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The self-energy,spectralfunctions and susceptibilities of

2D system swith strongferrom agnetic
uctuationsareconsid-

ered within the quasistatic approach. The self-energy atlow

tem peraturesT hasanon-Ferm iliquid form in theenergywin-

dow j!j. � 0 nearthe Ferm ilevel,where � 0 is the ground-

statespin splittingform agnetically ordered ground state,and

� 0 / T
1=2

ln
1=2

(vF =T) in the quantum criticalregim e (vF

is the Ferm ivelocity). Spectralfunctions have a two-peak

structure at �nite T above the m agnetically ordered ground

state,which im pliesquasi-splitting oftheFerm isurfacein the

param agnetic phase in the presence ofstrong ferrom agnetic


uctuations.The tripletpairing am plitude in the quasistatic

approxim ation increaseswith increasing correlation length;at

low tem peraturesT � � 0 the vertex correctionsbecom e im -

portant and the Eliashberg approach is not justi�ed. The

results for the spectralproperties and susceptibilities in the

quantum criticalregim enearcharge-(spin-)instabilitieswith

largeenough correlation length � � (T=vF )
�1=3 areobtained.

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

Anom alous non-Ferm i-liquid behavior of correlated

low-dim ensionalelectron system shasattracted m uch at-

tention during the last decade. This behavior is usu-

allyconnected with theviolation ofthequasiparticle(qp)

conceptin som e energy window around the Ferm ilevel.

A prom inentexam pleisthe pseudogap phenom enon ob-

served in underdoped high-Tc com pounds [1]. W hile

antiferrom agnetic (AFM ) 
 uctuations m ay be responsi-

ble for non-Ferm i-liquid behavior and superconducting

pairing in cuprates, there is num ber ofsystem s where

ferrom agnetic(FM )
 uctuationsm ay play an im portant

role.In particular,FM 
 uctuationsm ay beim portantin

som e tripletsuperconductors,such asUG e2;ZrZn2 and

Sr2RuO 4. These system s m otivate studies ofelectronic

properties in the vicinity ofa FM instability and their

in
 uence on the tripletsuperconductivity.

Although m any results exist for the electronic prop-

erties in the vicinity ofan AFM state [2{8],m uch less

is known about the evolution of quasiparticle proper-

tiesnearthe FM instability.An "2=3 energy dependence

ofthe self-energy at the quantum criticalpoint (Q CP)

can be derived from calculationsin the contextofgauge

� eld theories[9],the phaseseparation problem [10],and

the Pom eranchuk instability [11],which are expected to

have the sam e structure ofself-energy corrections as a

FM instability.Thebreakdown ofthe qp conceptatthe

Q CP is even m ore apparent at � nite tem peratures. It

wasdem onstrated forferm ionsinteracting with a gauge

� eld thatthe im aginary partoftheself-energy in a non-

self-consistentcalculation divergesatthe Ferm ilevelat

T > 0 as a consequence ofthe divergence ofthe gauge

� eld propagator at zero m om entum and frequency [9].

Sim ilarbehaviorinduced by the divergenceofthe static

uniform spin susceptibility�(0;0)canbeexpected forthe

zero-m om entum particle-holeinstabilitiesofferm ion sys-

tem swith short-rangeinteractions.Thisbehaviorcan be

especially pronounced in therenorm alized classical(RC)

regim e [12],where the correlation length � is exponen-

tially large.

The self-energy and the spectralfunctions in the RC

regim ein thevicinity ofa FM instability werepreviously

studied within the two-particle self-consistent (TPSC)

approxim ation [13,14],one-loop functionalrenorm aliza-

tion group (fRG ),and W ard-identity approaches[14].It

wasargued,thatspectralfunctionshavetwo-peak struc-

ture analogously to the vicinity ofan AFM instability

[6].Contrary to the situation in the vicinity ofan AFM

instability,however,theabovem entioned two-peak struc-

tureofthespectralfunctionsdoesnotim ply strong sup-

pression ofthe density ofstates at the Ferm ilevel,but

leadsto thequasi-splitting oftheFerm isurfaceatlow T

already in theparam agneticphase[14].W hilethetreat-

m entbased on the TPSC and one-loop fRG approaches

does not account for the feedback ofthe self-energy ef-

fects,the analysis ofthe self-energy and vertex correc-

tionsusingW ard identitieshasshown [14]thatthesetwo

types ofe� ects alm ost canceleach other,and therefore

resultingspectralfunctionsclosely resem bletheirform in

non-self-consistentapproaches.

These anom alousspectralpropertiesm ay have a pro-

found e� ect on the triplet superconductivity. O ne can

expect that due to strong FM 
 uctuations in the RC

regim ethetripletpairing willbem ostly enhanced atthe

new preform edFerm isurfaces.Anom alousspectralprop-

erties m ay have im portant in
 uence also in quantum -

critical (Q C) regim e [12], where the quasi-splitting of

the FS isabsent. Previousinvestigationsofthis regim e

[15{17]neglected vertex corrections,which m ay be im -

portantforlargeenough correlation length.

Toconsideranom aliesofelectronicpropertiesandtheir

im pacton thetripletsuperconductivity,oneneedsa tool

which is able to consider self-energy and vertex cor-

rections on the sam e foot. The abovem entioned self-

consistenttreatm entofself-energyand vertexcorrections

nearaFM instability wasperform ed only to� rstorderin

1=M ,M being the num berofspin com ponents(M = 3
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fortheHubbard m odel).Itappearsim portanttoinvesti-

gate spectralpropertiesin the vicinity ofFM instability

beyond the leading orderin 1=M to verify whether the

near-cancellationoftheself-energyand vertexcorrections

persistsalso in higherordersofthe 1=M expansion and

to investigate the e� ect ofthe anom alousproperties on

the tripletsuperconductivity.

Due to an alm oststatic characterofspin 
 uctuations

atlargecorrelation length,a usefulnonperturbativetool

forcalculation ofthespectralpropertiesand susceptibil-

ities in this case is the quasistatic approach. This ap-

proach wasoriginally proposed forthe sum m ation ofdi-

agram m aticseriesforthe self-energy ofone-dim ensional

(1D) system s in the vicinity ofthe charge-density wave

instability [18]and furtherdeveloped for2D system sin

thevicinity ofan AFM instability [3,19].Thequasistatic

approach allows to sum up the m ost im portant series

of static contributions to the self-energy and interac-

tion vertices. Thisapproach becom esexactin the lim it

� ! 1 ;and can be applied to study spectralproperties

in the RC and Q C regim e, provided that the correla-

tion length is su� ciently large,(�=a)� 1 � (T=vF )
1=3;

where vF isthe Ferm ivelocity,a isthe lattice constant

(thelattercriterion followsfrom thecom parison ofstatic

contributions to the scattering rate � T�=a with the

dynam ic contributions proportionalto vF (T=vF )
2=3;cf.

Ref.[14]).Althoughthequasistaticapproachwasapplied

previously to system sin the vicinity ofa FM instability

[20],onlytheform ofspectralfunctionswasanalyzed,the

self-energy,m agnetic and triplet pairing susceptibilities

being notinvestigated.

In thepresentpaperweapply thequasistaticapproach

to 2D system swith nonsingulardensity ofstates,which

are on the verge ofa ferrom agnetic instability,to study

spectralproperties and the possibility oftriplet pairing

in these system s.In Sect.IIweconcentrateon the ana-

lyticalresultsforspectralpropertiesand susceptibilities

for linear electronic dispersion at � ! 1 and com pare

theseresultswith theresultsat� nitecorrelation length.

In Sect.IIIweconsiderthetwo-particleproperties:m ag-

neticsusceptibility and thesusceptibility with respectto

triplet pairing. In Sect. IV we discuss the application

ofthe resultsto the quantum -criticalregim e.Finally,in

Sect.V wesum m arizem ain resultsofthe paper.

II.SP EC T R A L P R O P ER T IES IN T H E V IC IN IT Y

O F FER R O M A G N ET IC IN STA B ILIT Y

W e considera spin-ferm ion m odel[2,3]

Z[�]=

Z

D [c;c
y
]D [S]exp(� S[c;S;�])

S[c;S;�]=
X

k

h

c
y

k�
(i!n � "k)ck� � (c

y

k�
�k� + �

y

k�
ck�)

i

+ T
� 1

X

q

(�
� 1
q + U

2
� q)(SqS� q)

+ U T
� 1

X

kk0

Sk� k0��� 0c
y

k�
ck0�0 (1)

where q = (q;i!n) and sim ilarfor k;!n = (2n + 1)�T

areferm ionicM atsubara frequencies,"k istheelectronic

dispersion,��� 0 are Paulim atrices,�q = � q=(1� U �q)

isthe dynam icalspin susceptibility,

� q;i!n
=
X

k

f("k+ q)� f("k)

i!n � "k+ q + "k
(2)

is the bare polarization operator,f(")is the Ferm idis-

tribution function,U is the strength ofthe interaction

ofelectronswith the collectivem agneticexcitations,the

lattice constant a = 1. Although this m odelwas orig-

inally proposed as phenom enologicalm odelfor system s

with strong AFM 
 uctuations,itcan be applied forsys-

tem s with strong FM 
 uctuations as well. G enerally

speaking,the interaction U di� ersfrom the bare on-site

Coulom b repulsion becauseofcontributionsofthechan-

nelsofelectron-electronscatteringdi� erentfrom particle-

hole one,therefore U should be considered as an e� ec-

tive interaction.The counterterm proportionalto U 2� q

keepsthe renorm alized spin-spin propagatorequalto �q

(seebelow):Therigorousderivationofthem odel(1)from

the m icroscopic Hubbard m odelwillbe considered else-

where[22].

Integrating outferm ionsfrom (1),weobtain

Z[�]=

Z

D [S]exp(� Seff[S;�]) (3)

Seff[S;�]= T
� 1

X

q

�
� 1
q SqS� q � lndet[� G

� 1

kk0
(S)]

+ U
2
T
� 1

X

q

� qSqS� q +
X

kk0

�
y

k
G
� 1

kk0
(S)�k0

where

G
� 1

kk0
(S)= (i!n � "k)��� 0�kk0 + U Sk� k0��� 0 (4)

In the following we expand lndet(� G� 1) in Eq. (3) in

powers of S and retain only quadratic term , which is

exactly cancelled by the counterterm introduced in Eq.

(1)(so thatthe propagatorofthe � eld S rem ainsequal

to �q),the relevance ofhigher-order term s is discussed

below.

W e start investigation ofthe functional(3) with the

consideration ofthe lim it � ! 1 ;where spin 
 uctua-

tionsare especially strong.At� ! 1 the susceptibility

�q = �(q;i!n)isdivergentatq = 0;!n = 0:Since the

m om entum transferforthescattering on thesem ostsin-

gularm agnetic 
 uctuationsissm all,itcan be neglected

in theelectronicG een functions.Sum soverinternalm o-

m enta in alldiagram sareapplied then only to theprop-

agators�q ofthe spin � eld Sq;so thatthe action (3)in

� ! 1 lim itcan bereduced to an e� ectiveaction which

contains only one 
 uctuating � eld S � Sq= 0 (cf. Refs.

[18,3,19])
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Z[�]=

Z

d
3
S exp(� Seff[S;�]) (5)

Seff[S;�]=
3U 2

2� 2
0

S
2 � T

X

k;i!n

1

(i!n � "k)
2 � U2S2

� �
y

k;i!n

�
i!n � "k + U Sz U S�

U S+ i!n � "k � U Sz

�

�k;i!n

where S� = Sx � iSy. The e� ective propagatorofthe

� eld S,�20=(3U
2),is determ ined by the average (local)

spin susceptibility

�
2
0 =

3U 2T

2

X

q

�(q;0) (6)

For an ordered ground state � 2
0 is alm ost independent

oftem perature at low T and its T ! 0 lim it is equal

to the square ofthe ground-state spin splitting. Atthe

sam etim e,in the Q C regim ewe have� 2
0 / T ln(vF =T),

in thiscase the e� ectof� nite correlation length should

be also accounted for.Due to neglection ofterm swhich

are ofhigherordern > 2 in spin operatorsand propor-

tionalto �
(n� 2)

0 (");[�0(") being noninteracting density

ofstates],the generating functional(5)isvalid only for

regular�0("),which issm ooth enough in the vicinity of

the Ferm ilevelto satisfy U n�
(n)

0 (") � �0(") at n > 0

[22].

Sim ilarto Ref.[3]we generalize the action (5)to M -

com ponent� eld S = (S1:::SM );M = 3forthem odel(1);

this generalization also allows one to consider a charge

instability with M = 1. The results for the observable

quantitiesare found by di� erentiation ofpartition func-

tion overthesource� elds� and areexpressed asintegrals

overthe � eld S ofsom efunctionsf(S).

FortheelectronicG reen function at� ! 1 weobtain

the result

G (!)=
�2Z

��y��
=

Z

d
M
S

!

!2 � U2S2
exp(� Seff[S;0])

=
1

!

�

�
M !2

2� 2
0

� M =2

e
� M !

2

2�
2

0 �

�

1�
M

2
;�

M !2

2� 2
0

�

(7)

which depends on ! = ! � "k only,� (a;x) is the in-

com plete G am m a function. The result (7) is sim ilar to

previousresultin the vicinity ofan AFM instability [3].

The electronicself-energy isgiven by

� (!)= ! � G
� 1
(!) (8)

The retarted G reen function and self-energy on the real

axisare obtained by the replacem ent! ! ! + i0+ :For

thefollowing analysisitisconvenientto introducea one-

particleirreducible(1PI)vertex



a
(k;i!)= G

� 2

k

X

k0�00�000

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
e
� i!(�� �

0
)
�
a
�00�000 (9)

� lim
q! 0

�
� 1
q hT[c

y

k0�00(�)ck0+ q;�000(�
0
)S

a
q(0)]i1PI

where a = x;y;z. Sim ilar to the G reen function (7),


(k;!)depends on ! only: 
a(k;!)= 
(!):The func-

tion 
(!)can beobtained from theexactDyson relation,

connecting the vertex and the self-energy (see,e.g.,Ref.

[23]),which at� ! 1 takesrathersim ple form

� (!)=
� 2
0
(!)

! � � (!)
(10)

ThequantitiesG (!),� (!),and 
(!)determ ined by Eqs.

(7)-(10)can beconsidered asperturbation seriesin � 0 /

U . The corresponding lowest-ordercoe� cientsobtained

from Eqs.(7)and (8)are

G (!)=
1

!
+
� 2
0

!3
+
(2+ M )� 4

0

M !5
+ O (� 5

0)

� (!)=
� 2
0

!
+

2� 4
0

M !3
+
2 (4+ M )� 6

0

M 2 !5
+ O (� 7

0)


(!)= 1+
(2� M )�20

M !2
+
2(4� M )�40

M 2!4
+ O (� 5

0) (11)

The coe� cients of the series in � 0 can be found also

directly from a diagram technique (we haveveri� ed cor-

respondenceofseverallowest-orderterm s).

The perturbation series(11)breaksdown atfrequen-

ciesj!j. � 0,although nonperturbative results(7)-(10)

can be used to analyze physicalproperties in this fre-

quency rangeaswell.In particular,forM > 2 we� nd

Re� (!)’ (M � 2)�20=M !; j!j� � 0: (12)

Com paringthisresultwith theperturbationtheoryresult

(11)oneobserves,thatRe� (!)hasanontrivialcrossover

with the reduction ofthe num berofspin com ponentsat

low frequencies.Such acrossoverissim ilartothatforthe

spin-spin correlation function in 2D and quasi-2D gener-

alized Heisenbergm odelwith O (M )=O (M � 1)sym m etry

[24,25].In the crossoverregion j!j� �0 the realpartof

the self-energy � (!) is only weakly !-dependent. The

im aginary partoftheself-energy atsm allj!jand M > 2

reads

Im � (!)’ � AM (2=M )
1=2

(M =2� 1)
2
� 0 (13)

� (M !
2
=2�

2
0)
(M � 3)=2

� �(M � 2)�
2
0�(!)=M ; j!j� � 0 ;

whereA M = �=(M =2� 1)!foreven M and AM = � (1�

M =2)forodd M .Forthechargeinstability case(M = 1)

and sm allj!j� � 0 we obtain

Re� (!)’ 2!=�
2
; Im � (!)’ �

p
2=�� 0 (M = 1)

Theoverallfrequency dependenceof� (!),
(!);and the

spectralfunction A(!)= � Im G (!)=� at� ! 1 calcu-

lated using Eqs. (7)-(10) for di� erent M is shown and

com pared with theresultsof1=M expansion ofRef.[14]

in Fig.1.O necan seethatatM = 3 (thesam ebehavior

takesplaceforallM > 1)therealpartoftheself-energy

3
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FIG .1. The realand im aginary parts of the self-energy

(a,b), the spectral function (c), and the vertex function 


(d) in the quasistatic approxim ation at � ! 1 ; M = 1

(dot-dashed lines) and M = 3 (solid lines) as a function of

! = ! � "k for � 0=vF = 0:1; com pared to the result of

1=M expansion (dotted lines) and the one-loop functional

RG approach for spin-ferm ion m odel(dot-dot dashed line)

forM = 3.

has(in� nite)positiveslopeattheFerm ilevel,wherethe

im aginary partofself-energy has �-like singularity,and

the spectralfunction hastwo-peak structure:These fea-

turesarein qualitativeagreem entwith previousresultsof

the� rst-order1=M analysis[14].Theyariseasaresultof

strongFM 
 uctuationsand violatethequasiparticlecon-

ceptneartheFerm ilevel.Itwasargued in Ref.[14]that

thetwo-peak structureofthespectralfunction,together

with its dependence on ! � "k im plies pre-form ation of

the two new Ferm isurfacesalready in the param agnetic

phase (so called quasi-splitting ofthe FS),the sam e ar-

gum entscan be applied to the resultsofquasistatic ap-

proach.

The m ain di� erence ofthe results ofquasistatic ap-

proach from the resultsof1=M expansion [14]isin par-

tialtransferofthe spectralweightfrom the peaksofthe

two peak structureto sm all!-region,wherethespectral

weightin theresult(7)issm all,but� nite.From Eq.(7)

we � nd A(!) � j!jM � 1 at sm all!:The nonanalytical

dependence ofA(!)on M explainswhy thisbehavioris

notcaptured by 1=M expansion.

ForM = 1(chargeinstability case)theim aginary part

of the self-energy is � nite at the Ferm i level [see Eq.

(13)]and the spectralfunction has one-peak structure.

Itdoesnotim ply,however,the validity ofthe quasipar-

ticle concept,since the realpart ofthe self-energy has

positiveslopeattheFerm ilevel,which invalidatesquasi-

particle picture. Note that vertex correctionsare � nite

in thiscase,and,therefore,are notasim portant,asfor

M > 1:Since the long-rangeorderexistsforM = 1 also

at� nite T;these resultsare applicable only in a narrow

criticalregim enearthetransition tem perature,buthave

also som eim plication forquantum -criticalregion,asdis-

cussed in Sect.IV.ThebehaviorofG (!),� (!)and 
(!)

atM = 2 (XY-typesym m etry)isvery sim ilarto thatfor

M = 3,exceptforadditionallogarithm iccorrections.

Itisinstructiveto com paretheresults(7)-(10)forthe

self-energy and vertex at� ! 1 with the corresponding

results ofrecently proposed functionalrenorm alization-

group approach forthe boson-ferm ion m odel[26].Since

the m om enta integrationsand frequency sum m ationsin

Feynm an diagram s are restricted at large � to i!n = 0

and the near vicinity ofq = 0,neither frequency,nor

m om entum cuto� ofelectronicorbosonicdegreesoffree-

dom areconvenientforthisproblem .Instead,weim pose

the tem perature cuto� on the electronic G reen function

(the correlation length iskept� xed,so thatthe bosonic

propagator does not acquire tem perature dependence).

W e also com bine this schem e with the one-particle self-

consistentm odi� cation offRG equations[27],which al-

lowsfora correcttreatm entofself-energy e� ectsto one-

loop order. The resulting one-loop fRG equations at

� ! 1 read

d� (!)

d!
= �

2
0


2
(!)

dG (!)

d!
(14)

d
(!)

d!
= � 2

M � 2

M
�
2
0


3
(!)G (!)

dG (!)

d!

whereG (!)= [! � � (!)]� 1:W ecom parethesolution of

Eqs. (14)with the resultofquasistatic approach (7)in

Fig.1.O necan seethattheone-loop fRG equationsde-

scribevery accurately theperturbativeregim ej!j& � 0;

buttheirdescription breaksdown in thestrong-coupling

regim ej!j. � 0:

To study thee� ectof� nite correlation length,weem -

ployan ansatzforthenonuniform m agneticsusceptibility

�(q;0)=
A

q2 + �� 2
(15)

Notethatthisansatzneglectsrecently found nonanalytic

corrections[21]and is,therefore,valid abovethecharac-

teristic tem perature TX � U2=vF ;where these correc-

tions becom e im portant. At� nite � the quasistatic ap-

proach can be applied when static contributions to the

self-energy and vertices are dom inating near the Ferm i

level,i.e.at�� 1 � (T=vF )
1=3;asdiscussed in the intro-

duction.Thiscondition issatis� ed,in particular,in the

RC regim e.

The generalization ofthe quasistatic approach to the

susceptibility ansatz(15)isconsidered in Appendix.The

result(7)istobereplaced at� nite� by an integralrecur-

sion relationsfortheelectronicself-energy � (!)= �1(!)

and vertex 
(!)= 
1(!),

�j(!)=
� 2
0cj

2ln�

Z 1

� 1

da
p
a2 + �� 2

G j+ 1(! � vF a) (16)

4
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FIG .2. The realand im aginary parts of the self-energy

(a,b),thespectralfunction (c),and thevertex function 
 (d)

in thequasistaticapproxim ation atM = 3,� 0=vF = 0:1,and

di�erentvaluesofthe correlation length.


j(!)= 1�
� 2
0rj

2ln�

Z 1

� 1

da
p
a2 + �� 2

� 
j+ 1(! � vF a)G
2
j+ 1(! � vF a) (17)

where G j(!) = [! � �j(!)]
� 1, cj = j=M (even j),

cj = (j + M � 1)=M (odd j); rj = j=(M � 2) (even

j),rj = (M � 2)(j+ M � 1)=M2 (odd j),G 1 (!)= 1=!;

and 
1 (!) = 1:The m ost im portant contributions to

integralsin Eqs. (16)and (17) at� ! 1 com e from a

narrow vicinity ofthe pointa = 0;and these equations

reduce to the continuous fraction representation ofthe

gam m a-function in Eq. (7). Atthe sam e tim e,at� nite

� the Eqs.(16)and (17)haveto be solved num erically.

Theresultsfortheself-energyand thevertexareshown

for di� erent values of� and com pared with the results

for� ! 1 in Fig. 2. In agreem entwith previousanal-

ysis[14],the realpartofthe self-energy acquiresa large

positive slope atthe Ferm ilevel,@Re� =@" � T�2:The

�-function singularity at � ! 1 in the im aginary part

ofthe self-energy is replaced by the lorentian-like form

ofthe im aginary part with jIm � (0)j� T�;so that the

quasiparticle picture is invalid at� nite � as well. W ith

decreasing correlation length the structure ofthe spec-

tralfunction changesfrom the two-to one-peak form at

�� 1 � �0=vF :Contrary to � ! 1 lim it,the vertex re-

m ains� nite at� nite �:

AtM = 1 theim aginary partoftheself-energy,which

was � nite at � ! 1 ; is determ ined by jIm � (0)j �

m in(� 0;T�). The qp picture is violated in this case as

well,since the slopeofRe� ispositive,@Re� =@"� 1:

III.T W O -PA R T IC LE P R O P ER T IES

Now we discusstwo-particleproperties.Firstwe con-

sider static uniform spin susceptibility �ph:According

to Ref.[23],thissusceptibility can be expressed through

theirreduciblein theparticle-holechannelsusceptibility

�ph,0 via the relation

�ph = �ph,0=(1� U �ph,0) (18)

which issim ilarto the random phase approxim ation re-

sultwith thedi� erencethat�ph,0 includestheself-energy

and vertex corrections. Using the de� nition ofthe irre-

ducible vertex,Eq.(9),we� nd

�ph,0 =

Z

d"�0(")� (")

� (")= � T
X

i!n

�(i!n � "); �(z)= G
2
(z)
(z) (19)

The necessary condition forthe existence ofa ferrom ag-

neticinstability is�ph;0 > 0;thefunction � (")character-

izesthe relativeweightofstateswith di� erentenergy in

�ph,0.Theplotofthefunction �(z)in thecom plex plane

at� ! 1 isshown in Fig. 3a (the plotofthisfunction

at� nite � lookssim ilarly). At � ! 1 the contribution

ofregions j!j< � 0 and j!j> � 0 to � (") have di� er-

entsignsand com pensateeach otherforall",exceptfor

j"j< � 0;where � (")ism axim um (Fig. 3b). Therefore,

irreducible susceptibility depends on the details ofthe

density ofstatesonly in the energy rangej"j< � 0.O ne

can seethatforregulardensitiesofstates,which arenot

strongly suppressed in this energy range,the condition

�ph,0 > 0 can be easily ful� lled. Stronger criterium of

stability offerrom agnetism @2�q=@q
2 < 0 is studied in

detailin a forthcom ing paper[22].

To investigate the static m agnetic susceptibility at� -

nite �;we suppose that the tem perature dependence of

the correlation length isgiven by � = exp(T�=T)where

T � isthecrossovertem peratureto therenorm alized clas-

sicalregim e:The function � (")for di� erent values of�

isshown in Fig. 3b. Atnottoo large correlation length

the energy range which contributesto �ph,0 isspread to

j"j> � 0 as well. At the sam e tim e,the totalarea un-

der � (") changes ratherweakly and,therefore,one can

expectweak dependence ofthe irreduciblesusceptibility

on the correlation length �:

Thesusceptibility with respectto tripletpairing

�
a
pp;tr =

X

kk0

X

�� 0�00�000

A
a
�� 0A

a
�0�00

Z �

0

d� (20)

� hT[c
y

k;�
(�)c

y

� k;�0(�)ck0;�00(0)c� k0;�000(0)]i

where A a
�� 0 = (�a�y)�� 0 can be considered in a sim ilar

way.Itisconvenientto representitin the form

�
a
pp;tr = T

X

k;i!n

X

�� 0

A
a
�� 0�

a;��
0

pp;tr(k;!) (21)
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FIG .3. (a) The plot ofthe function �(i! � ") at � ! 1

and � 0 = 0:1vF . (b) The function �(") (which determ ines

theuniform static irreduciblespin susceptibility according to

Eq. (19)) at � 0 = 0:1vF ,T
�
= 0:25vF ,and di�erentvalues

ofthe correlation length.

�
a;��

0

pp;tr(k;i!n)=
X

k0;�00�000

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
e
i!n (�� �

0
)

� hT[c
y

k;�
(�)c

y

� k;�0(�
0
)ck0;�00(0)

� c� k0;�000(0)]i (22)

Sim ilarto m agnetic susceptibility,�
a;��

0

pp;tr dependson "k

and ! only and can be generally written as

�
a;��

0

pp;tr(k;i!n)= A
a
�� 0�pp,tr("k;i!) (23)

�pp,tr("k;i!)= G (i! � "k)G (� i!n � "k)
tr("k;i!)

where 
tr("k;i!) is the pairing vertex. At � ! 1 we

obtain

�pp;tr("k;i!)= F ("k;!)+ F (� "k;!) (24)

where

F ("k;!)=
! + (M � 1)"k

2M ! !"k

"

1�
M

2

�

�
M !2

2� 2

� M =2

� e
� M ! 2

2 � 2 �

�

�
M

2
;�

M !2

2� 2

��

!= !� "k

(25)

Note that 
tr depends on ! and "k separately and


tr(0;!) = 
(!):The pairing susceptibility (20) is ex-

pressed through �pp;tr("k;i!)by the relation

�pp;tr =

Z

d"�0(")�tr(") (26)

�tr(")= T
X

i!n

�pp;tr(";i!n);

Thefunction �pp;tr(";i!);which characterisesthecontri-

bution ofdi� erentm om enta and energiesin the pairing

susceptibility isplotted at� ! 1 in Fig.4a.Thisfunc-

tion isdivergentat! ! 0+ ;which signalsthepossibility

ofthe triplet pairing at T ! 0:At � nite sm all! the
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FIG .4. (a)Theplotofthefunction �pp;tr(";i!)at� ! 1

and � 0 = 0:1vF (b) The function �pp;tr(";i�T) at �nite �,

� 0 = 0:1=5
1=2

vF , and T
�
= 0:05vF . (c,d) The function

� tr("),which determ inesthetripletpairing susceptibility ac-

cording to Eq. (26),at the sam e values of� 0 and T
� as in

b)(c)and at� 0 = 0:1vF ,T
�
= 0:25vF (d).

function �pp;tr(";i!) is m axim um at " = � �0:There-

fore,contrary to standard BCS problem ,thepairing due

to theground-stateFM instability in 2D system involves

particles with � nite energy (with respect to the para-

m agnetic Ferm isurface) and the m om enta at the new

preform ed Ferm isurfaces.

At� nite� thefunction �pp;tr("k;i!)isdeterm ined by

the Eq. (23); the pairing vertex 
tr is obtained from

the recursion relation which is sim ilar to the recursion

relation for
;


tr;j("k;!)= 1+
� 2
0rj

2ln�

Z 1

� 1

da
p
a2 + �� 2

� 
tr;j+ 1("k � vF a;!)G j+ 1(! � "k � vF a)

� Gj+ 1(� ! � "k � vF a) (27)

with 
tr;1 (!;"k)= 1:

The function �pp;tr(";i�T) at di� erent values of� is

shown in Fig.4b.W ith decreasing � thetwo-peak struc-

tureof�pp;tr(";i�T)continuously changesto a one-peak

structure at T = T �=ln� � �0. The function �tr(")

fortwo choicesofT � and � 0 and di� erentvaluesofthe

correlation length isshown in Figs. 4c,d [we rescale the

valueof� 0 / (T �)1=2;asitfollowsfrom Eq.(6)].Sim ilar

to�pp;tr(";i�T);thefunction �tr(")changesitsbehavior

from the two-peak to a one-peak structure at T � �0,

so thatthetripletpairing 
 uctuationsaredom inating at

nottoo large� atthe param agnetic Ferm isurface.
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FIG .5. The triplet pairing vertex 
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�
= 0:05vF (a),

� 0 = 0:1vF ,T
�
= 0:25vF (b),and di�erent�.

To clarify the role of the vertex corrections for the

tripletpairing,we plotin Fig. 5 the tripletpairing ver-

tex 
tr(";i�T)at� rstM atsubara frequency forthesam e

choices of T � and � 0 as in Fig. 4. W e � nd that at

T � � vF (weakly FM ground state)and su� ciently large

correlation length ln� � T�=� 0 the tripletpairing ver-

tex 
tr(";i�T) is considerably enhanced. In particular,

weem phasizethatthedivergenceofthepairingsuscepti-

bility at� ! 1 arisessolely from thevertex corrections.

Thetripletpairingvertex 
tr(";i�T)in thequasistatic

approach can be furtherm ore com pared with the result


Etr(";i�T)ofthe approach which accounts for the self-

energy correctionsonly (the analogueofthe Eliashberg-

type approach ofRefs.[16,17]).At� ! 1 we obtain in

such an approach (cf.Ref.[14])



E
tr(";i0

+
)= [1� (M � 2)�

2
0jG E ("+ i0

+
)j2=M ]

� 1

G E ("+ i0
+
)= ["� �E ("+ i0

+
)+ i0

+
]
� 1

�E ("+ i0
+
)= ("�

p
"� 2�0

p
"+ 2� 0)=2; (28)

the corresponding � nite-� result can be obtained from

Eqs. (16), (27) with cj = 1 and rj = (M � 2)=M .

It can be found from Eq. (28) that 
Etr(";i0
+ ) < M =2

and,therefore,rem ains� nite atT ! 0;� ! 1 . Atthe

sam etim e,thetripletpairingvertexin thequasistaticap-

proach isdivergentin thislim it,leadingtothedivergence

ofthetripletpairing susceptibility.Thisdivergenceindi-

catesthepossibility ofthetripletpairing dueto classical

spin 
 uctuations,which iscom plem entary to pairing due

to quantum spin 
 uctuationspreviously studied in Refs.

[16,17].Atln� . T�=� 0 we� nd 
tr(";i�T)’ 1 and the

vertex corrections are not im portant. In this case,the

Eliashberg-typeapproach ofRefs.[16,17]isjusti� ed.

Therefore, the role of the vertex corrections for the

tripletpairingdependson thetem peratureand thevalue

of the correlation length, at not too large correlation

length the vertex correctionscan be neglected,butthey

becom ecrucially im portantatlarge�:

IV .T H E Q U A N T U M -C R IT IC A L R EG IM E

As discussed previously, the static contributions to

self-energy and vertices dom inate over quantum contri-

butions for su� ciently large correlation length,�� 1 �

(T=vF )
1=3: Provided that this inequality is satis� ed,

one can apply the above consideration to the quantum -

criticalregim e as well. As was m entioned in Sect. II,

in this regim e � 0 / T 1=2 ln
1=2

(vF =T)becom es tem per-

ature dependent itself. The spectralproperties in this

case depend on the value ofthe exponent �,which de-

term inesthe tem perature dependence ofthe correlation

length according to � � (T=vF )
� �. In this respect,

two regim es can be distinguished: (i) �� 1 � � 0=vF ;

i.e. � > 1=2 and (ii) � 0=vF . �� 1 � (T=vF )
1=3;i.e.

1=3< � � 1=2:In the regim e(i)spectralfunctionshave

thetwo-peak structure,sothatsim ilartotheRC regim e,

studied in Sect. II,the Ferm i-surface at� nite tem pera-

tures is pre-split,while in the regim e (ii) spectralfunc-

tionshave one-peak structure. In both regim esthe real

part ofthe self-energy has positive slope at the Ferm i

level@Re� =@" � (T=vF )�
2,and the im aginary part at

theFerm ilevel(associated with theinverseqp lifetim e)is

anom alously large,jIm � j� T�;so thattheqp pictureis

invalid.According to M illistheory [28],thetem perature

dependenceofthecorrelation length in theQ C regim eis

given by �� 1 / T 1=2 ln
1=2

(vF =T);and thereforethistype

ofdependence belongsto the regim e(ii).

Forthe chargeinstability case (M = 1)the derivative

oftherealpartofself-energyattheFerm ilevelispositive,

but� nite,@Re� =@"� 1;and the im aginary partatthe

Ferm ileveljIm � j� �0 � T1=2 ln
1=2

(vF =T)in theregim e

(i)and jIm � j� T� in the regim e (ii). Note thatjIm � j

in the regim e (i) does not depend on the value ofthe

exponent� in thiscase.

The tripletpairing susceptibility in the Q C regim e is

determ ined by the Eq. (26). The function �tr(")hasa

one-peak structure sim ilar to that in the RC regim e at

nottoo largecorrelation length.According to theresults

ofSect.III,vertex correctionsto the tripletpairing sus-

ceptibilityaresm allatT & � 0 wheretheEliashberg-type

approach ofRefs.[16,17]isjusti� ed.The corresponding

condition in the Q C regim e coincides,up to logarithm ic

corrections,with thecondition oftheapplicability ofthe

susceptibility ansatz(15),T & TX .Atthesam etim e,at

T � TX tripletpairing susceptibility issubstantially en-

hanced overitsbarevalueand vertex correctionscan not

beneglected.Theanalysisofthiscaserequiresconsider-

ation ofthe nonanalytic correctionsto m agnetic suscep-

tibility,which isbeyond thescopeofpresentpaper.O ne

can expect,however,that in this regim e m agnetic and

superconducting 
 uctuations are strongly coupled and

should be considered on the sam efoot.
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V .C O N C LU SIO N

In the presentpaperwe have studied spectralproper-

tiesand thetripletpairing 
 uctuationsin thevicinity of

a FM instability.Thestrong FM 
 uctuationsviolatethe

qp conceptnearthe Ferm ilevel,leading to anom alously

largescattering rateattheFerm ilevel,jIm � j� T�;and

the positive slope ofthe realpart ofthe self-energy at

the Ferm ilevel,@Re� =@" � (T=vF )�
2. Although these

resultscoincidewith theresultsofthesecond-orderper-

turbation theory with respect to coupling of electrons

with m agnetic excitations [14], they take into account

the self-energy and vertex corrections. Therefore,these

twotypeofcorrectionsalm ostcom pensateeach other,as

it was concluded before on the basis of1=M expansion

[14]. At large enough correlation length �� 1 � � 0=vF
(� 0 isthe ground state spin splitting in the RC regim e

and � 0 / T 1=2 in the Q C regim e)the abovem entioned

featuresoftheself-energy lead to thetwo-peak structure

ofthespectralfunction,which im pliesthequasisplitting

oftheFerm isurface,asproposed in Ref.[14].Thestruc-

tureofthespectralfunction changesto a one-peak form

at�� 1 . � 0=vF :ForM = 1 (chargeinstability case)the

spectralfunction has a one-peak structure at arbitrary

�. This does not restore the qp picture,however,since

theslopeofRe� rem ainspositive,@Re� =@"� 1 and the

im aginary partjIm � j� m in(�0;vF �
� 1)is� nite atlow

T.

The triplet pairing susceptibility near the FM insta-

bility is considerably enhanced at low tem peratures as

com pared to its bare value. In the RC regim e at large

correlation length the triplet pairing is m ost strong at

the newly preform ed (quasi-split) Ferm i-surfaces, and

with increasing tem perature (i.e. decreasing correlation

length) the triplet pairing arises at the param agnetic

Ferm isurface.Thevertex correctionsto thetripletpair-

ing susceptibility are im portantatlow enough tem pera-

turesT . m axf� 0;vF �
� 1g:

In thequantum criticalregim e,dynam iccontributions

with nonzerobosonicM atsubarafrequency toself-energy

and verticescan beneglected atlow enough tem peratures

for� > 1=3;wheretheexponent� describesthetem pera-

turedependenceofthecorrelation length,� � (T=vF )
� �:

Depending on thevalueof�;one-ortwo-peak structure

ofthespectralfunctionsispossible,theform erarisingfor

1=3 < � � 1=2;the latter for � > 1=2:The qp picture

is violated forany � < 1:Since,however,the contribu-

tions ofnonzero bosonic M atsubara frequencies are dif-

ferentonly by poweroftem perature,their contribution

isexpected tobeim portantforacorrectquantitativede-

scription ofquantum criticalregim e. The consideration

ofthe triplet pairing shows that the vertex corrections

in the quantum criticalregim e can be neglected at not

too low tem peratures and becom e non-negligible in the

sam e tem perature range T . U 2=vF ;where nonanalytic

correctionsto m agneticsusceptibility becom eim portant.

The consideration ofthis region requires an analysis of

m agnetic and superconducting 
 uctuationson the sam e

foot,which isthe subjectoffuture investigations.

In sum m ary,the quasistatic approxim ation discussed

in the present paper allows for a treatm ent ofthe self-

energy and vertex corrections which arise from static

m agnetic 
 uctuations. In thisrespect,such an approxi-

m ation hassom e advantagesover1=M expansion,since

itdoesnotrequire M to be su� ciently large. However,

itcan behardly generalized toincludedynam icm agnetic

contributions with nonzero bosonic M atsubara frequen-

cies. Therefore,a generalization ofthe 1=M expansion,

which includesthesedynam iccontributions,isdesirable.

O n the otherhand,the generalization ofthe quasistatic

approach which includesthee� ectofvan Hovesingular-

itiesin the electronicspectrum could providea possibil-

ity to describe qualitatively the properties ofreallow-

dim ensionalm aterials.

V I.A P P EN D IX .T H E D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E

R EC U R SIO N R ELA T IO N S A T FIN IT E

C O R R ELA T IO N LEN G T H

In this Appendix we reconsider the extension ofthe

quasistaticapproach to2D casewhen thestaticm agnetic

susceptibility hastheform

�(q;0)=
A

q2 + �� 2
(29)

The early version ofquasistaticapproach for1D m odels

[18]can be directly extended to 2D case only for the

factorizableform ofthe susceptibility (cf.Refs.[3,19])

�(q;0)= A
�� 1

q2
k
+ �� 1

�� 1

q2
?
+ �� 1

(30)

with qk and q? being the com ponentsofq;paralleland

perpendicular to the electron m om entum k: Although

the extension ofquasistatic approach to the susceptibil-

ity ansatz (29) was discussed previously in Ref.[3],we

argue that this extension does not treat correctly loga-

rithm ic corrections,which arise after integration ofEq.

(29)overq:W hiletheselogarithm iccorrectionsaresub-

leadingin thequantum -criticalregim e,they arecrucially

im portantin theRC regim e,wherethecorrelation length

isexponentially large.

To discuss the way ofa proper generalization ofthe

m ethod,we consider the contribution ofa 2N -th order

diagram forthe self-energy (cf.Ref.[3])

�
(2N )

(k;i!n)= g
2N

X

q1:::qN

�(q1;0):::�(qN ;0)

�

2N � 1Y

j= 1

h

i!n � "
k+

P
N

� = 1
R j� q�

i� 1
(31)

where g = U T 1=2: The coe� cients R j� determ ine

whether �-th m om entum variable q� enters j-th elec-

tronic G reen function,see details in Ref.[3]. At large

8



� � 1 the m ostim portantcontribution to �(2N ) com es

from sm allm om enta,and it is su� cient to expand the

denom inator ofEq. (31) in q:For further convenience,

weintroducenew variablesofintegration a� = q� cos��,

where� = 1:::N (�� isan anglebetween q� and k):The

integralsoverqcan bethen calculated analytically;using

the form ofthe susceptibility (29)weobtain

�
(2N )

(kF ;i!n)= (Ag
2
=4�)

N

Z 1

� 1

da1
p
a21 + �� 2

:::
daN

p
a2
N
+ �� 2

�

2N � 1Y

j= 1

"

i!n � vF

NX

�= 1

R j�a�

#� 1

(32)

The corresponding result for the factorized susceptibil-

ity ansatz(30)di� ersby the replacem ent
p
a2� + �� 2 !

�(a2� + �� 2)in the denom inatorsofEq. (32),a� = q�;k
in thiscase.

Forj!j� vF �
� 1 one can neglecta� in the denom ina-

torsofG reen functionsin Eq.(32)to obtain

�
(2N )

(kF ;!)’ (Ag
2
=4�)

N
!
� (2N � 1)

ln
N
(�!=vF );

j!j� vF �
� 1

(33)

To � nd asym pthotic form of the self-energy at sm all

j!j � vF �
� 1, we shift contours ofintegrations in Eq.

(32) to the upper halfofthe com plex plane. The inte-

gralsarethen determ ined by thecontributionsofbranch

cutsofsquarerootsand

�
(2N )

(kF ;!)’ i(Ag
2
=4�)

N
�
2N � 1

f(fR j�g);

j!j� vF �
� 1
: (34)

where f(fR j�g)issom e function which depends on the

coe� tientsR j� only.O ne can see,thatat j!j� vF �
� 1

the self-energy �(2N )(kF ;!) does not acquire logarith-

m ic corrections.Atthe sam e tim e,the approach ofRef.

[3]leads to logarithm ic correctionsin the self-energy in

both the lim its,j!j� vF �
� 1 and j!j� vF �

� 1;due to

an incorrectfactorization ofBesselfunctions ofsum sof

auxiliary variables,used in Ref.[3]. Note,that for the

ansatz(30),branch cutsingularitiesofthe integrandsin

Eq.(32)arereplaced by singlepoles,sothatatarbitrary

j!j� vF weobtain

�
(2N )

(k;!)’ (Ag
2
=4�)

N

2N � 1Y

j= 1

1

! � "k + injvF �
� 1
;

(35)

with nj =
P N

�= 1
R j�, which reproduces the result of

Refs.[3,19].

Forthe form ofsusceptibility (29)onecan develop an

approxim ate approach,which becom es exact at j!j�

vF �
� 1:Sim ilartoRefs.[18,19]weapproxim atethecontri-

bution ofany diagram by thecontribution ofcorrespond-

ing noncrossing diagram .Although the m ultiplicity fac-

torsare the sam e,asderived in Ref.[3],the expression

for the corresponding noncrossing diagram is di�erent.

Indeed,substituting the dressed G reen function instead

ofthe bare one in Eq.(32)with N = 1,and taking into

accountthatthe self-energy dependson ! � "k only,we

obtain the recursion relation

�j(!)=
Ag2cj

4�

Z 1

� 1

da
p
a2 + �� 2

(36)

�
1

! � vF a� �j+ 1(! � vF a)

wherecj = j=M (even j)and cj = (j+ M � 1)=M (odd

j),Contrary to Ref.[3],this is an integralrather than

an algebraic relation. The initialcondition forEq. (36)

is�1 (!)= 0;the self-energy isgiven by � (!)= �1(!):

Forthe verticesweobtain sim ilarly


j(!)= 1�
Ag2rj

4�

Z 1

� 1

da
p
a2 + �� 2

�

j+ 1(! � vF a)

[! � vF a� �j+ 1(! � vF a)]
2

(37)


tr;j("k;!)= 1+
Ag2rj

4�

Z 1

� 1

da
p
a2 + �� 2

� 
tr;j+ 1("k � vF a;!)[! � "k � vF a

� �j+ 1(! � "k � vF a)]
� 1
[� ! � "k

� vF a� �j+ 1(� ! � "k � vF a)]
� 1

(38)

with rj = j=(M � 2)(even j),rj = (M � 2)(j+ M � 1)=M2

(odd j)and 
1 (!)= 
tr,1 (!)= 1:

As m entioned above,for the ansatz (30) the replace-

m ent
p
a2� + �� 2 ! a2�� + �� 1 in Eqs. (36)-(38)should

be m ade. The integrals in the Eqs. (36) and (37) can

be then evaluated analytically,leading to the recursion

relationsofRefs.[3,18].Atthe sam e tim e,the integrat-

ingexpression ofEq.(38)isnonanalyticalin both,upper

and lowerhalf-plane,and thereforecan notbereduced to

an algebraicform even forthe factorizablesusceptibility

ansatz(30).
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