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E lectronic selfenergy and triplet pairing uctuations in the vicinity ofa
ferrom agnetic instability in 2D system s: the quasistatic approach
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T he selfenergy, spectral finctions and susceptibbilities of
2D system sw ith strong ferrom agnetic uctuations are consid—
ered w ithin the quasistatic approach. T he selfenergy at low
tem peraturesT hasanonFfem iliquid form in theenergy w in—
dow 7. o hear the Fem i lvel, where  is the ground-
state spin splitting form agnetically ordered ground state, and

o / T2 m'™? (v =T) in the quantum critical regine (v
is the Fem i velocity). Spectral functions have a two-peak
structure at nite T above the m agnetically ordered ground
state, which in plies quasi-splitting of the Ferm isurface in the
param agnetic phase In the presence of strong ferrom agnetic

uctuations. T he triplet pairing am plitude In the quasistatic
approxin ation increasesw ith Increasing correlation length; at
low tem peratures T o the vertex corrections becom e In —
portant and the E liashberg approach is not Justi ed. The
resuls for the spectral properties and susceptibilities In the
quantum critical regin e near charge— (spin-) instabilities w ith
Jarge enough correlation length T=%) ™} arcobtained.

I. NTRODUCTION

Anom alous non-Fem iHiquid behavior of correlated
Jow -dim ensionalelectron system s has attracted m uch at-
tention during the last decade. This behavior is usu—
ally connected w ith the violation ofthe quasiparticle (gp)
conospt In som e energy w indow around the Fem i level.
A prom inent exam ple is the pseudogap phenom enon ob—
served in underdoped high-T. compounds {L]. W hile
antiferrom agnetic AFM ) uctuations m ay be responsi-
ble for non-Fem iliquid behavior and superconducting
pairing in cuprates, there is number of system s where
ferrom agnetic FM ) uctuationsm ay play an in portant
role. In particular, FM  uctuationsm ay be in portant in
som e triplet superconductors, such as UG e;; ZxZn, and
SrRuO 4. These system s m otivate studies of electronic
properties in the vichiy of a FM mstability and their
In uence on the triplet superconductivity.

A though many results exist for the electronic prop—
erties in the vicinity of an AFM state 2{4], much less
is known about the evolution of quasiparticle proper—
ties near the FM instability. An "*=° energy dependence
of the selfenergy at the quantum critical point QCP)
can be derived from calculations in the context of gauge

eld theordes :_[b], the phase separation problem :_[1_‘0], and
the Pom eranchuk instability [11], which are expected to
have the sam e structure of selfenergy corrections as a
FM instability. T he breakdown of the gp conoept at the
QCP is even more apparent at nite tem peratures. Ik

w as dem onstrated for fem ions interacting w ith a gauge

eld that the in agihary part of the selfenergy in a non—
selfconsistent calculation diverges at the Fem i level at
T > 0 as a consequence of the divergence of the gauge

eld propagator at zero m om entum and frequency :_[b]
Sin ilar behavior induced by the divergence of the static
uniform spin susogptibility (0;0) can be expected forthe
zero-m om entum particlke-hole instabilities of ferm ion sys—
tem sw ith short-range interactions. T hisbehavior can be
egoecially pronounced in the renom alized classical RC)
regin e ﬁ_l-Z_%'], where the correlation length  is exponen-
tially large.

T he selfenergy and the spectral functions In the RC
regin e In the vicinity ofa FM Instability were previously
studied within tpe_tw o-particle selfconsistent (TP SC)
approxin ation {13,141, one-loop finctional renom aliza—
tion group (RG), and W ard-identity approaches {_l-lj] It
was argued, that spectral fuinctions have tw o-peak struc—
ture analogously to the vicinity of an AFM instability
@a]. Contrary to the situation in the vicinity ofan AFM
Instability, how ever, the abovem entioned tw o-peak struc—
ture ofthe spectral fiinctions does not in ply strong sup-—
pression of the density of states at the Femn i level, but
leads to the quastsplitting of the Femm isurface at ow T
already in the param agnetic phase [_19'] W hilk the treat—
m ent based on the TP SC and one-loop RG approaches
does not acoount for the feedback of the selfenergy ef-
fects, the analysis of the selfenergy and vertex correc—
tionsusing W ard identities has shown t_ll_l'] that thesetwo
types of e ects aln ost cancel each other, and therefore
resulting spectral finctions closely resem ble their form in
non-self-consistent approaches.

T hese anom alous spectral properties m ay have a pro—
found e ect on the triplkt superconductivity. One can
expect that due to strong FM uctuations In the RC
regin e the triplet pairing w illbe m ostly enhanced at the
new preform ed Ferm isurfaces. A nom alous spectralprop—
erties m ay have important In uence also in quantum —
critical QC) regine [[24], where the quastsplitting of
the F'S is absent. P revious Investigations of this regin e
{_l-ﬁ{:_l-:/!] neglected vertex corrections, which may be in -
portant for Jarge enough correlation length.

To consider anom alies ofelectronic properties and their
In pact on the triplet superconductivity, one needs a tool
which is abl to consider selfenergy and vertex cor-
rections on the same foot. The abovem entioned self-
consistent treatm ent of selfenergy and vertex corrections
neara FM instability wasperform ed only to  rst order in
1=M ,M Dbeing the number of soin com ponents M = 3
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forthe Hubbard m odel) . It appears In portant to investi-
gate spectralproperties in the vicinity of FM instability
beyond the lkading order in 1=M to verify whether the
near-cancellation ofthe selfenergy and vertex corrections
persists also n higher orders of the 1M expansion and
to Investigate the e ect of the anom alous properties on
the triplet superconductiviy.

D ue to an aln ost static character of spin  uctuations
at large correlation length, a usefil nonperturbative tool
for calculation of the spectral properties and susceptibil-
ities in this case is the quasistatic approach. This ap—
proach was originally proposed for the sum m ation of di-
agram m atic series for the selfenergy of one-din ensional
(ID) system s in the vicinity of the chargedensity wave
nstability [18] and firther developed for 2D system s in
the vicinity ofan AFM instability t_:’.,_l@] T he quasistatic
approach allows to sum up the m ost in portant series
of static contrbutions to the selfenergy and interac-
tion vertices. T his approach becom es exact in the lin it

! 1 ;and can be applied to study spectral properties
In the RC and QC regine, provided that the correla-
tion length is su ciently large, ( =a) ' T = )'=3;
where v is the Fem ivelociy, a is the lattice constant
(the latter criterion follow s from the com parison of static
contrbutions to the scattering rate T =a wih the
dynam ic contributions proportional to vy (T=vr )>=°; cf.
Ref. fl-4']) A Ihough the quasistatic approach w asapplied
prev:ous]y to system s In the viciniy ofa FM instability
fZO 1, only the form ofspectral fuinctionswasanalyzed, the
selfenergy, m agnetic and triplet pairing susceptibilities
being not investigated.

In the present paperw e apply the quasistatic approach
to 2D system s w ith nonsingular density of states, which
are on the verge of a ferrom agnetic instability, to study
spectral properties and the possibility of triplet pairing
In these system s. In Sect. IT we concentrate on the ana-
Iytical results for spectral properties and susceptibilities
for linear electronic dispersion at ! 1 and com pare
these resultsw ith the resultsat nite correlation length.
In Sect. ITTwe consider the tw o-particle properties: m ag—
netic susceptibility and the susceptibility w ith respect to
triplet pairing. In Sect. IV we discuss the application
of the results to the quantum —critical regim e. F inally, in
Sect. V we summ arize m ain results of the paper.

II.SPECTRAL PROPERTIES IN THE VICINITY
OF FERROMAGNETIC INSTABILITY

W e consider a spin—ferm on m odel E_Z,:j]
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are ferm ionic M atsubara frequencies, "x is the electronic
digpersion, o are Paulim atrices, 4= 4= U o)
is the dynam ical spin susceptibility,
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is the bare polarization operator, f (") is the Ferm i dis—
trbbution function, U is the strength of the interaction
of electrons w ith the collective m agnetic excitations, the
lattice constant a = 1. A lthough this m odel was orig-
nally proposed as phenom enologicalm odel for system s
w ih strong AFM  uctuations, it can be applied or sys-
tem s with strong FM uctuations as well. G enerally
speaking, the interaction U di ers from the bare on-site
Coulom b repulsion because of contributions of the chan—
nelsofelectron-electron scatteringdi erent from particle—
hole one, therefore U should be considered as an e ec—
tive nteraction. The counterterm proportionalto U ? q
keeps the renom alized spin-spin propagatorequalto 4
(seebelow ) : T he rigorousderivation ofthem odel @') from
the m icroscopic H ubbard m odel w ill be considered else—

where t22:].
Integrating out fermm ions from @'),we obtain
Z
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T the llowing we expand Indet( G ') in Eq. @) i
powers of S and retain only quadratic tem , which is
exactly cancelled by the counterterm introduced in Eq.
@') (so that the propagator ofthe eld S rem ains equal
to 4), the relevance of higher-order tem s is discussed
below .

W e start investigation of the functional ('_3) w ith the
consideration of the lim it ' 1 ;where spin uctua—
tions are especially strong. At ! 1 the susceptbiliy

q= (@;ily) isdivergentat g = 0; !, = 0:Since the
m om entum transfer for the scattering on these m ost sin—
gularm agnetic uctuations is am all, it can be neglected
In the electronic G een functions. Sum s over intemalm o—
m enta n alldiagram s are applied then only to the prop—
agators 4 ofthe spin eld §;; so that the action {_3‘) in

! 1 Iim i can be reduced to an e ective action which

contains only one wuctuating eld S g (f Refs.

tie,di1d)
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where S = S*¥ i8¥. The e ective propagator of the
ed s, 2=(U?), is determ hed by the average (local)
soin susceptibility
, 3u?TX
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For an ordered ground state (2) is aIn ost independent
of temperature at ow T and s T ! O lim it is equal
to the square of the ground-state soin splitting. At the
sametine, n theQC reginewehave 3/ T In(y =T),
In this case the e ect of nie correlation length should
be also accounted for. D ue to neglection of termm s which
are of higher ordern > 2 in spin operators and propor—
tional to én 2 M"); [ o (") being noninteracting density
of states], the generating functional C_ﬁ) isvald only for
regular o ("), which is sm ooth enough in the viciniy of

the Fem i level to satisfy U™ & (") oM atn > 0
)R

Sin flar to Ref. {3] we generalize the action (5) toM -
component eldS = (§::Sy );M = 3 forthem odel (l),
this generalization also allow s one to consider a charge
Instability with M = 1. The results for the cbservable
quantities are found by di erentiation of partition finc—
tion overthe source elds and are expressed as integrals
overthe eld S ofsome functions £ (S).

For the electronic G reen function at ! 1 we obtain
the result
5 Z
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which dependson T = ! 't only, (@;x) is the in—-

com plete Gamm a function. The result (rj) is sim ilar to
previous result in the vicihity ofan AFM instability W]
T he electronic selfenergy is given by

m=T c'm ®)

T he retarted G reen function and selfenergy on the real
axis are obtained by the replacement ! ! ! + i0* :For
the ©llow ng analysis it is convenient to Introduce a one—
particle irreducble (1P I) vertex
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5) where a = x;y;z

Sin ilar to the G reen function (),

(k;!) dependsonT only: 2(k;!)= {T): The func-
tion (T) can be obtained from the exactD yson relation,
connecting the vertex and the selfenergy (see, eg., Ref.

£3),whichat ! 1 takes rather sinplk form
2
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ThequantJtJesG(') (!),and (!) determ ined by Egs.

d Cl() ) can be considered as perturbation seriesin o /
U. The oor;espond:lng low est-order coe cients obtained
from Egs. (-j.) and (@’) are
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The coe cients of the serdes In ¢ can be found also
directly from a diagram technique (we have veri ed cor-
respondence of several low est-order tem s) .

T he perturbation serdes Cl]: breaks down at ﬁ:equen—
cies J 7. o, although nonperturbative resuls d) ClO)
can be used to analyze physical properties in this fre—
quency range aswell In particular, orM > 2we nd

Re (1)’ ™ 2) F=M ;97 0: 12)
C om paring this result w ith the perturbation theory result
C_l-il:) one observes, that Re (! ) hasa nontrivial crossover
w ith the reduction of the num ber of spin com ponents at
low frequencies. Such a crossover is sim ilarto that for the
soin-spin correlation function in 2D and quasi?D gener—
alized H eisenbergm odelw th O M )=0 M 1) symm etry
@-425] In the crossover region j! j o the realpart of
the selfenergy (!) is only weakly ! dependent. The
In aghary part ofthe selfenergy at anall j! jand M > 2
reads

(1)’ A @M)TPM=2 1} 13)
™ 2= g)(M 3)=2
M 2) g (' ):M ’ j!j 0 r
whereAy = =M =2 1)!PrevenM and 2y = (08

M =2) orodd M . Forthe charge instability case M = 1)
and small ! j o we obtain

2 P_—
Re (1)’ 2!=“;In (1)’ 2= o, ™M = 1)
The overa]lﬁ:equency dependenoe of ('), (!);andthe
spectral function A (! )— (')= at ' 1 calu-

lated using Egs. H) @0) br dl erent M is shown and
com pared w ith the results of 1-M expansion of Ref. [14]
InFig.1l.0Onecan seethatatM = 3 (the sam ebehavior
takesplace forallM > 1) the realpart ofthe selfenergy
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FIG.1l. The real and in aghhary parts of the selfenergy
(@b), the spectral function (c), and the vertex function
(d) in the quasistatic approxim ation at r1;M =1
(dotdashed lines) and M = 3 (solid lines) as a function of
T =1 Y for o=w = 0:; compared to the result of
1=M expansion (dotted lines) and the one-loop functional
RG approach for spin—ferm jon m odel (dot-dot dashed line)
forM = 3.

has (in nite) positive slope at the Femm ilevel, w here the
In agihary part of selfenergy has -lke singularity, and

the spectral function has two-peak structure: T hese fea—

turesare In qualitative agreem entw ith previousresultsof

the rstorderl=M analysjs:_[-l_'A]. They arise asa result of
strong FM  uctuations and violate the quasiparticle con—
cept near the Ferm ilkvel. Tt was argued in Ref. [_l-é_l] that

the twopeak structure of the spectral finction, together

w ith its dependence on ! Lk In plies pre—fom ation of

the two new Fem isurfaces already in the param agnetic

phase (so called quasigplitting of the F'S), the sam e ar-

gum ents can be applied to the results of quasistatic ap—

proach.

The main di erence of the results of quas:statjc ap-—
proach from the results of 1M expansion Il4] is in par-
tial transfer of the spectralweight from the peaks ofthe
two peak structure to an all ! -region, w here the spectral
weight in the resul {}) issnall,but nite. From Eq. i(7)
we ndA() % 1 at snall ! : The nonanalytical
dependence ofA (! ) on M explains why this behavior is
not captured by 1=M expansion.

ForM = 1 (charge instability case) the In aghary part
of the selfenergy is nie at the Fem i level [see Eqg.
C13 )] and the gpectral function has onepeak structure.
Tt does not Im ply, how ever, the validity of the quasipar-
ticle concept, since the real part of the selfenergy has
positive slope at the Fem ilevel, which nvalidates quasi-
particle picture. Note that vertex corrections are nie
In this case, and, therefore, are not as In portant, as or

M > 1:Since the longrange order exists forM = 1 also
at nite T; these results are applicable only in a narrow
critical regin e near the transition tem perature, but have
also som e In plication for quantum —critical region, as dis—
cussed in Sect. IV .ThebehaviorofG (! ), (!)and (!)
atM = 2 KXY -type symm etry) isvery sin ilarto that for
M = 3, except for additional logarithm ic corrections.

Tt is instructive to com pare the results (1)—{10) or the
selfenergy and vertex at ! 1 wih the corresponding
results of recently proposed functional renomm alization—
group approach for the boson-ferm ion m odel I_Z-é] Since
the m om enta Integrations and frequency sum m ations in
Feynm an diagram s are restricted at large to il, = 0
and the near vicinity of g = 0, neither frequency, nor
momentum cuto ofelectronic orbosonic degrees of free—
dom are convenient for thisproblem . Instead, we in pose
the tem perature cuto on the electronic G reen function
(the correlation length is kept xed, so that the bosonic
propagator does not acquire tem perature dependence).
W e also combine this schem e w ith the oneparticle self-
consistent m odi cation of fRG equations |21, which ak
low s for a correct treatm ent of selfenergy e ects to one-
loop order. The resulting onedoop RG equations at

1 read
d (1) L, dG()
ETRRC IR =Y a9
d ) M 2, &G (1)
TR VERC R T
whereG (1) = [! (')]1':W e com pare the solution of

Egs. {_ffl) w ith the result of quasistatic approach zj) n
Fig. 1. One can see that the one-dloop RRG equations de—
scribbe very accurately the perturbative regine 3! j& o5
but their description breaks down in the strong-coupling
regine § j. o:

To study thee ect of nite correlation length, we em —
ploy an ansatz for the nonuniform m agnetic susogptibility

@;0) = @5)

A
F+ 2
N ote that this ansatz neglects recently found nonanalytic
corrections 12]1] and is, therefore, valid above the charac—
teristic tem perature Ty U?=vy ; where these correc—
tions becom e In portant. At nie the quasistatic ap—
proach can be applied when static contrdbutions to the
selfenergy and vertices are dom inating near the Ferm i
kevel, ie.at ! (T=w)'3?; asdiscussed i the intro-
duction. This condition is satis ed, in particular, n the
RC regine.

T he generalization of the quasistatic approach to the
susceptibility ansatz C15 ) is considered in A ppendix. T he
result @) istobereplaced at nie by an integralrecur-
sion relations for the electronic selffenergy ()= 1 (!)
and vertex (!)= 1(!)

2c 21 da

(1) = B
j() 2T 1!."
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a2+ 2
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FIG.2. The real and in aghhary parts of the selfenergy
(@), the spectral function (c), and the vertex fiinction )
in the quasistatic approxin ation atM = 3, ,=w = 0:1,and
di erent values of the correlation length.

Z

S = i g%

2n 1 a2+ 2
1 wa)Gi, (! wa) an
where G35 (1) = [! 51 g = M Eeven ),
G = (J+M = (odd j); 3 = =M 2) (even
yry= M 2)G+M  1)=M* ©dd ), Gy (1) = 1=!;
and 1 (!) = 1:The most In portant contributions to

integrals in Egs. {{6) and {h at ! 1 come from a
narrow vicinity of the point a = 0; and these equations
reduce to the continuous fraction representation of the
gam m a-function in Eg. 6'_71). Atthe sasme tine, at nite
the Egs. {16) and {17) have to be solved num erically.
T he resu ks for the selfenergy and the vertex are shown
for di erent values of and com pared with the results
or ! 1 iInFig. 2. In agreem ent w ith previous anal-
ysis [_11_5'], the realpart of the selfenergy acquires a large
positive slope at the Ferm i level, @Re =@" T 2:The
—function singularity at ! 1 In the in aghary part
of the selfenergy is replaced by the lorentian-like form
of the In agihary part with Jim (0)J T ; so that the
quasiparticle picture is invalid at nie aswell W ih
decreasing correlation length the structure of the spec—
tral function changes from the two-to onepeak form at
1 o=V¢ :Contrary to ! 1 lin i, the vertex re—
mains nieat nie
AtM = 1 the In agihary part ofthe selfenergy, which
was nie at ' 1 ; is detetmm ned by jm (0)3J
min( ¢;T ). The gp picture is violated In this case as
well, sihoe the slope ofRe  is positive, @Re =Q" 1:

III.TW OPARTICLE PROPERTIES

Now we discuss tw o-particle properties. F irst we con—
sider static uniform spin susceptibility pn: A ccording
to Ref. Qj], this susogptibility can be expressed through
the irreducible in the particle-hole channel susceptibility

ph,0 via the relation

ph = ph,o=@ U pn,o) 18)

which is sin ilar to the random phase approxin ation re—
sultwith thedi erencethat .y, ncludesthe selfenergy
and vertex corrections. U sing the de nition of the irre—
ducible vertex, Eq. ('_9), we nd

Z
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X
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T he necessary condition for the existence ofa ferrom ag—
netic instability is pn;0 > 0;the function (") character-
izes the relative weight of states w ith di erent energy in

ph,0 - Theplt ofthe finction (z) in the com plex plane
at ! 1 isshown in Fig. 3a (the plot of this finction
at nie looks sin flarly). At ! 1 the contribution
of regions j j< o and 33> o to (") have di er-
ent signs and com pensate each other for all ", except for
J'9<  g;where (") ismaxinum Eig. 3b). Therefore,
irreducible susceptibility depends on the details of the
density of states only in the energy range 'j< (. One
can see that for reqular densities of states, which are not
strongly suppressed in this energy range, the condition

ph,0 > 0 can be easily ful lled. Stronger criterium of
stability of ferrom agnetisn @ (=@’ < 0 is studied In
detailin a forthoom ing paper R24].

To investigate the static m agnetic susceptbility at -
nite ; we suppose that the tem perature dependence of
the correlation length is given by = exp (T =T ) where
T isthe crossovertem perature to the renom alized clas-
sical regin e: T he function (") for di erent values of
is shown in Fig. 3b. At not too large correlation length
the energy range w hich contrbbutes to n,0 is spread to
F'9> o aswell. At the sam e tim e, the total area un-—
der (") changes rather weakly and, therefore, one can
expect weak dependence of the irreducihble susceptibility
on the correlation length :

T he susoeptibility w ith respect to triplet pairing

X X z

;p;trz A% A% o d 20)
kKO 0 00 000 0

HT [<§; ()< k; o ( )&o; @ 0)c xo; w0 (0)J1
where A2 (= (2 Y) o can be considered In a sin ilar
way. It is convenient to represent it in the form
X X N 0
Sp;tr= T A%, plg;tr k;!) 21)

kil , 0



FIG.3. (@) The plt of the function (i! ™ at [R—
and ¢ = 0dvg . () The function (") Which detem ines
the urlj:fbrm static irreducidble spin susceptibility according to
Eqg. (:1_.9:)) at o= 0dw , T = 025w , and di erent values
of the correlation length.
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Sin ilar to m agnetic susceptibility, ;é;tr depends on "x
and ! only and can be generally w ritten as
a; ° : a _
ppitr Killn) = A% o poer ("kil!) 23)
ppir("k7il) = G (! %G (il %) e ("esil)
where ¢ ("x;1!) is the pairing vertex. At 1 we
obtain
ppitr M) =F ;D) F (%) (24)
w here
l+ M 1Y M oMTz M7
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2M T 2 2 2
u T M M T?
e 2 — 25
> 22 . 25)

Note that ¢ depends on ! and "¢ separ'ai:e]y and

& ©;!) = (1): The pairing susceptibility 20) is ex—
pressed through pp;er (" 71! ) by the relation
Z
ppitr = A" o (") & (") (26)
X
(=T ppstr (Midln);

The function pp;r (";1! ); which characterises the contri-
bution of di erent m om enta and energies in the pairing
susceptbility isplotted at ! 1 in Fig. 4a. This func-
tion isdivergentat ! ! 0" ; which signals the possibility
of the triplet pairing at T ! 0:At nie snall! the
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FIG .4. (@) Thepltofthe function pp;ec("7i!)at ! 1
and o = 0dw () The function pp;ee(";1i T) at nite ,

o = 04=5""%w,and T = 005w . (cd) The function

er ("), which detem ines the triplet pairing susceptibility ac-
cording to Eq. @6), at the same valuesof o and T asin
b) ©)andat o= 0dvr , T = 025w ().

function ;e ("71i!) ISmaxinum at " = o: There—
fore, contrary to standard BC S problem , the pairing due
to the ground-state FM instability in 2D system involves
particles wih nie energy With respect to the para—
m agnetic Fem i surface) and the m om enta at the new
preform ed Fem isurfaces.

At nji:e_ the fanction pp;er ("x 71! ) is determm ned by
the Eq. {_23'); the pairing vertex +, is obtained from
the recursion relation which is sin ilar to the recursion
relation for ;

tr"(" ): 1+ L da
ks 2 1 a’+ 2
try+ 1 ("k ¥ail)Ga (! 'k #a)
Gy 1 ( ! Iy ¥ a) @7)

with 1 (V") = 1:

The finction pp;er(";1 T) at di erent values of is
shown in Fig. 4b. W ith decreasing the two-peak struc-
ture of ppir (";1 T) continuously changes to a one-peak
structure at T = T =l o- The function (")
fortwo choicesof T and ( and di erent values of the
correlation length is shown In Figs. 4c,d We rescale the
valieof o/ (T )'2;asiolowsfrom Eq. @)]. Sin ilar
to ppsr ("7i T)jthe function ¢ (") changes itsbehavior
from the twopeak to a onepeak structure at T or
so that the triplet pairing uctuations are dom inating at
not too lJarge  at the param agnetic Fermm i surface.
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FIG.5. The trplt pairing vertex
sistatic approach at ¢ = 01=5'w, T =
0= 0dw ,T = 025w (), and di erent

tr (";1 T) In the qua-

005w (a),

To clrify the role of the vertex corrections for the
triplet pairing, we plot In Fig. 5 the triplet pairing ver-
tex (";1 T)at rstM atsubara frequency for the sam e
choices of T and ¢ ash Fig. 4. We nd that at
T vr (Weakly FM ground state) and su ciently large
correlation length In T = ¢ the trplet pairing ver—-
tex (";1 T) is considerably enhanced. In particular,
w e em phasize that the divergence of the pairing suscepti-
bility at ! 1 arisessokly from the vertex corrections.

T he triplet pairing vertex . (";1 T ) in the quasistatic
approach can be furtherm ore com pared w ith the result

E.(";i T) of the approach which acoounts for the self-
energy correctionsonly (the ana]ogue of the E liashberg—
type approach of Refs. [16,17]). ! 1 weocbtah in
such an approach (cf. Ref. -hlf])

EMioty=0 ™ 2 ifHe "+ i0")fm 1!t
Gg ("+10")=[" & ("+i0")+ 10" )"
P P
E ("+ io+ ) = (" " 2 0 "+ 2 0):2;

@8)

the corresponding nie- result can be cbtained from

Egs. {18), €M with ¢ = landry = M 2)3M .
Tt can be fund from Eq. £§) that E (";i0") < M =2
and, therefore, ramains niteatT ! 0; ! 1 .Atthe

sam e tim e, the triplet pairing vertex in the quasistatic ap—
proach isdivergent in this lim it, leading to the divergence

ofthe triplet pairing susceptibility. T his divergence indi-
cates the possibility ofthe triplet pairing due to classical
soin  uctuations, which is com plem entary to pairing due
to quantum spin  uctuations previously studied in Refs.
fled7.Ath . T= gwe nd (";i T)’ 1andthe

vertex corrections are not Inportant. In this case, the

E liashberg-type approach ofRefs. [16,17] is justi ed.

T herefore, the role of the vertex corrections for the
triplet pairing depends on the tam perature and the value
of the correlation length, at not too large correlation
length the vertex corrections can be neglected, but they
becom e crucially in portant at large

IV.THE QUANTUM CRITICAL REGIM E

A s discussed previously, the static contrbutions to
selfenergy and vertices dom inate over quantum contri-
butions r su cintly large correlation length, 1!
(T=vr )=3: Provided that this hnequality is satis ed,
one can app]y the above consideration to the quantum -
critical regin e as well. As was m entioned in Sect. II,
in thisregine o / T2 h'™? (% =T ) becom es tem per—
ature dependent itself. The spectral properties in this
case depend on the value of the exponent , which de-
term Ines the tem perature dependence of the correlation
length according to (T=v) In this respect,
two regines can be distinguished: () *! 0=Vr ;
ie. > 1=2 and ({) =% . 1 (T=v )173; ie.
1=3< 1=2:In the regin e (i) spectral fuinctions have
the tw opeak structure, so that sim ilarto the RC regin e,
studied In Sect. II, the Fem isurface at nie tem pera-
tures is pre-split, while in the regine (i) spectral fuinc-
tions have onepeak structure. In both regim es the real
part of the selfenergy has positive slope at the Fem i
kevel @GRe =Q" (T=y¥ ) 2, and the in agihary part at
the Ferm ilevel (associated w ith the inverse gp lifetin e) is
anom alously large, jim  j T ; so that the gp picture is
invalid. A ccording to M 1illis theory 128], the tem perature
dependence of the correlation length n the QC regine is
givenby !/ T2 '™ (% =T );and therefore this type
of dependence belongs to the regin e (ii).

For the charge nstability case M = 1) the dervative
ofthe realpart of selfenergy at the Ferm ilevelispositive,
but nie, GRe =Q" 1; and the im aghhary part at the
Femilvelim 3§ o T 2In'™? (% =T ) intheregine
@ and Jm Jj T in the regine (i). Note that Jim j
In the regine (i) does not depend on the value of the
exponent in this case.

T he triplet pairing susoepUbJJJty In theQC regine is
determ ined by the Eq. CZG) The function ¢« (") has a
onepeak structure sim ilar to that in the RC regine at
not too large correlation length. A cocording to the results
of Sect. III, vertex corrections to the triplet pairing sus—
ceptbility aresmallatT & o where theE liashberg-type
approach ofRefs. [_1-§,:_1-j] is Justi ed. T he corresponding
condition in the Q C regin e coincides, up to logarithm ic
corrections, w ith the condition of the applicability of the
susceptbility ansatz C_l-§‘), T & Tx .Atthesametine, at
T Ty triplet pairing susceptibility is substantially en—
hanced over is bare value and vertex corrections can not
be neglected. T he analysis of this case requires consider—
ation of the nonanalytic corrections to m agnetic suscep—
tbility, which is beyond the scope of present paper. O ne
can expect, however, that In this regin e m agnetic and
superconducting uctuations are strongly coupled and
should be considered on the sam e foot.



V.CONCLUSION

In the present paper we have studied spectral proper—
ties and the triplet pairing uctuations in the vicinity of
aFM instability. The strongFM  uctuations violate the
gp concept near the Fem 1 level, leading to anom alously
large scattering rate at theFem ilvel, im j T ;and
the positive slope of the real part of the selfenergy at
the Fem i kevel, @Re =Q@" (T=y ) 2. A lthough these
results coincide w ith the results of the second-order per—
turbation theory w ith J:espect to coupling of electrons
w ith m agnetic exciations tl4| they take into account
the selfenergy and vertex corrections. T herefore, these
tw o type of corrections alm ost com pensate each other, as
i was concluded before on the basis of 1=M expansion
{l4]. At large enough correlation kngth ! 0=V
( o is the ground state soin splitting in the RC regine
and o / T'? in the QC regine) the abovem entioned
features of the selfenergy lead to the two-peak structure
of the spectral function, which in plies the quaSJsp]JttJng
ofthe Fem isurface, asproposed In Ref. tL4] T he struc—
ture of the spec&al ﬁmctjon changes to a onepeak fom
at :ForM = 1 (charge instability case) the
spectral ﬁmctJon has a onepeak structure at arbirary

. This does not restore the gp picture, however, since
the slope ofRe rem ainspositive, @Re =@" 1 and the
imaghary part m  j mi( ;v 1) s nie at ow
T.

T he 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 regin e at large
correlation length the triplet pairing is m ost strong at
the newly preform ed (quasisplit) Fem isurfaces, and
w ith increasing tem perature (ie. decreasing correlation
length) the triplt pairing arises at the param agnetic
Fem isurface. T he vertex corrections to the triplet pair-
Ing susceptbility are im portant at low enough tem pera—
tures T . maxf ¢;w ‘g:

In the quantum critical regin €, dynam ic contributions
w ith nonzero bosonic M atsubara frequency to selfenergy
and vertices can be neglected at low enough tem peratures
for > 1=3;wheretheexponent descrbesthe tem pera—
ture dependence ofthe correlation length, T=v)

D epending on the value of ; one-or two-peak structure
ofthe spectral fuinctions ispossible, the form er arising for
1=3 < 1=2; the latter for > 1=2:The gp picture
is violated for any < 1:Since, however, the contribu—
tions of nonzero bosonic M atsubara frequencies are dif-
ferent only by power of tem perature, their contrbution
is expected to be In portant for a correct quantitative de—
scription of quantum critical regin e. T he consideration
of the triplt pairing show s that the vertex corrections
In the quantum critical regin e can be neglected at not
too low tem peratures and becom e non-negligble in the
sam e tem perature range T . U?=v ; where nonanalytic
corrections to m agnetic susceptibility becom e in portant.
T he consideration of this region requires an analysis of

m agnetic and superconducting uctuations on the sam e
foot, which is the sub Ect of fiture Investigations.

In summ ary, the quasistatic approxim ation discussed
In the present paper allow s for a treatm ent of the self-
energy and vertex corrections which arise from static
m agnetic uctuations. In this respect, such an approxi-
m ation has som e advantages over 1M expansion, since
it does not require M to be su ciently large. However,
it can be hardly generalized to Include dynam icm agnetic
contrbutions w ith nonzero bosonic M atsubara frequen-—
cies. Therefore, a generalization of the 1=M expansion,
w hich includes these dynam ic contributions, is desirable.
O n the other hand, the generalization of the quasistatic
approach which includes the e ect ofvan Hove sihgular-
ities in the electronic spectrum could provide a possbil-
ity to describe qualitatively the properties of real low —
din ensionalm aterials.

VI.APPENDIX .THE DERIVATION OF THE
RECURSION RELATIONS AT FINITE
CORRELATION LENGTH

In this Appendix we reconsider the extension of the
quasistatic approach to 2D casew hen the staticm agnetic
susceptibility has the form

@;0) = (29)

A
ER
T he early version of quasistatic approach for 1D m odels
{18 can be directly extended to 2D case only for the
factorizable form of the susceptibility (cf. Refs. B,:LQ])

1 1
(q;O):AOi’L T+ !

wih g and ¢ being the com ponents of g; parallel and
perpendicular to the electron m om entum k: A though
the extension of quasistatic approach to the susoeptjbnl
ity ansatz {29 was discussed previously in Ref. B], we
argue that this extension does not treat correctly loga-—
rithm ic corrections, which arise after integration of Eqg.
C_Z-C:i) over g:W hile these logarithm ic corrections are sub—
lrading In the quantum —critical regin e, they are crucially
In portant In the RC regin e, w here the correlation length
is exponentially large.

To discuss the way of a proper generalization of the
m ethod, we consider the contribution of a 2N -th order
diagram for the selfenergy (cf. Ref. Eq’])

30)

B ki) = o (@170) 2 (@ 70)
@ s
2y 1h i,
TR T 6D
=1
where g = UT™?: The coe cints Ry detem ine

whether -th momentum variable g enters Jth elec—
tronic G reen function, see details In Ref. ij]. At large



1 the m ost in portant contrbution to “N) comes

from snallmom enta, and it is su clent to expand the
denom inator of Eq. C_3]_;) in g: For further convenience,
we introduce new variables of ntegrationa = g cos ,
where = 1uN ( isan anglkebetweeng and k):The
Integralsoverg can be then calculated analytically; using
the form of the susceptibility {_2-_§) we obtain

Zl
da; da;
@) e ily) = BgP=4 ) P P
N 1 a1+ a.N +
2y 1 R o
ity % Ry a

j=1 =1

The oorrespondmg resul for the ﬁctonz?gi susceptibit-
ity ansatz C30 di ersby the replacement a? + 2!
@ + ?) In the denom nators of Eq. B3),a = q 4
In this case.
For3j w one can neglct a in the denom na—
tors of G reen functions n Eq. z_B-g) to obtain

"kei!) T @gt=4 LA Pt (t=);
13w 7 (33)

1

To nd asympthotic form of the selfenergy at anall
39  w !, we shift contours of ntegrations in Eq.

C_B-Z_i) to the upper half of the com plex plane. The inte—

grals are then determ ined by the contrbutions ofbranch

cuts of square roots and

Ykei!) ' i@gP=4 N N TE(ERy 9);
919wt (34)

where f (fR; g) is som e function which depends on the
coe tientsR ; on]y Onecan see, thatat 33 w *
the selfenergy ) kg ;!) does not acquire logarith—
m ic corrections. At the sam e tin e, the approach ofRef.
B] Jeads to logarithm ic corrections in the selfenergy in
both the lmis, 33 w 'andi3j w ';dueto
an Incorrect factorization of Bessel functions of sum s of
auxiliary variabls, used in Ref. B N ote, that for the
ansatz CBO branch cut sihgularities of the Integrands in
Eg. C_32_i) are replaced by single poles, so that at arbitrary

33 v weobtain
28 1
(ZN)(k.|)I (Ag2=4 )N ¥ 1 .
7 - 1 "oy va 1’
=1 J
(35)
P N .
wih n -1 Ry , which reproduces the result of
Refs. [*3?.19

For the form of susceptibility @-S_i) one can develop an
approxin ate approach, which becom es exact at ! j
ve l:SinilartoRefs. [L§,19]weapproxin ate the contri-
bution ofany diagram by the contribution of correspond—
Ing noncrossing diagram . A lthough the multiplicity fac—
tors are the sam e, as derived In Ref. E], the expression

(32)where ¢; = =M

for the corresponding noncrossing diagram is di erent.
Indeed, substituting the dressed G reen function instead
ofthe bare one in Eq. {33) with N = 1, and taking into

acoount that the selfenergy depends on ! 't only, we
obtain the recursion relation
Z
Adicy da
=29 = 36)
4 1 a2 + 2
1
! E a 3+ 1 (! ¥ a)

even j)andcy= (J+ M 1)=M (odd
j), Contrary to Ref. B‘ this is an integral rather than
an algebraic relation. The initial condition orEq. {36)
is 1 (!)= 0; the selfenergy isgivenby (!)= 1():
For the vertices we obtain sim ilarly

zZ
(')_ 1 Agzrj L da
I 4 ) 2+ 2
. |
j+1(- \f‘a) (37)
[ \?az 41 (! v a)P
AgPry  * da
tr;g Mei!) =1+ ] P
i3 4 . 2 1 >
1 (M way!l)[! Y o wa
w1 % wa)l ot
va w1 ( ! f wall (38
withry= =M 2) evenj), 5= M 2)G+M 1)=M?
lcdd j) and 1 ()= 1 ()= 1:

As Eg entioned above, for the ansatz (:30) the replace—
ment a2+ 2! a2 + ! inEgs. BG) 138) should
be made. The integrals in the Egs. C36 and C37) can
be then evaliated analytically, leading to the recursion
relations of Refs. B,:L8] At the sam e tin e, the integrat—
ing expression ofEqg. C38) isnonanalyticalin both, upper
and lower halfplane, and therefore can not be reduced to
an algebraic form even for the factorizable susceptiboility
ansatz C_?:g)
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