entofAF correlations(from n = 0:75ton = 0:875)isaccom panied by adecrease

ofthepairing correlations(seeFig.6),in agreem entwith theRG resultsfrom theprevious

section.

SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

The m ain resultofthe presentstudy isthatthe cooperative e�ectbetween the nearest

neighborexchange interaction J and the on-siteCoulom b repulsion U increasesin a larger

than sim ply additive way the antiferrom agnetic and dx2�y 2 superconducting tendencies in

2D.Forouranalysisweused theangleresolved renorm alization group including self-energy

correctionsand theexactdiagonalization m ethods.

W e have �rstconsidered the repulsive and the attractive Hubbard m odelsand we have

calculated theself-energy-dressed dom inantcorrelation functionsathalf-�lling and at�nite

doping. In the repulsive (U > 0) case self-energy e�ects reduce radically alltwo-particle

correlations and destroy their divergences near the criticalscale. At half-�lling the SC

correlation function is below its U = 0 value,while the AF one rem ains stronger than
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its value for U = 0,but loses the divergence. This behavior,discussed in Ref.[41],is a

signature ofthe M ott localization tendencies with sim ultaneous build-up ofshort ranged

AF correlations. At�nite doping,surprisingly and contrary to previouspredictions m ade

by theRG theory withoutself-energy corrections(Ref.[6]),thesuperconducting instabilities

are strongly reduced by self-energy corrections even deeply in the BCS regim e,i.e. when

theFerm isurfaceisbadly nested and um klappsareirrelevant.In thecaseoftheattractive

interaction (U < 0)ourRG resultsarein com pleteagreem entwith previousstudies[43,44].

At half-�lling the s-wave superconductivity and the charge density wave correlations are

degenerate. The ow ofthe two correlation functions looks sim ilar to the one ofthe AF

correlation function for repulsive Hubbard m odelat half-�lling. Just as in the repulsive

case,theself-energy e�ectregularizestheow ofcorrelation functionsnear� c athalf-�lling

and no phase transition occurs atthis scale. The e�ective action ofthe regim e below � c

wasdiscussed by Schulz[45].Contrary to thehalf-�lled case,at�nitedoping theattractive

Hubbard m odelshowsa convincing on-setofthe superconductivity. In com parison to the

repulsive case where dx2�y 2 SC susceptibility is only weakly enhanced, in the attractive

case the s-wave SC correlations at �c are not destroyed by the self-energy,while CDW

susceptibility rem ains stuck to its U = 0 value. At this point som e generalrem arks are

in order. W e have seen that there are fundam entaldi�erences between RG ows ofthe

repulsive and ofthe attractive Hubbard m odels. The uctuations in the repulsive m odel

arem uch strongerand probably fatalforsuperconductivity.They tend notonly to decrease

them agnitudeoftheSC susceptibility butalso to decrease theenergy �� = 8texp(�l�)at

which itbeginsto departfrom the behaviorofthe noninteracting one. Ourpresentstudy

isunableto say ifthe superconductivity isstabilized ornotatsom eenergy lowerthan �c.

However,the absence ofalldivergencesindicatesthatthe scenarioswith pre-form ed pairs

ofAF and SC type are relevanteven in the weak coupling lim it. These RG results agree

with the ED analysisforthe interm ediate-to-strong couplings,where no superconductivity

was detected. The situation is fundam entally di�erent in the attractive Hubbard m odel,

where the superconducting instability is robust upon self-energy corrections. This is the

RG version ofthe wellknown fact that the incoherent preform ed pairs can live only at

interm ediate-to-strong interaction [46].

The study ofthe two Hubbard m odelswasa necessary introduction to the RG analysis

ofthe t� J � U m odel. The question that we answer is ifthe superconductivity ofthe
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t� J � U m odelisenhanced orreduced with respectto thesim plecasesJ = 0 and U = 0.

The answer is that J and U cooperate to a) increase the criticalcuto� b) keeping the

renornalized susceptibility enhanced relativeto thenoninteracting one.W ealso found that

thelattere�ectisobserved notonly on thesuperconducting sideofthephasediagram but

alsoon theantiferrom agneticone.W ethushavean evidencefortheU-J synergye�ect.The

phase diagram on Fig.6 showsin particularthecases(U = 1:6t;J = 0),(U = 0;J = 1:6t)

and (U = 1:6t;J = 1:6t). The criticaltem perature ofthe third case ism uch higherthan

forthe�rsttwo,while the onsetofdx2�y 2 SC rem ainsconvincingly largein the ow ofthe

correlation function.

Exact-diagonalization resultssupporttheabovepicture.In fact,forlargeenough J and

U,we�nd below half-�llingaclearenhancem entoftheSC correlationswith dx2�y 2 sym m etry

which isaccom panied by a changein thetypeofboundary conditionsleading to thelowest

energy.Thisbehaviorisconsistentwith theidea thatthelargeCoulom b repulsion spreads

outtheFerm isurfacetowardssectorsoftheBrillouin zonewheretheinteraction J hasthe

largestam plitude in the BCS channelwith dx2�y 2 sym m etry. In such a way,we can think

thatparticlesarepushed to a region ofthephasespace,wheretheattractiveinteraction is

m oste�cienttoorganizethem intopairs.Sim ilarargum entscan beproposed toexplain the

enhancem entofAF correlationsathalf-�lling sincetheJ interaction hascom ponentsalong

AF and SC channels. In particular,in Ref. [41]ithasbeen found thatthe angle-resolved

quasiparticleweightZ(�)renorm alizesin such a way thatitdisplaysa m axim um in regions

ofthe Ferm isurface thatare separated by the m agnetic vector Q = (�;�). W e have not

found strong di�erencesbetween thebehaviorofZ(�)in theusualHubbard m odeland the

t� J� U oneneitherathalf-�llingnorfor�nitedoping.Therefore,them ostlikelyscenarioat

half-�llingisthatthelargerpopulation ofconvenientregionsofthek-spacebecom eavailable

to beexploited by thecom ponentoftheJ interaction along theAF channel.

W ehave notfound any indication ofbond-order-likeinstability.Thisisin disagreem ent

with som e m ean-�eld predictions[26]butin fullagreem entwith otherRG studieson van-

Hove�llingsofthet� t0� J � U m odels[40].Ourconclusion regarding thecom bined J � U

m echanism to drive large superconducting correlations isalso in agreem ent with previous

investigationsbased on Ferm iliquid argum entsand quantum M onteCarlo sim ulations[39].

W ithin the repulsive Hubbard m odel,we obtained by renorm alization group thatthe self-

energy corrections are fatalfor superconductivity and by exact diagonalization that the
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superconductivity isunlikely.Thisresultisim portantbecauseitreconcilestheN-patch RG

with exactdiagonalization and with a num berofotherapproaches. Ourresultsshow that

while thedx2�y 2 pairing existsin theHubbard m odel(because vertex indeed diverges),the

onsetofm acroscopic superconductivity issuppressed. Thisresultisin agreem entwith the

very recent�ndingsby Plekhanov and co-workers[47].

Allaboverem arksindicatethattheJ interaction isvitalforthesuperconductivity while

the U interaction increases considerably the tendency towards pair form ation. They also

suggestthatm inim alm icroscopicm odelssupporting recentphenom enologicalproposalsfor

colossale�ectsin the phase diagram ofthe high Tc com pounds[1]m ay be based on these

two interactions. In fact,ourresultsindicate thatthe interaction J providesa kick to the

potentialorweak antiferrom agneticand superconducting tendenciesoftheHubbard m odel,

thattriggersa giganticresponsein thesystem .Thispictureresem blesthebehaviorofm an-

ganiteswherecolossalm agnetoresistancee�ectstakeplacein responseto externalm agnetic

�elds and this analogy is behind the proposalofRef. [1]. The appropriate m icroscopic

approach should bebased on arecently developed N-patch renorm alization group theory for

disordered and interacting im perfectly nested system [48].On theotherhand,asdiscussed

in ourintroductory section,derivationsstarting from thethreeband m odelforthecuprates

also supporttheidea thatthet� J � U m odelisa good candidatefora m inim alone-band

Ham iltonian forthesem aterials.
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