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R enorm alization G roup calculations w ith kk dependent couplings in a ladder

G .Abram ovici, J.C.Nickeland M . H�eritier
Laboratoire de Physique des Solides, associ�e au C.N.R.S.,

Universit�e de Paris Sud, Centre d’O rsay 91405 O rsay France

W ecalculatethephasediagram ofa laddersystem ,with a Hubbard interaction and an interchain

coupling t? . W e use a Renorm alization G roup m ethod,in a one loop expansion,introducing an

original m ethod to include kk dependence of couplings. W e also classify the order param eters

corresponding to ladderinstabilities.W e obtain di�erentresults,depending on whetherwe include

kk dependenceornot.W hen wedoso,weobservearegion with largeantiferrom agnetic
uctuations,

in the vicinity ofsm allt? ,followed by a superconducting region with a sim ultaneousdivergence of

the Spin D ensity W aveschannel. W e also investigate the e�ectofa non localbackward interchain

scattering : we observe, on one hand, the suppression of singlet superconductivity and of Spin

D ensity W aves,and,on theotherhand,theincrease ofCharge D ensity W avesand,forsom e values

oft? ,oftripletsuperconductivity.O urresultseventually show thatkk isan in
uentialvariable in

the Renorm alization G roup 
ow,forthiskind ofsystem s.

PACS num bers:71.10.Li,71.10.Pm ,71.10.Fd,74.20.-z,74.20.M n,74.20.R p

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

Thephysicsofladdersystem srem ainsa sourceofcon-

siderable interest. In the last decades, m any conduc-

torswerefound,with anisotropictwo-legelectronicstruc-

ture,such asSrC u2O 3[1]orSr14� xC axC u24O 41[2]com -

pounds. The structure ofLa2C u2O 5[3]can also be an-

alyzed as weakly coupled ladders,and is therefore very

sim ilar. The phase diagram ofthese com poundsisvery

rich;itisnow wellestablished thatthesesystem sbehave

likeLuttingerliquidsathigh tem perature,whilethey can

behavelikeFerm iliquidswhen T decreases;they exhibit

superconducting(SC)phasesoftypeII,which can alsobe

m ixed with antiferrom agnetic
uctuations.In som ecase,

the SC phase isfound to be spin-gapped,while spinless

phasesarealso reported[4].

From a theoretical point of view, the ladder (or

two-coupled chain) m odel is the sim plest quasi-one-

dim ensional one. Although all its properties are not

entirely elucidated, it has been used by m any authors

as a toy-m odel, to build and explore new approaches

(two-leaf dispersion m odels calculated by a K adano�-

W ilson renorm alization m ethod[5]or by a bosonization

m ethod[6]; transition between com m ensurate and in-

com m ensurate �lling[7],in particular close to the half-

�ling case[8,9];dim ensionaltransition[10],etc.). These

system s have been intensively used to investigate non

conventional SC process (with singlet[11, 12, 13] or

triplet[14]pairing).

Thispaperisdevoted to the study ofa ladderm odel,

with a Hubbard interaction (U istheHubbard constant)

and an interband coupling (t? isthe interaction factor),

atzero tem perature. W e investigate the phase diagram

in the range ofparam eter 0 � U � 8�tk� and suppose

thattheelectronic�lling � isincom m ensurate.Although

there isyetno evidence forthe existence ofcom pounds

lyingin thisrangeofparam eter,wehavehopesthatsom e

ofthesewillindeed befound and con�rm thetheoretical

predictionsthatwepresenthere.

The phase diagram ofthis system has been partially

studied by severalauthors. In particular,M .Fabrizio

have used a Renorm alization G roup (RG )m ethod,in a

two-loop expansion from the Ferm iliquid solution[12].

He includes interband backward scattering gb, and,

within therangeofparam eterthatwehaveinvestigated,

�ndsaSC phase,nam ed ‘phaseI’,which heclearlypoints

out not to be singlet s,although he did not elucidate

thesym m etry ofthecondensate.In hiscalculations,the

RG 
ow of susceptibilities shows severaldivergences :

theSpin Density W ave(SDW )channelcoexistswith the

superconducting one. This author did alternatively cut

the 
ow before the divergences and bozonize the e�ec-

tive Ham iltonian;then,SDW m odes disappear and are

replaced by ChargeDensity W ave(CDW )instabilities.

Theseresultsarem oreorlesscom patiblewith thatof

otherm ethods,usingaone-loop expansion[15,16],orbo-

zonizing the Ham iltonian ofthe bare system [17,18,19,

20](see also Ref.[13]),orusing Q uantum M onte Carlo

m ethod[21]. These authors generally �nd a singlet su-

perconducting condensateofsym m etry d,which coexists

with SDW orCDW instabilities.Thiscom plicated phase

hasalso been related to the RVB phase[22]. O ne ofthe

centralquestion iswhethertheSC m odesarespin-gapped

ornot,and receivesvariousand even contradictory an-

swers.Using a two-loop expansion,K ishine[23]observes

a spin gap,which is suppressed when t? ! 0. This is

also the resultfound with a Density M atrix RG m ethod

by Park[24].

W egivea new insightinto thesequestions,using a RG

m ethod,in a perturbative expansion in U . Thiskind of

m ethod hasbeen used in m any recentand very com plete

works[25,26,27].Here,we calculateRG equationswith

oneloop diagram s,includinggb couplings,asin Ref.[12],

aswellasallparallelm om entum dependence.

Let us em phasize that, although we begin from the

Ferm iliquid solution,we �nd a phase with only SDW


uctuations,forsm allenough interband interaction t? �

t? c(U ),contrary to allpreviousresultsobtained by RG
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m ethods,which alwaysindicateSC instabilitiesassoon

ast? 6= 0 (see forinstance Lin etal.[15]).However,this

phase is di�erent from the one-dim ension lim it. This

is a very rem arkable result,since kk is known to be an

irrelevantvariable ofthe RG 
ow[28]. However,we will

provein thispaperthatitisindeed in
uentialin thevery

caseofa ladder.

W hen t? isincreased,weobservea transition att? c to

asuperconductingphase,wheresingletSC instabilitiesof

sym m etry d coexistwith SDW ones.Thisphaseisfound

by m any authors(seeRefs.[12,15,16]and otherarticles

already quoted).

Recently,Bourbonnaisetal.[29,30]haveexam ined the

e�ect ofinterchain Coulom b interactions for an in�nite

num berofcoupled chains,using RG m ethod.Interchain

backward scattering wasfound to enhance CDW 
uctu-

ations and favor triplet instead ofsinglet SC.W e here

investigated thee�ectofa Coulom b interchain backward

interaction Cback for the ladder problem . W e �nd that

this interaction favorstriplet SC instabilities instead of

singletonesand CDW instabilitiesinstead ofSDW ones

in a laddersystem too.Indeed,both the singletSC and

SDW instabilities(ifany)are suppressed when Cback is

increased, and we observe triplet SC as wellas CDW

instabilities. The tripletSC existence region ishowever

very narrow and liesinside the region t? � t? c(U ). For

largevaluesofCback (Cback � U ),CDW isalwaysdom i-

nant;thisisconsistentwith whatLin etal.�nd[15].

O n the contrary,when a Coulom bian interchain for-

ward interaction Cfor is added, allSC instabilities are

depressed,and weonly observeSDW and CDW 
uctua-

tions.

W ealso presenta detailed classi�cation ofthepairop-

erators in a ladder, which are connected to the order

param eters. It provesa very powerfultoolin these so-

phisticated RG m ethods.

So,we will�rstgive a shortdescription ofthe m odel

(in section 2),then presentthe classi�cation ofthe pair

operators(in section 3,the sym m etriesare explained in

appendix C),then we explain the RG form ulation and

techniquesthatareused here(in section 4).Resultscon-

cerning only initially localinteractions are presented in

section 5,while those concerning the in
uence ofaddi-

tionalinterchain interactions are given in section 6. In

section 7 we conclude.

2. M O D EL

The Hubbard m odelofa ladder has been studied in

variousarticles.W egiveherea briefpresentation ofthis

m odel(seeRefs.[12]or[31]with sim ilarnotations).

a. K inetic H am iltonian

1. The m odelin a 1-d representation

The dispersion curve separatesinto two bands(0 and

�), so the Ferm isurface splits into four points (� kf0,

� kf�,kf�,kf0 in thek direction,+ correspondsto right

m oving particlesand � to leftm oving ones).Thebands

arelinearized around the Ferm ivectors[32]with a single

Ferm ivelocity vf (cf. Fig.1). W e write R the right

m oving particlesand L the leftm oving ones. Then,the

kinetic Ham iltonian writes

H cin =
X

�

vf

�X

K

(K � kf0)R
y

0�(K )R 0�(K )+
X

K

(K � kf�)R
y
��(K )R ��(K )

+
X

K

(K + kf0)L
y

0�(K )L0�(K )+
X

K

(K + kf�)L
y
��(K )L��(K )

�

: (1)

W e de�ne the Ferm isurface gap �k f = kf0 � kf�. O ne

then gets �k f = 2t? =vf. The discretization step in k

direction isa,and the reciprocalvectorin thisdirection

isde�ned m odulo2�=a.Thedistancebetween thechains

in ? direction isb.

-
6

k

�k
@

@

@

@

@

@

�

�

�

�

�

�

Figure 1:The 2-band dispersion in k direction

In orderto givea clearrepresentation ofallinstability

processes that willbe discussed afterwards,it is worth

showing how thism odelcan be em bedded in a 2-d rep-

resentation,which wepresentnow.

2. The m odelin a 2-d representation

Thegeneral2-d dispersion law writes

�(k)= � 2tk cos(kka)� 2t? cos(k? b)

as represented in Fig. 2; if one writes approxim ately

kf � kf0 � kf�,one gets vf � 2atk sin(kfa). In real
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Figure 2:Two-dim ensionalrepresentation ofthe states. The

physicalspace,fora ladder,isrestricted to thehatched bands

atk? = 0 and k? = �
�

b
.Thecurvescorrespond to theFerm i

surfaceofa2-dsystem ,with an in�nitenum berofchains.The

fourFerm ipoints,in the laddersystem ,are the intersections

ofthese curves with the physicalbands. The sym m etry ~C

that m aps point M onto M
0 is the point sym m etry around

the a�ne point,corresponding to
kf 0+ kf �

2
. The sym m etry

6C is the translation by the vector kf0 � kf�,which is also

represented by a plain arrow.

space,yk correspondsto the axis along the chains,and

y? takes only two values,y? = � 1,corresponding to

which chain onerefersto.Thek axisisthen discretized,

yk = 1 � � N , where 4N is the totalnum ber of states.

The Fouriertransform ation from realspacefunctionsto

reciprocalspaceonesisdetailed in appendix D.

From y? = � 1,one getsk? = 0 or� �

b
(k? = �

b
and

k? = � �

b
are identi�ed). Therefore,the physicalstates

arelim ited tothefourhorizontalbands,shown on Fig.2,

which arecentered on each ofthefourFerm ipoints.The

two bands centered on (� kf0;0) are the left and right

bands0 (L0 orR 0),thetwobandscentered on (� kf�;
�

b
)

arethe leftand rightbands� (L� orR �).

b. Interaction H am iltonian

Them ostgeneralinteraction Ham iltonian can bewrit-

ten,with Lk� = L0�(K )fork = (K ;0),Lk� = L��(K )

fork = (K ;�)and idem forR,

H int =
1

N

X

k 1 ;k 2;k
0
1
;k 0

2

k 1+ k 2 = k 0
1
+ k 0

2

X

�1;�2

G1(k1;k2;k
0
2;k

0
1)R

y

k0
1
�1
L
y

k0
2
�2
R
k1�1

L
k2�2

+ G2(k1;k2;k
0
2;k

0
1)R

y

k0
1
�1
L
y

k0
2
�2
L
k2�2

R
k1�1

(2)

whereG� isthe two-particlecoupling,and we haveused

the g-ology representation. W e do notinclude um klapp

interactionsG3(LLRR orRRLL)norG4 term s(LLLL or

RRRR).W ewillalternatively usethesinglet-tripletrep-

resentation,where� takesvalues� = s;t,ortheCharge-

Spin representation,where� = C;S.Ifnotnecessary,we

willom itthespin dependence�.Eqs.(4)and (5)give,in

appendix A a,theusualrelationsbetween thesedi�erent

representations.

W e distinguish, following Fabrizio[12], g0, which

corresponds to R
y

0
L
y

0
L0R 0 process, g� ($

R y
�L

y
�L�R �), gf0 ($ R

y

0
Ly
�L�R 0), gf� ($ R y

�L
y

0
L0R �);

gt0 ($ R
y

0
L
y

0
L�R �), gt� ($ R y

�L
y
�L0R 0), gb0 ($

R
y

0
Ly
�L0R �)and gb� ($ R y

�L
y

0
L�R 0).Thede�nitionsof

thesecouplings,includingthekk dependencearedetailed

in A a and Fig.18;from sym m etry considerations,one

only needs g0,g�,gf0,gt0 and gb0;in fact,we willsee

thateven g� can be deduced from g0 in the very caseof

a ladder,so thatweonly dealwith fourcouplings.

Bare couplings O f course, in the initial Hubbard

m odel,the two-particle couplingsdo notdepend on the

m om enta. W e will de�ne ~U = U a=(�vf) and ~g =

ga=(�vf),to get rid ofthe physicaldim ensions. Then,

the barecouplingsvaluesaresim ply ~gi = ~U .
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Additional Coulom bian interchain interactions The

aboveHam iltonian H intcorrespondstolocalinteractions.

W ehavealsostudied thee�ectofadditionalCoulom bian

interchain interactions.

In orderto im plem enta backward interchain interac-

tion,we need to m odulate the bare param eters,which

sim ply writes, in this case, ~g01 = ~U + ~Cback, ~gf01 =
~U � ~Cback,~gt01 = ~U � ~Cback and ~gb01 = ~U + ~Cback,where
~Cback = Cbacka=(�vf) is the corresponding interaction

factor.

W hen we include instead a forward interchain inter-

action, of param eter ~Cfor = Cfora=(�vf), the m odu-

lation of the bare param eters writes ~g02 = ~U + ~Cfor,

~gf02 = ~U + ~Cfor,~gt02 = ~U � ~Cfor and ~gb02 = ~U � ~Cfor.

Eventually,ifweincludeboth interaction,weonlyneed

to add the two m odulations.

c. Externalexcitation �elds

W e note Z the three-legged couplings to externalex-

citation �elds. W e will write Z
D W
� , (� = C;S) for

Charge or Spin density waves, and Z
SC (�)
� , (� = s;t)

forsingletortripletsuperconducting statesofsym m etry

�= s;p;d;f;g.Again,wewillom itindex � assoon asit

isnotnecessary,and distinguish zD W0 ,which corresponds

to L
y

0
R 0 process,zD W� ($ Ly

�R �),z
D W
+ ($ Ly

�R 0) and

zD W� ($ L
y

0
R �). The �rstprocesscorrespondsto an in-

traband m appingthatrelates0-band states(horizontally

in the 2-d representation ofFig.2),idem forthe second

one with �-band ones,while the lastonesare interband

m appings (biased in Fig.2); the sam e applies to Z
SC ,

exceptthatthe processesnow write L0R 0,L�R �,L0R �

and L�R 0.The de�nitionsofallthese couplingsare de-

tailed in A b and Fig.19;from sym m etry considerations,

oneonly needsz0,z� and z+ ;again,in thevery caseofa

ladder,we willsee thatz� can also be deduced from z0,

so weonly dealwith two couplingsperinstability.

W ith ourspeci�c choice,the initialvaluesofthe cou-

plingsto external�eldsareallzi = 1.

Afterthisbriefpresentation ofthem odel,wewillnow

expound the classi�cation of the di�erent instabilities,

accordingto theirsym m etries,which wewillstudy after-

wards.

3. R ESP O N SE FU N C T IO N S

To each externalexcitation �eld correspondsa suscep-

tibility,which istheresponsefunction ofa pairoperator.

Thecorresponding orderparam eteristhem ean valueof

thisoperator.In orderto classify the di�erentinstabili-

ties,one justneedsto classify the pairoperators.Their

sym m etriesaredetailed in appendix C.

W e will�rstbegin with SC instabilities.

a. Superconducting instabilities

1. SC Ham iltonian

Let us de�ne the superconducting order param eters

�
(�)
� (X ) = hO

(�)
� (X )i,where the electron-electron pair

operatorwritesO
(�)
� =

P

X 0��0  X ;��(X ;X
0) X 0;�0����0,

with �s = _���y for singlet states,�tx = _���x�y = � �z,

�ty = _���y�y = _��I and �tz = _���z�y = �x fortripletstates

(�i are the Paulim atrix,I is the 2� 2 identity m atrix

and _�� is the im aginary num ber).  X ;� is a realspace

wave function;since electrons occupy discrete positions

X = (ia;bj=2)(i= 1� � N ,j = � 1),we willratherwrite

 ij�.The corresponding Ham iltonian writes,in recipro-

calspacevariables,

H SC =
X

P 1;P 2

� 1;� 2

�ZSC (P 1 ;P 2 ;Q )�
(�)

�
Q
	
P 1�1

	
P 2�2

+ Z
SC (P 1 ;P 2 ;Q )��

(�)
�
y

Q
	
y

P 2�2
	
y

P 1�1
(3)

where Q = (Q k;Q ? )= P 1 + P 2 is the interaction m o-

m entum .

In orderto sim plify ourexpressionsin thissection,we

write Lp;�;� = L�;�(p� kf�)and R p;�;� = L�;�(p+ kf�),

where � = 0;�. Notation
R

L
stands for the halfband

integration
Rkf 0
kf 0�

�

a

or
Rkf �
kf � �

�

a

,which casewewon’tneed

to precise,sincewhattakesplaceattheband lim itisnot

physically relevant,in thissystem .

To each order param eter �(X ) corresponds an in�-

nite num ber ofFourier com ponants,depending on the

reciprocalspace variable Q . W e willonly keep com po-

nantsQ = (0;0)and Q = (� �kf;
�

b
),so that�(k)and

�(Q � k)both liein thephysicalband,closetotheFerm i

points.W ewillwrite,in short,O (0)and O (�� )thecor-

responding pairoperators.

Let us now classify the di�erent operators,according

to their sym m etry, by choosing the adequate �. The

principles ofthe calculation and som e details are given

in appendix D.

2. Singlets condensates

Thelocalpairing �(X ;X 0)= �ii0�jj0 givessingletcon-

densatesofs sym m etry.The pairoperatorreducesto

O
(s)
s (X )= 2 X " X # = 2 ij" ij# :

O (0) com ponent corresponds to an intraband pair-

ing,nam ed 0-condensate (Q = 0,corresponding to zSC0 ,

see A b)and writes

O
(s)
s (0) = 2

X

i

 i;1" i;1# +  i;� 1" i;� 1#

=

Z

L

adp

2�
Lp;0"R � p;0# + Lp;�"R � p;�#

+ R � p;0"Lp;0# + R � p;�"Lp;�# :
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O (�� )com ponentcorrespondstoan interbandpairing,

nam ed �-condensate (Q = (� �kf;
�

b
),corresponding to

zSC+ ,see A b)and writes

O
(s)
s (�� )= � 2_��

X

i

e� _���k f ia
�
 i;1" i;1# �  i;� 1" i;� 1#

�

= � _��

Z

L

adp

2�
Lp;0"R �k f (1� 1)� p;�# + Lp;�"R �k f (� 1� 1)� p;0#

+ R �k f (� 1� 1)� p;0"Lp;�# + R �k f (1� 1)� p;�"Lp;0# ;

it is however antisym m etric with parity (P O
(s)
s (�

b
) =

� O
(s)
s (�

b
));this com esfrom the e� _��Q ? jb=2 factorin the

Fouriercalculation,see detailsin D.

The s condensates are localin realspace,see Fig.3

(a).

If � is replaced by �i;i0� m �jj0, one gets extended s

states(in reciprocalspacevariables,thecom ponantsare

m ultiplied by cos(m P a)orsom esim ilarfactor,seesom e

exam ples in D). However,we did not include these in

ourcalculations.

3. Singletd and g condensates

Therearealso two singletcondensatesofd and g sym -

m etry.

W ith �= �i;i0�j;� j0 (interchain pairing,with equalpo-

sitions on each chain),one gets another pair operator.

O s(�) com ponent is zero for singlet condensate, while

O (0)com ponentcorrespondsto an intraband pairing (0-

condensate)ofd sym m etry,and writes

O
(d)
s (0) = 2

X

i

 i;1" i;� 1# +  i;� 1" i;1#

=

Z

L

adp

2�
Lp;0"R � p;0# � Lp;�"R � p;�#

+ R � p;0"Lp;0# � R� p;�"Lp;�# :

W ith � = �i;i0� 1�j;� j0,one gets a m ore com plicated

pairoperator.O (�)com ponentcorrespondsto an inter-

band pairing (�-condensate)ofg sym m etry,and writes

O
(g)
s (�� ) = � 2_��

X

i

e� _���k f ia
�
 i;1" i+ 1;� 1# �  i;� 1" i+ 1;1#

�

= � e� _��
� kf a

2

Z

L

adp

2�
sin(a(p� kf0 �

�k f

2
))

�
Lp� �k f ;�"R � �k f � p;0# + R � �k f � p;0"Lp� �k f ;�#

� Lp;0"R �k f (1� 1)� p;�# � R�k f (1� 1)� p;�"Lp;0#

�
;

be careful that the sym m etry of the 0-condensate is

dx2� y2 (i.e. it changes sign with ~C ,see the de�nition

afterwards),while thatofthe

�-condensate is both dxy (i.e. it changes sign with

px and py) and dx2� y2; m oreover, dx2� y2 is im per-

fecton the �-condensate (forinstance,itm apsa factor

sin(a(p� kf0+
�k f

2
))onto sin(a(� p� kf0+

�k f

2
)),which

slightly di�ers);however,the signs change according to

g sym m etry.A realspacerepresentation ofthe di�erent

condensateofsingletsym m etry isgiven in Fig.3.

6 ?aa

(a)

6 ?a a

(b)

6

?
� � �
a

a

(c)

Figure 3:Realspace representation ofSC condensate ofsin-

glets sym m etry (a),d (b)and g (c)

Ifthe com ponants,in reciprocalvariables,are m ulti-

plied by cos(m P a)(orsom esim ilarfactor),onegetsex-

tended d condensates(thiscorrespondsto the harm onic

classi�cation).

4. Tripletcondensates

O nealso �ndstripletinstabilities.

� = �i;i0� 1�jj0 corresponds to the px sym m e-

try; O
(px )

t (0) corresponds to an intraband pairing (0-

condensate),and writes

O
(px )

t (0) =
X

i

� � 0

�
 i;1� i+ 1;1�0 +  i;� 1� i+ 1;� 1�0

�
�
�
��0

= � _��

Z

L

adp

2�

X

��0

�
Lp;0�R � p;0�0

+ Lp� �k f ;��R �k f � p;��
0

�
sin(a(p� kf0))�

�
��0 :

O
(px )

t (�� ) corresponds to an interband pairing (�-

condensate),and writes

O
(px )

t (�� )=

� _��
X

i

� � 0

e� _���k f ia
�
 i;1� i+ 1;1�0 �  i;� 1� i+ 1;� 1�0

�
�
�
��0

= � e� _��
� kf a

2

Z

L

adp

2�

X

��0

�
Lp;0�R �k f (1� 1)� p;��

0

+ Lp� �k f ;��R � �k f � p;0�
0

�
sin(a(p� kf0 �

�k f

2
))����0 ;

be carefulthat,because ofthe factor e� _��Q ? jb=2 in the

Fouriertransform ,thiscondensateisinvariantunderP .

W ith � = �i;i0� 1�j;� j0,one gets an intraband pairing

(0-condensate) of sym m etry fx, given by the O
(fx )

t (0)

com ponent

O
(fx )

t (0) =
X

i

� � 0

�
 i;1� i+ 1;� 1�0 +  i;� 1� i+ 1;1�0

�
�
�
��0

= _��

Z

L

adp

2�

X

��0

�
Lp� �k f ;��R �k f � p;��

0

� Lp;0�R � p;0�0

�
sin(a(p� kf0))�

�
��0 ;
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notethatdx2� y2 isagain im perfect.

W ith �= �i;i0�j;� j0,onegetsan interband pairing (�-

condensate)ofsym m etryfy,givenbytheO
(fy )

t (�� )com -

ponent

O
(fy )

t (�� )= � _��
X

i

� � 0

e� _���k f ia
�
 i;1� i;� 1�0 �  i;� 1� i;1�0

�
���0

= _��

Z

L

adp

2�

X

��0

�
Lp;0�R �k f (1� 1)� p;��

0

� Lp;��R �k f (� 1� 1)� p;0�
0

�
���0 ;

notethatpy antisym m etryisaninternaloneand doesnot

accounton the exponentialfactor,in the Fouriertrans-

form . A realspace representation ofthe di�erent con-

densateoftripletsym m etry isgiven in Fig.4.

6
6a
a

(a)

6
6� � �

a

a

(b)

6 6
a a

(c)

Figure 4: Real space representation of SC condensate of

tripletsym m etry px (a),fx (b)and fy (c)

Extended states ofthe sam e sym m etries can be ob-

tained exactly thesam eway asforsingletsuperconduct-

ing operators.

b. D ensity w ave instabilities

1. DW Ham iltonian

W e have also investigated site density waves insta-

bilities, de�ned by the order param eter � D W
site

(X ) =
P

��0h 
y

X ;�
 
X ;�0i�

�
��0,with �

C = I forCDW ,and �Sx =

�x, �Sy = �y and �Sz = �z, for SDW , as well as

bond density waves instabilities, de�ned by the order

param eter� D W
bond

(X )=
P

��0h 
y

X ;�
 
X + 1k;�

0i�
�
��0,where

1k = (1;0). These couplings are intrachain,we distin-

guish intraband and interband ones.W ealsoinvestigated

interchain couplings, de�ned by the order param eters

� D W
site

(X ) =
P

��0h 
y

X ;�
 
X + G ;�0i�

�
��0 and � D W

bond
(X ) =

P

��0h 
y

X ;�
 
X + G 0;�0i�

�
��0,whereG orG 02 f1? ;1k+ 1? g

and 1? = (0;1).

The corresponding Ham iltonian writes,in reciprocal

spacevariables,

H D W =
X

P 1;P 2

� 1;� 2

�ZD W (P 1;P 2 ;Q )�
(�)

�
y

Q
	
y

P 1�1
	
P 2�2

+ Z
D W (P 1;P 2 ;Q )��

(�)
�
Q
	
y

P 2�2
	
P 1�1

: (4)

The construction ofthe response functionsforthese in-

stabilities is very sim ilar to that of the superconduct-

ing instabilities. So,we willonly give the Fouriercom -

ponants of the electron-hole pair operator for Q =

(� 2kf0;0),Q = (� 2kf�;0)and Q = (� kf0 � kf�;
�

b
).

SDW and CDW operatorsonlydi�erbythespin factor

(m atrix � orI),so wewillalso om itthisfactor.

2. DW response function

Theintraband responsefunctionswritethen

O site(� 2kf0;0)=

Z

L

adp

2�
R
y

p;0�Lp;0�0 + R
y

p+ �k f ;��
L
p� �k f ;��

0

O bond(� 2kf0;0)= _��

Z

L

adp

2�
sin(ap)e� _��kf 0a

(R
y

p;0�Lp;0�0 + R
y

p+ �k f ;��
L
p� �k f ;��

0)

and

O site(� 2kf�;0)=

Z

L

adp

2�
R
y

p� �k f ;0�
L
p+ �k f ;0�

0 + R
y
p;��Lp;��0

O bond(� 2kf�;0)= _��

Z

L

adp

2�
sin(ap)e� _��kf � a

(R
y

p� �k f ;0�
L
p+ �k f ;0�

0 + R
y
p;��Lp;��0):

Theinterband responsefunction writes

O site(� kf0 � kf�;
�

b
)= _��

Z

L

adp

2�
R
y

p;0�Lp;��0 + R
y
p;��Lp;0�0

O bond(� kf0 � kf�;
�

b
)= �

Z

L

adp

2�
ea

kf 0 + kf �

2

sin(a(p�
�k f

2
))(R y

p;��Lp;0�0 + R
y

p+ �k f ;0�
L
p+ �k f ;��

0):

The aboveresponsefunction areintrachain ones.The

way wehavewritten them onejustneedsto add a m inus

sign before the �rst (or second) term ofallintrachain

operators,to obtain allinterchain ones.

4. R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N G R O U P EQ U A T IO N S

a. C hoice ofthe R G schem e

W e have used the O ne Particle Irreducible (O PI)

schem e (Ref. [26, 33, 34]), to calculate all diagram s,

in a one-loop expansion. W e use the 
ow param eter

�= � o e
� ‘.W e do notrenorm alizevf norkf0 orkf�.

b. kk dependent equations

1. kk dependence ofthe couplings

In this system ,the interband backward scattering gb
playsa particularrole.Due to m om entum conservation,
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itisnotpossibleto putallitsargum entsonto theFerm i

points.Thisindicatesthatgb isnotalow energy process.

However,itintervenesin the renorm alization oflow en-

ergy processes. For instance,in the renorm alization of

g0,
dg0
d‘

givesa contribution containing a gb0 scattering,

with a factor �

�+ v f �k f
. This contribution is exponen-

tially suppressed,as � � v f�k f = 2t? . It can thus

be neglected assoon asvf�k f isofthe orderorbigger

than the initialbandwidth 2�0. O n the other hand,as

shown by Fabrizio[12],thegb processhastobetaken into

accountifvf�k f ism uch sm allerthan �0.

Thereupon,in order to calculate the renorm alization

ofgb0 properly,couplings g0,gf or gt with speci�c kk

dependenceareneeded.Forinstance,
dgb0
d‘

givesa Peierls

diagram :

j

6
�

*

?

Y

kf 0

�

vf
� kf 0

+ 2� k f

kf �

� kf 0 + 2� k f

�

vf
+ kf 0

� kf �

g0

gb0

including coupling g0(kf 0;� kf 0+ 2�k f ;� kf 0+ 2�k f ;kf 0),with

argum entsthatrem ain separated from theFerm ipoints,

even in thelim it�! 0,letuswriteitg 01.Thiscoupling

separatesfrom coupling g0(kf 0;� kf 0;� kf 0;kf 0),with allar-

gum ents at the Ferm ipoints,which we willwrite g00;

thereforekk dependenceisin
uential.Thiscan beproved

by com paring theirrenorm alization,in theCooperchan-

nel. For instance,
dg00
d‘

gives,in the Cooper channel,a

term proportionaltog20+ g
2
t with aconstantfactor,which

ispresentallthe way down to �! 0. O n the contrary,
dg01
d‘

gives, in the Cooper channel, a term with a fac-

tor 2�

2�+ v f jP1+ P2j
= �

�+ v f �k f
;the renorm alization ofg01

in the Cooperchannelisthusexponentially suppressed,

when � ! 0 (for g 00,the totalincom ing m om entum is

P1 + P2 = 0).

W e have proved that di�erent g0 couplings separate

during the 
ow,so the kk dependence is hence capable

to have an e�ect during the 
ow,when it is taken into

account.Thisgeneralizesforgf,gtand evengb couplings.

Allthis di�ers com pletely from the one-dim ensional

case,where the renorm alization ofthe coupling with all

m om enta on the Ferm ipoints is only governed by pro-

cesseswith m om enta � kf �
�

vf
,which alwaysfallon the

Ferm ipointswhen �! 0.In ourcase,itisnotpossible

to apply thesam eargum entassoon ast? � �o.Indeed,

we willsee,in the following,that one gets di�erent re-

sults,depending on whetherwe take the kk dependence

ofthe couplingsinto accountornot.

The kk dependence can be observed,when � is large

(and till� > v f�k f),by the separation ofthe di�erent

scattering couplingsg0,gf0 and gt0. O n the contrary,if

one putsgb = 0 at‘= 0,thisdependence issuppressed,

and thesystem becom espurelyone-dim ensionalforsm all

valuesoft? (in thatcase,gb rem ains0 forall�and the

RG equations sim plify drastically,although they di�er

from the one-dim ension case).

2. kk representation ofthe couplings g

In orderto write explicitkk-dependentRG equations,

oneneedsto de�neaconsistentand detailed kk represen-

tation ofthe couplingsg.

Let us �rst note that G(P 1;P2;P
0
2;P

0
1) corresponds

to R y(P1)L
y(P2)L(P

0
2)R(P

0
1), where Pi are the abso-

lute m om enta in the k direction. W e then de�ne the

relative m om enta p1 = P1 � kf�1, p2 = P2 + kf�2,

p3 = P3 + kf�3 and p4 = P4 � kf�4,and write,corre-

spondingly,g(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1). W e also introduce variables

c = p1 + p2 = p01 + p02 + d,l= p1 � p01 = p02 � p2 + d

and p = p1 � p02 = p01 � p2 + d,where d = � 2�kf for

gb0,d = 2�k f forgb�,and d iszero otherwise,and then

write,correspondingly,g(c;l;p)(d isim plicit).

At the beginning of this section, we have

found in a diagram a particular coupling

g0(
�

vf
;2�k f;0;2�k f + �

vf
). W hen � ! 0,

we get g0(0;2�k f;0;2�k f) (which also writes

g0(2�k f;� 2�kf;0) in (c;l;p) notation). Note that

som eargum entsareshifted by � 2�kf,com pared to the

coupling g0(0;0;0;0) with all m om enta on the Ferm i

points.

This could be easily generalized for allcouplings g.

So, in order to get a reasonable num ber of couplings,

we have done the following approxim ation : allterm s

� �

vf
,in alldiagram s,are replaced by their 2�k f part

(i.e. by 2�k f

h
�

2�k f vf

i

, where [x]is the biggest inte-

ger � x). Then,it follows that we only get couplings

g(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1) (or g(c;l;p)),where allvariables pi (or

c;l;p)arem ultiplesof2�k f.

3. kk representation ofthe couplings z

All the preceding procedure generalizes to the cou-

plingsz aswell.

W e �rstintroduce a (k;c;p)representation,sim ilarly,

with c = p1 + p2,p = p2 � p1 and k = p1,where p1
and p2 arede�ned on Fig.19 and write,correspondingly,

zSC (c;k)orzD W (p;k).

Then,we apply the sam e approxim ation in order to

get couplings,where allvariables (k;c;p) are m ultiples

of2�k f.

The sam e conclusion appliesto these couplings,prov-

ing thattheirkk dependence isalso in
uential.

4. RG equations

Finally, we calculate the RG 
ow of the

separated following couplings : g0(0;0;0;0),
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g0(� 2�kf;0;0;� 2�kf), g0(0;2�k f;0;2�k f), etc.

aswellasz(0;0),z(2�k f;0),etc.

The exactRG equations,including allk com ponents,

are given in B a,for the g(c;l;p),and in B b,for the

zSC (c;k)and zD W (p;k).

In ordernotto solve an in�nite num berofequations,

wehavereduced thee�ectivebandwidth oftherenorm al-

ized couplingsto4nm ax�k f,wherenm ax isan integer,by

projecting allm om enta lying outoftheperm itted band,

back into it,according to a speci�ctruncation procedure

thatwillbe explained after.

W e have perform ed ourcalculationswith nm ax = 2,3

or4,andtheresultsrapidlyconvergeasnm ax isincreased.

5. Susceptibility equations

To each instability corresponds a susceptibility. W e

willwrite �SC (�)� the di�erentSC onesand � D W
� the dif-

ferentSDW orCDW ones.

The susceptibilitieshave no kk dependence.However,

couplingszwith di�erentkk variablesappearin theirRG

equations,which we givein B c.

Referring to the transverse com ponentofthe interac-

tion vectors,we willwrite �(0) the instabilities corre-

sponding to intraband processes,and �(�
b
) those corre-

sponding to interband ones.

W e use severalsym m etries,to reduce the num ber of

couplings. Because ofthe kk dependence, it is not as

easy to apply them as in ordinary cases. W e give here

som eindications,which arecom pleted in appendix.

c. Sym m etries

1. O rdinary sym m etries

W e apply C the conjugation sym m etry (C : r !

r;p ! � p;� ! � �),A the(antisym m etrical)exchange

between incom ing particles, A 0 the exchange between

outgoing particles,P thespaceparity (P :r! � r;p !

� p;� ! �)and S the spin rotation (S :� ! � �). W e

willalso use px,py (the m irrorsym m etriesin the k and

? directions),fx and fy.NotethatP = pxpy.

H cin (Eq. (1)) and H int (Eq. (2)) satisfy all these

sym m etries,whereas SC instabilities,governed by H SC

(Eq.(3)),arenotinvariantunderS orC ,which allowsa

naturalclassi�cation ofthe states,and DW instabilities,

governed by H D W (Eq.(4)),do satisfy C S,AS orA 0S,

butnotC ,A,A 0 norS sym m etries.

Allthe relationssatis�ed by G orZ couplingsare de-

tailed in C a. From whatprecedes,one willnotbe sur-

prised that those for G couplings are sim pler and less

sophisticated than thoseforZ ones.

Relations ofcouplings g W e are not interested here

in thesym m etriesthatrelate,forinstance,a LRLR cou-

pling to a RLLR one.Instead,weonly keep RLLR cou-

plingsand deduceallthesym m etriesthatkeep thisorder.

W e then apply them to every coupling g0, g�, etc.,

and �nd,altogether,exactly two independent relations

foreach one,which write,in (c;l;p)notation,

gi(c;l;p) = gi(� c;l;p) i= 0;�;t0;t�

gf�(c;l;p) = gf0(� c;l;p)

gb�(c;l;p) = gb0(� c;l� 2�kf;p� 2�kf)

9
=

;
(G -1)

gi(c;l;p) = gi(c;� l;p) i= 0;�;f0;f�

gt�(c;l;p) = gt0(c;� l;p)

gb�(c;l;p) = gb0(c� 2�kf;� l;p� 2�kf)

9
=

;
(G -2)

O ne observes that G -1 relates gf0 to gf� and gb0 to

gb�, while G -2 relates gt0 to gt� and gb0 to gb�. The

com bination ofG -1 and G -2 thusrelatesgf0 to gf� and

gt0 to gt�.

Relationsofcouplingsz W esim ilarly deduceallsym -

m etriesthatkeep theLR order;weapply them to every

coupling z0,z�,etc.,and �nd only one relation foreach

one,which writes,in (k;c;p)notation,

zSC
s�
(c;k) = zSC

s�
(� c;k� c) � = 0;�

zSCt0 (c;k) = zSCt� (� c;k� c)

zSCs� (c;k) = � zSCs+ (� c;k� c)

zSCt� (c;k) = � zSCt+ (� c;k� c)

9
>>=

>>;

(Z-SC-1)

where� reads+ for�= s or�= px and � for�= g or

� = fy. Note that zSC0 or sSC� correspond to intraband

condensates,while zSC+ or sSC� correspond to interband

ones.

zD W� (p;k) = � zD W� (p;� p� c) � = 0;�

zD W� (p;k) = � zD W+ (p;� p� c)

�

(Z-DW -1)

where� reads+ forsiteordering and � forbond order-

ing.

O neobservesthatZ-1 relatesz+ to z� .

2. Supplem entary sym m etry

Aswealreadynoted,ordinarysym m etriesdonotrelate

g0 to g�,norz0 toz�.However,sincewechooseidentical

bare values at ‘ = 0,and since the RG equations are

sym m etrical,we observe an e�ective sym m etry between

these couplings : we willshow here that this does not

occurby chance,butthatitfollowsa speci�c sym m etry
~C ,which only appliesto the laddersystem .
~C isa kind ofconjugation :itgeneralizestheelectron-

holesym m etry asfollows.

Let us �rst consider the case of a single band one-

dim ensionalsystem ;we �nd an electron-hole sym m etry,

described in Fig.5 (a).
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-
P

�

�

�

�

�

r

r

kf + p

kf � p

(a)

-
P

,

,

,

,

,�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

�

r

r

r

kf0 + p

kf� � p

(b)

Figure5:Sym m etryaround theFerm ipoints:(a)in a1-band

system ;(b)in a 2-band system

ForR particles,itconjugatesan electron with m om en-

tum kf + p and a hole with m om entum kf � p. In the

m om entum space,itisa sym m etry around kf.O ne can

write ~C  p =  
y

2kf � p
and ~C  y

p =  2kf � p.ForL particles,

the sam e relation applies ifone sim ply changes kf into

� kf.

Letusnow return to the two-band system .Thissym -

m etry generalizes by turning the m om enta around the

isobarycenteroftheFerm ipoints,asshown in k spacein

Fig.5 (b). ForR particles,(kf0 + kf�)=2 pointsto the

isobarycenterand you now get ~C  p =  
y

kf 0+ kf � � p
etc.

In thetwo-dim ensionalrepresentation, ~C -sym m etry is

a point sym m etry around (�
kf 0+ kf �

2
;�

2b
),as shown on

Fig.2 (the sign depends on whetheritis a R orL m o-

m entum ).

Actually,there is an alternative sym m etry,which we

write6C ,which alsom apstheband k? = 0ontotheband

� :itisa translation by thevector(� (kf� � kf0);
�

b
),as

shown on Fig.2.Som e ofthe barecouplingssatisfy this

6C sym m etry(g0,gf,gt,z0 orz�),butsom edon’t(gb,z+ ,

z� ). Since interactionsare m ixing allcouplingsassoon

asthe 
ow param eter‘> 0,the renorm alized couplings

willbreak the 6C sym m etry.Therefore,we can’tuse it.

O n thecontrary,oneveri�esthatH cin,H int,H SC and

H D W are invariantunder ~C . The induced relationssat-

is�ed by G orZ couplingsaredetailed in C b.

In fact,~C and 6C weaklycorrespond tothedx2� y2 sym -

m etry in two dim ensions.

Supplem entary relation ofcouplings g It is straight-

forward that ~C keepstheRLLR orderwhen oneapplies

itto any coupling gi;so we �nd a new relation foreach

one,which writes,in (c;l;p)notation,

g�(c;l;p) = g0(� c;� l;� p)

gf�(c;l;p) = gf0(� c;� l;� p)

gt�(c;l;p) = gt0(� c;� l;� p)

gb�(c;l;p) = gb0(� c;� l;� p)

9
>=

>;
(G -3)

O neveri�esthatg0 and g� arerelated;in fact,G -3relates

all0-couplingsto �-couplings.

Supplem entary relation of couplings z Sim ilarly, ~C

keeps LR order when we apply it to any coupling zi;

so we �nd a new relation foreach one,which writes,in

(k;c;p)notations,

zSC� (c;k) = � zSC0 (� c;� k)

zSC� (c;k) = � zSC+ (� c;� k)

�

(Z-SC-2)

where� reads+ for�= s or�= px and � for�= d;g

or�= fx;fy.

zD W� (p;k) = � zD W0 (� p;� k)

zD W� (p;k) = � zD W+ (� p;� k)

�

(Z-DW -2)

where� reads+ forsiteordering and � forbond order-

ing.

Again,one veri�esthatz0 and z� are related (aswell

asz+ and z� ).

d. Truncation

Understanding sym m etry relationsdoesnotonly help

ustoreducedrasticallythenum berofcouplings,itisalso

an essentialtoolto m akea propertruncation procedure,

aswewillexplain now.

1. Tripletnotation

Letus�rstintroduce a usefulnotation forthe kk de-

pendence.

W ehavealready de�ned therelativem om entum repre-

sentation g(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1),aswellastheg(c;l;p)notation,

and explained how tokeep only couplings,theargum ents

ofwhich areallm ultiplesof2�k f.W e willfocuson the

(c;l;p) notation and write c = 2n1�k f, l = 2n2�k f,

p = 2n3�k f,with (n1;n2;n3)2 Z
3.

In short,we can write gi(n1;n2;n3)(i= 0;f0;t0;b0),

where (n1;n2;n3) is called a triplet. M ind that, us-

ing sym m etry relations, two triplets (n1;n2;n3) and

(n01;n
0
2;n

0
3) can represent the sam e coupling. O ne says

that these triplets belong to the sam e sym m etry orbit

(or sym m etry class). M ind also that the orbits are dif-

ferentforeach coupling g0,gf0,gt0 and gb0.

Itwould taketoolongtogivean exhausted listofthese

orbits. Letusjustobserve that(0;0;0)’sorbithasonly

oneelem ent(itself),exceptforgb,theorbitsofwhich we

detailed in appendix C c.

2. Choice ofthe truncation procedure

O bviously, one needs only renorm alize one coupling

per orbit. From the fundam ental rules, explained in

4b2, it follows that, even if one starts with only

g0(0;0;0);gf0(0;0;0) and gt0(0;0;0),the RG equations

willgenerate an in�nite num ber oforbits. So,we will

only keep couplingswhich satisfy jnij� nm ax (foragiven

nm ax);buteven so,in the RG equationsofsom e orbits

intervenecouplings,with argum entslying outside ofthe

perm itted band (i.e. the distance ofthe corresponding

m om entum to the Ferm ipoint exceeds 2nm ax�k f). In

order to geta consistent closed set ofdi�erentialequa-

tions,oneneedsto puttheseextracouplingsback,inside

the setofallowed couplings.
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Forinstance,im aginethatnm ax = 2,and thatg(3;2;2)

coupling intervenesin a RG equation. O ne cannot,un-

fortunately,just m ap (3;2;2)7! (2;2;2),because these

tripletsdo notbelongto thesam e sym m etry orbit.In do-

ingso,onewould getaverypoorkk dependence;wehave

actually proved,in the case ofa (p1;p2;p
0
2) representa-

tion,thatallorbits ofg0 except(0;0;0)would collapse

into one singleorbit.

Therefore,the truncation procedure m ustbe com pati-

blewith allthesym m etriesofthesystem .W ehaveused

the (c;l;p)notation,which isvery convenient. O ne can

check thatallthe sym m etriesconservec+ l+ p m odulo

4�k f.Thisexplainswhy ni 7! ni� 1 can’tbe com pati-

blewith thesym m etries.O n thecontrary,ni 7! ni� 2 is

com pletely com patible,i.e. itm apsa tripletonto on an

already de�ned orbit;hence we have used thism apping

forthe extra couplings.

W ith nm ax = 2,foreach couplinggwe�nd 63di�erent

couplings1,which separateinto 23 orbits(having 1,2 or

4 elem ents),exceptforthe gb couplings. Forthese,the

enum eration ism oretedious,we eventually �nd 8 orbits

(of4elem ents,see C c).Therearealtogether3� 23+ 8=

77 di�erentorbits;ifwe include the spin separation,we

thusneed to calculate154 coupled di�erentialequations.

nm ax = 3 gives390,while nm ax = 4 gives806.

e. D ivergences ofthe susceptibilities

In therangeofvaluesforU thatwehaveinvestigated,

the RG 
ow isalwaysdiverging.

W hen theinitialinteraction Ham iltonian H int ispurely

local,i.e. when the interchain scattering are discarded

(Cback = Cfor = 0),the interband SDW susceptibility

�D WS (�
b
) is always divergent. In the superconducting

phase,the SC singlet d susceptibility �SC (d)s (0) is also

divergent, at the sam e critical scale �c = �0 e
‘c. A

third susceptibility �D WS (0)increasesand reachesa high

plateau (see Fig.6).Alm ostallothersusceptibilitiesre-

m ain negligible.

1 that are f(i;j;k);i;j;k= � 2;0;2g
S
f(� 1;� 1;i);i= � 2;0;2g

S
f(� 1;i;� 1);i= � 2;0;2g

S
f(i;� 1;� 1);i= � 2;0;2g
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Figure 6: Flow ofthe susceptibilities �SC (d)
s

and �
D W

S (intra

or interband),at ~U = 1 and 2t? =�0 = 1:94 : (a) usualRG

procedure; (b) including kk dependence. You observe that

�
D W
S (0)doesnotdiverge butonly reachesa plateau.

W hen the param eters Cback or Cfor are increased,

both �D WS (�
b
)and �SC (d)s decrease;they areprogressively

replaced by the divergence of the CDW susceptibility

�D WC (�
b
),and,in the case ofbackward scattering,ofthe

tripletSC susceptibility �SC (f)
t

(0).

O ne �nds at m ost four divergent susceptibilities

(�SC (d)s (0),�
D W
C (�

b
),�SC (f)

t
(0)and �D WS (�

b
))ata tim e.

Since the RG 
ow isdiverging,we cannotfurthercal-

culate the renorm alized couplings. To deduce a phase

diagram ,wem ust�nd outwhich m echanism dom inates;

weused two di�erentcriteria :accordingto the�rstone,

wesim ply takethesusceptibility which reachesthehigh-

estvaluej�jat�c;according to thesecond one,wetake

the susceptibility which hasthe highestslope.

These two criteria bring non equalresults. Although

the �rstone isa poorercriterion,itsconclusionsrem ain

stable when either the precision or nm ax are changed.

The second ishoweverpreferred,as we willsee its con-

clusion arephysicallyconsistent,contrarytothe�rstone.

5. P H A SE D IA G R A M W IT H IN IT IA LLY

LO C A L IN T ER A C T IO N S

Let us �rst discuss the case ofinitially localinterac-

tions (Cback = Cfor = 0,no interchain scattering). O f

course,we can only �xe H int at‘= 0,and the 
ow will

develop non localinteractions.

a. R esults

W e begin with the phase diagram obtained when the

kk dependence isneglected.
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1. Phase diagram with no kk dependence

In the region ofthe phase diagram that we have in-

vestigated (0 � ~U � 2),the SC susceptibility �SC (d)s (0)
is always divergent,as wellas the SDW susceptibility

�D WS (�
b
)(see Fig.6).

Accordingtotheslopecriterion,�SC (d)s (0)alwaysdom -

inates. W e induce that this region is superconducting

(this is consistent with the conclusions ofFabrizio[12]),

and thatthepairingisofsym m etry d;however,thepres-

enceofSDW instabilities,developing in thesam eregion,

m akesadetailed determ ination ofthisphasevery uneasy

and beyond thepossibilitiesofourapproach.W ewillcall

itSC phase.

2. Phase diagram with kk dependence

SC phase W hen t? is large,we �nd sim ilar results.

For instance,with ~U = 1,there is no signi�cant di�er-

encesfor2t? =�0 � 1:94 (see Fig.6).

SDW phase O n the contrary, the superconducting

susceptibility is alm ost suppressed when t? is sm all

enough. For ~U = 1 and 2t? =�0 = 0:016,�SC (d)s (0) is

5 ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan �D WS (�
b
),at�c,see

on Fig.8.In thisphase,theSDW ’sinstability develops

so rapidly that it overwhelm s allother processes. This

indicatesindeed a pure SDW phase.
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Figure 8: Flow of som e susceptibilities, at ~U = 1 and

2t? =�0 = 0:016.�SC (d)
s (0)isalm ostsuppressed at�c.

Hence, this result di�ers drastically from those ob-

tained when the kk dependence isneglected.

M oreover,we observe a transition between the SDW

phaseand the SC one,ata criticalparam etert? c(U ).

Criticalbehavior W e characterize this transition by

di�erentways.

First of all, the behaviour of the renorm alized two-

particle couplingschange very rapidly,att? c(U ): ast?
decreases,j~g01(�c)jand j~g02(�c)jshrink suddenly,then,

after a little interval,~g01(�c) and ~g02(�c) becom e pos-

itive (and even > ~U ,see on Fig.7). W e also observe

changes,though less signi�cant,forthe other couplings

~g (forinstance,j~gf01(�c)jdecreasesand ~gb1(�c)becom es

negativewhen t? increases).

M oreover,we observe (on Fig.9)a m arked site/bond

separation of the SDW susceptibility, at t? c(U ). The

site and bond SDW susceptibilities are degenerate for

t? � t? c(U ) (in the SDW phase),which is consistent

with the factthey should be equalatt? = 0 (where the

system is purely one-dim ensional,see Ref.[35]), while

they sm oothly separate after the transition. The sam e

site/bond separation occursforthe CDW susceptibility.
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S (�c)versus2t? =�0.

Transition region The behaviour ofm ost ofthe pa-

ram etersthatwehaveexam ined indicatesthesam ecrit-

icalvaluet? c(U ),which wehavedeterm ined exactly,us-

ing the slope criterion.

However,j�SC(d)s (0)j< j�D WS (�
b
)jholdsuntilt? reaches

a value t? c2(U ); this second criticalvalue, which cor-

responds to the height criterion,is con�rm ed by m inor

m odi�cations ofbehaviour,which occur in the interval

t? c(U ) < t? � t? c2(U ) and are very sm ooth (for in-

stance,~gb1(�c)and ~gb2(�c)cross).

Thenum ericaldeterm ination oft? c2(U )isvery stable

(seeFig.10),and thecom pletebehaviour,from theSDW

phase to the SC phase,is clear on Fig.9,which shows

the absolutevaluesofthe susceptibilitiesat�c.

The region t? c(U )< t? � t? c2(U )iscalled transition

region,we believe it is a superconducting phase,where

SDW instabilitiesseem howeverto dom inate.TheSDW

are precursor m anifestations of the pure SDW phase,

which isnextto the transition region.

As already stated, our results converge very rapidly

when the band width on which weprojectthe m om enta

is increased. The com plete phase diagram (forCback =

Cfor = 0)isshown on Fig.10,fornm ax = 2;3 and 4.
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Figure 10: Phase diagram when the kk dependence is in-

cluded.

M oreover,itism ostinteresting to notethat,contrary

to thepureSDW phase,thetransition region can bede-

tected when thekk dependenceisneglected (thevalueof

t? c2(U ) is lowered). This can be seen,for instance,on

Fig.11,which correspondsto Fig.9 with no kk depen-

dence.
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Figure 11: Curves of�(d)
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(�c) and �
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S (�c) versus 2t? =�0

when kk isneglected.

SC critical tem perature The critical energy �c at

which SC susceptibility diverges gives an approxim ate

indication of the SC criticaltem perature. W e give a

plot of�c=�0 versus 2t? =�0;as seen on Fig.12,�c is

roughly decreasing with t? . The band gap param eter

t? is also increasing with pressure; therefore, this be-

haviouriscom patiblewith theexperim entaldata,which

show that Tc is decreasing with pressure in quasi-one-

dim ensionalorganiccom pounds.
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b. D iscussion

Asalready m entioned,assoon asthedependenceofkk
isincluded,weobservetwo separated phases,onepurely

SDW ,the other one a SC phase with com peting SDW

instabilities.

O n the other hand,for t? � 1,i.e. when the initial

bandwidth lies inside [kf�;kf0],the kk dependence has

no observablein
uence on the susceptibilities.

In the SDW phase, our results prove the existence

oflarge antiferrom agnetic 
uctuations. W e believe that

these SDW instabilitiesare notthe signature ofa local-

ized antiferrom agneticground state,butofantiferrom ag-

neticitinerantelectrons,asitisindeed observed in Bech-

gaard salts.Actually,the 
ow isdriving towardsa �xed

point,which doesnotseem tobetheone-dim ensionalso-

lution : forinstance,the renorm alized couplings ~g1 and

~g2 ofthe 1-d solution are 0 and 1/2 and di�erfrom the

valueswhich weobtain when the
ow isdiverging,in the

SDW phase(see Fig.7 (a)).

W e induce thatthe spin-gap should disappearin this

SDW region, which is consistent with what Park and

K ishine[23,24]claim .

In the SC phase, the SC divergence is due to the

Cooper channel,while that ofdensity waves is due to

the Peierlsone (see,in the case ofa single band m odel,

Refs. [32, 36]). The appearance of d-wave supercon-

ductivity in ladder system s is wellunderstood within a

strong coupling scenario,where a spin gap leads to in-

terchain Cooper pairing. However,in our calculations,

we see thatsuperconducting correlationsare alwaysen-

hanced by SDW 
uctuations. Contrary to what Lee et

al. claim ed �rst[37],there isan itinerantelectron m ech-

anism in this case,which is the weak coupling equiva-

lent ofthe localized electron m echanism in the strong

electron scenario. Itwasproposed by Em ery[38],and is

essentially the spin analog ofK ohn-Luttingersupercon-

ductivity.The m utualenhancem entofthe two channels

isalso discussed in Refs.[33,39].

As a consequence of this m utual enhancem ent, the

spin-gap should notappearwith the �rstappearance of

SC instabilities,butforsom ehow largervaluesoft? .

M oreover,we observe that the SC pairing is a Q =

0 m echanism , while the SDW are excited by Q =

(2�k f;
�

b
)vectors.Thiscan beexplained by thesym m e-

try ofeach channel. The G reen function ofthe Cooper

channelgivesa factor1=(�(k)+ �(� k))and ism inim ized

with thek 7! � k sym m etry,which correspondsto an in-

traband process.TheG reen function ofthePeierlschan-

nelgivesa factor1=(�(k)+ �(k + Q ))and is m inim ized

with thek 7! k + Q sym m etry,which correspondsto an

interband process.

This can also be seen in the RG equations.

dln(zSC (0))=d‘ depends only on g0 and gt, whereas

dln(zSC (�
b
))=d‘dependson gf and gb.Sincegb processes

are depressed as soon as � � 2t? ,0-condensate are fa-

vored. M oreover,thispredom inance isstabilized by the

dgt=d‘equations,in which the Cooperterm dependson

g0,and by the dgb=d‘ equations,in which the Cooper

term dependson gf.

The sam e argum ent applies for DW instabili-

ties. dln(zD W (0))=d‘ depends on g0 and gb, whereas

dln(zD W (�
b
))=d‘ dependson gf and gt. So,�-processes

arefavored.Again,thisisstabilized by thedgt=d‘equa-

tions,in which the Peierlsterm depends on gf,and by

the dgb=d‘equations,in which the Peierlsterm depends

on g0.

The criticaltem perature, in the SC phases, is indi-

cated in Fig.12. W e chose ~U = 0:6 in order to avoid

the SDW phase. The generaltrend is that ofa quasi-

one-dim ensionalsystem ;the increasing curve,for sm all

valuesoft? ,can berelated to transition e�ectand tothe

furthered in
uence ofthe SDW 
uctuations.

6. P H A SE D IA G R A M W IT H IN IT IA L

C O U LO M B IA N IN T ER C H A IN SC A T T ER IN G

a. R esults

1. In
uence ofa backward interchain scattering

Let us now study the e�ect ofa backward interchain

scattering.Thistype ofcoupling hasbeen inverstigated

by Bourbonnais et al.[29] in the context of correlated

quasi-onde-dim ensionalm etals,forwhich CDW correla-

tionsareenhanced and tripletsuperconducting instabil-

itiescan occur.W hen the param eter ~Cback isincreased,

the behaviourofthe susceptibilitiesdepends on the pa-

ram eters(t? ;~U ).

AppearanceoftripletSC and CDW Fort? � t? c(U ),

the SDW phase existsfor ~Cback sm allenough.As ~Cback

is further increased,the SDW instabilities are replaced

by CDW ones. The transition issm ooth,and there isa

narrow regionwhereboth SDW andCDW coexist(region


3 in Fig.16). W e show a 2t? =�0 = 0:01 section ofthe

susceptibilitiesat�c on Fig.13.
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Figure 13:Curvesofthe �(�c)versus ~C back,at ~U = 1 and a)2t? =�0 = 0:01;b)2t? =�0 = 0:1.

For t? � t? c(U ), the SC phase (with SC singlet d

and SDW instabilities)existsfor ~Cback sm allenough.As
~Cback is further increased,the singletSC m odesare re-

placed by tripletones,whileSDW arereplaced by CDW .

Singletand tripletSC appearto beantagonistic,and the

transition isvery pronounced;in thecoexistencelinebe-

tween them ,one also �ndsSDW and CDW divergences

(see Fig.14). O n the contrary,the transition between

SDW and CDW is very sm ooth, although the coexis-

tence region is stillnarrow (region 
2 in Fig.16). W e

show a 2t? =�0 = 0:1 section ofthesusceptibilitiesat�c

on Fig.13.

 0.01

 0.1

 1

 10

 100

 1000

 10000

 100000

106

107

108

 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

~U=1

SC(d)
sχ (0)

SC(f)
tχ (0)

DW
Cχ (0) site

DW
Sχ (0) site

DW
Cχ (π−b) site

DW
Sχ (π−b) site

DW
Cχ (π−b) bond

DW
S

χ (π−
b

) bond

Figure 14:Flow ofthesusceptibilitiesfor2t? =�0 = 0:32 and
~C back = 0:18.

ThetripletSC condensatehasfx sym m etry.Thecor-

responding susceptibility ism ostly divergentin a region

ofcoexistencewith SDW andCDW (region
2 in Fig.16),

butitisalsodivergentin aregionofcoexistencewith only

CDW (region 
1 in Fig.16).

W hen ~Cback islargeenough,the tripletSC m odesare

suppressed,and the region is a pure CDW phase. W e

show a section ofthe susceptibilities at�c,for ~Cback =

0:2 and ~Cback = 0:3,on Fig.15,which clearly indicates

the dom ain ofexistenceofthe tripletSC.

Site/bond separation Aswehavealready observed it,

in thecaseofCback = Cfor = 0,forsm allvaluesoft? ,site

and bond SDW susceptibilitiesaredegenerate,aswellas

siteand bond CDW ones.

Thisgeneralizesforallvaluesof ~Cback.Thesite/bond

separation line is an increasing function t? g(Cback) of

Cback,shown on Fig.16;Forsm allvaluesofU ,thisline

crossestheSC dom ain,butfor ~U = 1itisalreadydiscon-

nected from theSC frontier(although itrem ainscloseto

it).
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2. In
uence ofa forward interchain scattering

The phase diagram when Cfor isincluded isvery rich,

and beyond the scopeofthisarticle.

W ewould liketoem phasizeonlythefactthatallSC in-

stabilitiesaresuppressed when Cfor isincreased.Fig.17

gives a typical
ow ofthe susceptibilities,with a large
~Cfor.
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b. D iscussion

Let us analyze these behaviors, which follow sim ple

trends.

The CDW instabilities are enhanced when gC is in-

creased,whereasSDW onesareenhanced when gS isin-

creased (this can be veri�ed in the corresponding RG

equationsof B b). Sim ilarly,singletSC instabilitiesare

enhanced when gs isincreased,whereastripletonesare

enhanced when gt isincreased.

So,an increaseofCback im pliesan increaseofthereal

spacecoupling g1,and thus,from Eq.(5),itfavorsCDW

instabilitiesagainstSDW ones,andfrom Eq.(4),itfavors

tripletSC instabilitiesand depressessingletSC ones.

Sim ilarly,an increaseofCfor im pliesan increaseofthe
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realspace coupling g2,and thus,from Eq.(5),itfavors

CDW and SDW instabilities,and from Eq.(4),it de-

pressesSC ones.

O fcourse,weexam ineherethein
uenceofparam eters

Cback and Cback on the bare couplings. However, we

believe that the 
ow could not just sim ply reverse this

in
uence,even iftherenorm alized valuesofthecouplings

di�era lotfrom theirbarevalues.M oreover,oneveri�es

thattheseconclusionsexactlycorrespond totheobserved

behaviour.

Thedensity waveinteractionsareon site,whereasthe

SC pairing areinter-site(exceptforsinglets one),so we

believe thatthe DW instabilities appear�rst,and then

enhance the SC ones. Thisisnottrue ofthe DW bond

correlations, but we observed no divergences of these

ones,and we have not studied any other sophisticated

inter-siteDW excitation response.

From thispointofview,thefactthat� DW processes

are favored, as we already discussed before, im plies a

� dephasing between both chains ofthe ladder. The �

dephasing ofthe SDW thus �ts perfectly singletd con-

densate (which consistsin a pairing oftwo electronson

a rung,with opposite spins,see Fig.3 (b)). This ac-

countsnicely fortheappearanceofsingletSC instability,

induced by SDW one.

In thesam etrend ofideas,the� dephasingoftheCDW

�tstripletfx condensate (which consistsin a pairing of

two electronson each chain,one stepped by unity from

theother,seeFig.4(a))and accountsfortheappearance

oftripletSC instability,induced by CDW one.

O n the contrary,the tripletpx condensate consistsin

two following electronson onechain (seeFig.4 (b)),this

pairing isnotenhanced by CDW instabilities;in fact,it

isthe analog ofsinglets condensate,which isnoteither

enhanced by SDW instabilities,and is therefore disad-

vantaged,com pared to d pairing.

Ascan beobserved on Fig.4,tripletfx condensateare

notincom patiblewith CDW .Forinstance,onecould eas-

ily �gure outa succession ofcondensate,with alternate

spins,inducingbackaglobalm odulation ofthechains.A

sim ilarscenarioisnotpossiblewith tripletp condensate.

O ne should be awarethatthe sym m etry classi�cation

we have used is very speci�c ofthe ladder system ,and

could not be extended to an in�nite num ber ofchains.

The di�erence between p and f condensate isvery sub-

tle and the situation could revealquite di�erent in the

generalquasi-one-dim ensionalsystem s.

7. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have investigated the phase diagram of a lad-

der system ,in the Hubbard m odel,with an interchain

coupling t? , using functionalRG m ethod, in the O PI

schem e. W e have introduced an originalparam eteriza-

tion ofthe kk dependence,and obtained rathernew re-

sults, in particular,we have proved the existence ofa

new phasewith only SDW 
uctuations,forsm allenough

valuesoft? .From thedivergencesofthescattering cou-

plings,we induce that this phase is di�erent from the

one-dim ensionalsolution.However,forvery sm allvalues

oft? (t? < �010
� 4),we �nd the usualone-dim ensional

behaviour.

O ur results altogether prove that the kk dependence

is im portant and m ust be taken into account in such a

ladder system . The fact that this variables becom e in-


uentialin a ladderdoesnotm ean thatthe correspond-

ing couplings g(2�k f;� 2�kf;0),etc.,are relevant. In

fact,ifthe cut-o� �! 0,these couplingsare leftoutof

the integrated band,so they could only bem arginal[28].

However,the divergence takes place at �c,which is of

theorderof�k f,and thisexplainswhy thesecouplings,

which areshifted by � 2�kf from theFerm ipoints,have

anon trivialbehaviourand havetobetakenintoaccount.

M oreover,asalready explained in 4b1,during the 
ow,

thesecouplingsin
uencethose,with allm om enta atthe

Ferm ipoints,until�= 2�k f.Thisin
uenceisstillsen-

sitive,when the divergence takes place. This explains

why wecould distinguish a new phase,which hasnotyet

been observed by usualm ethods.

W hen t? isverylarge,however(forinstance,t? � �0),

the 
ow continues up to � c � vf�k f (otherwise,the

integrated band would notvary m uch and therenorm al-

ized couplingsneitherdi�erm uch from theirbarevalues),

and the above argum entapplies,proving thatcouplings

g(2�k f;� 2�kf;0),etc.,are m arginalor irrelevant. In

thatcase,kk arenotin
uential,and ourresultscoincide

indeed with form ercalculations.

W e have also given a detailed classi�cation ofthe re-

sponsefunction,which providesa convenienttoolforthe

determ ination oforderparam etersand ofrelated suscep-

tibilities,corresponding to di�erentinstability processes.

W eareproceedingnow toacom pletestudy ofthelong

rangecorrelations,and in particular,oftheuniform sus-

ceptibility. Thistask howeverprovesquite di�cult,be-

cause ofthe kk dependence,which has to be carefully

taken into account.W e expectthatthespin-gap willin-

deed disappear in the SDW phase we have brought to

evidence.

W e have also investigated the in
uence ofinterchain

scattering,and showed thata backward interchain scat-

tering can raise tripletsuperconductivity,a resulstcon-

sistentwith the conclusionsofa previouswork by Bour-

bonnaisetal.[29,30]on correlated quasi-one-dim ensional

m etals. The appearance of triplet SC in a ladder

is a very exciting and prom ising result, since various

authors[40, 41] claim to have found experim ental evi-

dence ofthese instabilities. Even the narrownessofthe

tripletSC existenceregion seem sto �tthe experim ental

data,which reporthigh sensitivity ofthese 
uctuations

tosom ekey param eters.Thisworkgainstobecom pared

with the previouswork ofVarm a etal.,who did sim ilar

investigations[42].

W e would like to thank N.Dupuis,S.Haddad and B.

Dou�cotforfruitfuldiscussionsand advices.J.C.Nickel
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wishes to thank the G ottlieb Daim ler-und K arlBenz-
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A ppendix

A . C ouplings

a. Two-particle couplings

Here are the de�nitions ofthe di�erent couplings g,

from thetwo-particleparam eterG,and thecorresponding

diagram s.

g0(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf0 + p1;� kf0 + p2;� kf0 + p02;kf0 + p01)

g�(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf� + p1;� kf� + p2;� kf� + p02;kf� + p01)

gf0(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf0 + p1;� kf� + p2;� kf� + p02;kf0 + p01)

gf�(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf� + p1;� kf0 + p2;� kf0 + p02;kf� + p01)

gt0(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf0 + p1;� kf0 + p2;� kf� + p02;kf� + p01)

gt�(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf� + p1;� kf� + p2;� kf0 + p02;kf0 + p01)

gb0(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf0 + p1;� kf� + p2;� kf0 + p02;kf� + p01)

gb�(p1;p2;p
0
2;p

0
1)=

G(kf� + p1;� kf0 + p2;� kf� + p02;kf0 + p01)
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Figure 18:Schem atic de�nitionsofthe couplingsg

Therelationsbetween thedi�erentrepresentationscan

be found in Refs.[27]or [43]. Here, they reduce to :

gs = � g1 � g2

gt = g1 � g2
(4)

gC = g2 � 2g1
gS = g2

(5)

b. O ther couplings

Here are the de�nitions ofthe di�erent couplings z,

from the couplingsto external�eldsZ.

W e om itthe spin index � northe sym m etry index �,

and usethe notation explained furtherin appendix C a.

M ind that � = s;d;g for � = s (singlet) and � = p;f

for� = t(triplet). The sym m etry (s,dx2� y2,g,px,fx
orfy)applying to each oneisdetailed in the m ain text.

zSC0 (p1;p2;q)=

Z
SC (� kf0 + p1;kf0 + p2;(q;0);0)

zSC� (p1;p2;q)=

Z
SC (� kf� + p1;kf� + p2;(q;0);�)

zSC+ (p1;p2;q)=

Z
SC (� kf� + p1;kf0 + p2;(q;

�

b
);0)

zSC� (p1;p2;q)=

Z
SC (� kf0 + p1;kf� + p2;(q;

�

b
);�)

zD W0 (p1;p2;q)=

Z
D W (� kf0 + p1;kf0 + p2;(q� 2kf0;0);0)

zD W� (p1;p2;q)=

Z
D W (� kf� + p1;kf� + p2;(q� 2kf�;0);�)

zD W+ (p1;p2;q)=

Z
D W (� kf� + p1;kf0 + p2;(q� kf0 � kf�;

�

b
);0)

zD W� (p1;p2;q)=

Z
D W (� kf0 + p1;kf� + p2;(q� kf0 � kf�;

�

b
);�)
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Figure 19:Schem atic de�nitionsofthe couplingsz

B . R G equations

W e givehere the detailed RG equations.
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a. g couplings

Here are the RG equations for the couplings g, in

(c;l;p)representation.

The spin dependence isgiven,forallterm s,by

dg�

d‘
=
X

�;


g�
�
C
�

� + P

�

�

�
g


where C and P correspond,respectively,to the Cooper

and Peierlschannels,and aregiven,in theg-ology repre-

sentation,by

C1 = �

�
0 1

1 0

�

C2 = �

�
1 0

0 1

�

P1 =

�
2 � 1

� 1 0

�

P2 =

�
0 0

0 � 1

�

;

see,forinstance,Refs.[27,43,44].In thefollowingequa-

tions,alltwo�rstterm sareCooperones,whereasalltwo

lastterm sare Peierlsones;so,we om itthe spin depen-

dence,which is given by the above equations,for each

term .O negets

d~g0

d‘
(c;l;p)=

�

8�+ 4jcj

�P

�

~g0(c;� (�+
jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
)~g0(c;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l� p

2
;� (�+

jcj

2
)�

l� p

2
)

+
P

�

~gt0(c;� (�+
jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
)~gt�(c;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l� p

2
;� (�+

jcj

2
)�

l� p

2
)

�

+ �

8�+ 4jpj

�P

�

~g0(� (�+
jpj

2
)+

c+ l

2
;� (�+

jpj

2
)+

c+ l

2
;p)~g0(� (�+

jpj

2
)+

c� l

2
;� (�+

jpj

2
)�

c� l

2
;p)

�

+ �

8�+ 4jp+ 2�k f j

�P

�

~gb0(� (�+
jp+ 2� k f j

2
)+

c+ l

2
� �k f ;� (�+

jp+ 2� k f j

2
)+

c+ l

2
� �k f ;p)

~gb�(� (�+
jp+ 2� k f j

2
)+

c� l

2
+ �k f ;� (�+

jp+ 2� k f j

2
)�

c� l

2
+ �k f ;p+ 2�k f)

�

d~gf0

d‘
(c;l;p)=

�

8�+ 4jcj

�P

�

~gf0(c;� (�+
jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
)~gf0(c;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l� p

2
;� (�+

jcj

2
)�

l� p

2
)

�

+ �

8�+ 4jc+ 2�k f j

�P

�

~gb0(c;� (�+
jc+ 2� k f j

2
)+

l+ p

2
� �k f ;� (c�+

jc+ 2� k f j

2
)+

l+ p

2
� �k f)

~gb�(c+ 2�k f ;� (�+
jc+ 2� k f j

2
)+

l� p

2
+ �k f ;� (�+

jc+ 2� k f j

2
)�

l� p

2
+ �k f)

�
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8�+ 4jpj

�P

�

~gf0(� (�+
jpj

2
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2
;� (�+

jpj

2
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2
;p)~gf0(� (�+

jpj
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c� l

2
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2
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2
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2
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2
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2
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+
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d~gb0

d‘
(c;l;p)=

�

8�+ 4jcj

�P

�

~gf0(c;� (�+
jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
+ �k f ;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l+ p

2
+ �k f)~gb0(c;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

l� p

2
� �k f ;� (�+

jcj

2
)�

l� p

2
� �k f)

�

+ �

8�+ 4jc+ 2�k f j

�P

�

~gb0(c;� (�+
jc+ 2� k f j

2
)+

l+ p

2
;� (�+

jc+ 2� k f j

2
)+

l+ p

2
)~gf�(c+ 2�k f ;� (�+

jc+ 2� k f j

2
)
l� p

2
;� (�+

jc+ 2� k f j

2
)�

l� p

2
)

�

+ �

8�+ 4jpj

�P

�

~g0(� (�+
jpj

2
)+

c+ l

2
+ �k f ;� (�+

jpj

2
)+

c+ l

2
+ �k f ;p)~gb0(� (�+

jpj

2
)+

c� l

2
� �k f ;� (�+

jpj

2
)�

c� l

2
� �k f ;p)

�

+ �

8�+ 4jp+ 2�k f j

�P

�

~gb0(� (�+
jp+ 2� k f j

2
)+

c+ l

2
;� (�+

jp+ 2� k f j

2
)+

c+ l

2
;p)~g�(� (�+

jp+ 2� k f j

2
)+

c� l

2
;� (�+

jp+ 2� k f j

2
)�

c� l

2
;p+ 2�k f)

�

b. z couplings

Here are the RG equations for the couplings z,

in (k;c;p) representation. The zSC couplings should

be written in the singlet/triplet representation (� =

s;t), and the zD W couplings should be written in the

Charge/Spin representation (� = C;S). Then,the spin

dependence sim ply writes,foreach one

dz�

d‘
= g�z�

and willthereforebe again om itted.O ne gets

dzSC0

d‘
(c;k)= �

4�+ 2jcj

�P

�

~g0(c;� (�+
jcj

2
)+

c

2
� k;� (�+

jcj

2
)+

c

2
� k)zSC0 (c;� (�+ jcj

2
)+

c

2
)
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P

�

~gt0(c;� (�+
jcj

2
)+

c

2
� k;� (�+

jcj
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)+

c

2
� k)zSC� (c;� (�+ jcj
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+ �k f)
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2
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2
)�
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)

�

c. � couplings

HerearetheRG equationsforthesusceptibilities�,with thesam espin dependenceasthecorrespondingzcouplings,

which isagain om itted,

d�SC0

d‘
(q)= � �

4�+ 2jqj

�P

�

zSC0 (q;� (�+ jqj

2
)+

q

2
)2 +

P

�

zSC� (q;� (�+ jqj

2
)+

q

2
)2
�
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d�SC+

d‘
(q)= � �

4�+ 2jqj

P

�

zSC+ (q;� (�+ jqj

2
)+

q

2
)2 � �

4�+ 2jq+ 2�k f j

P

�
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jq+ 2� k f j

2
)+

q

2
+ �k f)

2

d�D W0

d‘
(q)= � �

4�+ 2jqj

P

�

zD W0 (� q;� (�+ jqj

2
)+

q

2
)2 � �

4�+ 2jq� 2�k f j

P

�

zD W� (� q+ 2�k f ;� (�+
jq� 2� k f j

2
)+

q

2
� �k f)

2

d�D W+

d‘
(q)= � �

4�+ 2jqj

�P

�

zD W+ (� q;� (�+ jqj

2
)+

q

2
)2 +

P

�

zD W� (� q;� (�+ jqj

2
)+

q

2
)2
�

C . Sym m etries

a. O rdinary sym m etries

Ifwe apply the conjugation sym m etry C to the two-

particlecoupling G,weget:

G(P 0
1;P

0
2;P2;P1)= G(� P1;� P2;� P

0
2;� P

0
1);

ifweapply A,weget:

GC (P2;P1;P
0
2;P

0
1)=

� 2GC (P1;P2;P
0
2;P

0
1)� 3GS(P1;P2;P

0
2;P

0
1)

GS(P2;P1;P
0
2;P

0
1)=

GC (P1;P2;P
0
2;P

0
1)+ 2GS(P1;P2;P

0
2;P

0
1);

ifweapply A 0,weget:

GC (P1;P2;P
0
1;P

0
2)=

� 2GC (P1;P2;P
0
2;P

0
1)� 3GS(P1;P2;P

0
2;P

0
1)

GS(P1;P2;P
0
1;P

0
2)=

GC (P1;P2;P
0
2;P

0
1)+ 2GS(P1;P2;P

0
2;P

0
1);

and,�nally,from parity P conservation,we get

G(P1;P2;P
0
2;P

0
1)= G(� P1;� P2;� P

0
2;� P

0
1):

Note that AA 0 sim ply gives G(P2;P1;P
0
1;P

0
2) =

G(P1;P2;P
0
2;P

0
1).

Forthe SC instability coupling,wewillwritethetwo-

dim ensionalinteraction vector Q = (Q k;Q ? ),and add

a discretevariable � = 0;�,which indicateswhetherthe

R particle ison the 0-band (� = 0)orthe �-band (� =

�); this way,one can distinguish 0-0,0-�,�-0 or �-�

processes(use Fig.2 forhelp).

Ifweapply P ,weget

Z
SC (� P1;� P2;(� Qk;Q ? );�)= Z

SC (P1;P2;(Q k;Q ? );�);

ifwe apply A or A 0 (note that in H SC ,the term with

incom ing m om enta P1 and P2 isconjugate to thatwith

outgoing m om enta P1 and P2),we get

Z
SC
� (P2;P1;(Q k;0);�) = Z

SC
� (P1;P2;(Q k;0);�) � = s;t

Z
SC (s)
s (P2;P1;(Q k;

�

b
� Q? );�) = Z

SC (s)
s (P1;P2;(Q k;Q ? );� � �)

Z
SC (g)
s (P2;P1;(Q k;

�

b
� Q? );�) = � Z

SC (g)
s (P1;P2;(Q k;Q ? );� � �)

Z
SC (px )

t (P2;P1;(Q k;
�

b
� Q? );�) = Z

SC (px )

t (P1;P2;(Q k;Q ? );� � �)

Z
SC (fy )

t (P2;P1;(Q k;
�

b
� Q? );�) = � Z

SC (fy )

t (P1;P2;(Q k;Q ? );� � �):

Finally,it is interesting to note that ZSCs (singlet) and

Z
SC
tx

(triplet)changesign underS and areinvariantunder

C ,while ZSCty and ZSCtz (both triplet)do the opposite.

For the DW instability coupling, we use

the sam e notation. Note that Q k writes

� (p1 � p2 + 2kf�) for intraband processes, and

� (p1 � p2 + kf0 + kf�)forinterband ones. Ifwe apply

C S,weget:

Z
D W (� P1;� P2;(2kf� � Qk;Q ? );�)=

Z
D W (P1;P2;(� 2kf� + Q k;Q ? );�);

and ifwe apply AS,weget

Z
D W (P2;P1;(2kf� � Qk;Q ? );�)=

� Z
D W (P1;P2;(� 2kf� + Q k;Q ? );�)

Z
D W (P2;P1;(kf0 + kf� � Qk;

�

b
� Q? );�)=

� Z
D W (P1;P2;(� kf0 � kf� + Q k;Q ? );� � �);

where� reads+ forsiteordering,and � forbond order-

ing.
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b. Supplem entary sym m etry

W hen weapplythespecialsym m etry ~C totwo-particle

couplingsG,weget:

G(kf0 + kf� � P1;kf0 + kf� � P2;kf0 + kf� � P
0
2;kf0 + kf� � P

0
1)= G(P1;P2;P

0
2;P

0
1)

W hen weapply the specialsym m etry ~C to SC instabilitiesZSC ,we get:

Z
SC (�)

� (� kf0 � kf� � P1;kf0 + kf� � P2;(� Qk;0);�)= � Z
SC (�)

� (P1;P2;(Q k;0);� � �)

Z
SC (�)

� (� kf0 � kf� � P1;kf0 + kf� � P2;(� Qk;
�

b
� Q? );�)= � Z

SC (�)

� (P1;P2;(Q k;Q ? );� � �)

where� reads+ for� = s,�= s orfor� = t,�= px,and � for� = s,�= d;g orfor� = t,�= fx;fy.

W hen weapply the specialsym m etry ~C to DW instabilitiesZD W ,weget:

Z
D W (� kf0 � kf� � P1;kf0 + kf� � P2;(2kf� � Qk;0);�)= � Z

D W (P1;P2;(� 2kf[�� �]+ Q k;0);� � �)

Z
D W (� kf0 � kf� � P1;kf0 + kf� � P2;(� kf0 � kf� � Qk;

�

b
� Q? );�)= � Z

D W (P1;P2;(� kf0 � kf� + Q k;Q ? );� � �)

where� reads+ forsite ordering,and � forbond ordering.

c. gb orbits

Herearethe 8 �rstorbitsofthe gb0 coe�cient,in (c;l;p)representation :

f(0;0;� 2�kf;0);(0;� 2�kf;0);(� 2�kf;0;0);(� 2�kf;� 2�kf;� 2�kf)g aresym .equiv.

f(� 4�kf;� 4�kf;� 2�kf);(� 4�kf;2�k f;0);(2�k f;� 4�kf;0);(2�k f;2�k f;� 2�kf)g id.

f(0;� 4�kf;2�k f);(0;2�k f;� 4�kf);(� 2�kf;� 4�kf;� 4�kf);(� 2�kf;2�k f;2�k f)g id.

f(� 4�kf;0;2�k f);(� 4�kf;� 2�kf;� 4�kf);(2�k f;0;� 4�kf);(2�k f;� 2�kf;2�k f)g id.

f(0;� 4�kf;� 2�kf);(0;2�k f;0);(� 2�kf;� 4�kf;0);(� 2�kf;2�k f;� 2�kf)g id.

f(� 4�kf;0;� 2�kf);(� 4�kf;� 2�kf;0);(2�k f;0;0);(2�k f;� 2�kf;� 2�kf)g id.

f(0;0;2�k f);(0;� 2�kf;� 4�kf);(� 2�kf;0;� 4�kf);(� 2�kf;� 2�kf;2�k f)g id.

f(� 4�kf;� 4�kf;2�k f);(� 4�kf;2�k f;� 4�kf);(2�k f;� 4�kf;� 4�kf);(2�k f;2�k f;2�k f)g id.

D . Fourier Transform

Creation andannihilation operators Ifonewrites 
y

ij�

the creatorofa particle ofspin �,located in realspace

atposition i(i2 f1;� � � ;N g),on chain j (j = � 1),the

representation in the m om entum spacewrites

Lp;0;� = 	 (� kf 0+ p;0)� =
X

ij

 ij� e
� _��(p� kf 0)ia

Lp;�;� = 	 (� kf � + p;
�

b
)� =

X

ij

j ij� e
� _��(p� kf � )ia

R p;0;� = 	 (kf 0+ p;0)�
=

X

ij

 ij� e
� _��(p+ kf 0)ia

R p;�;� = 	 (kf � + p;
�

b
)� =

X

ij

j ij� e
� _��(p+ kf � )ia

with the notations ofthe text. 	 k� stands for the ab-

solute m om entum representation,while L and R stand

for the relative m om entum representation. These rela-

tionsaregiven forannihilation operators,onem usttake

thecom plex conjugation to obtain thoseforthecreation

operators.

The reverse relationssim ply write,in term s ofthe 	
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operators,

 ij� =

Z �

a

� �

a

adP

4�
e_��aip(	 (P;0);� + j	 (P;�

b
);�);

butone can also expressthem in term softhe L and R

operators.Then,onecan check thatthistransform ation

isthe inverseofthe �rstone.

Electron-electron pair operator In realspace,the SC

order param eters are the m ean value of the electron-

electron pairoperator,which writes

O
�(X )=

X

X 0

� � 0

 
X �

 
X 0�0�(X ;X

0)����0 :

To each Q = (Q k;Q ? )correspondsa Fouriercom po-

nent

O
�(Q )=

X

X

e� Q :X
O
�(X )=

X

ij

e� _��(aQ ki+ bQ ? j=2)
O
�(X ):

W e only keep the com ponantsQ which lead to singu-

larities;asexplained in them ain text,they are(0;0)and

(� �kf;
�

b
). So,using the short notation 0 for the �rst

and �� forthe second,onegets

O
�(0)=

X

i

O
�(ai;1)+ O

�(ai;� 1)

and

O
�(�� )=

X

i

� _��e� _���k f a
�
O
�(ai;1)� O

�(ai;� 1)
�

where the m ain factor O �(ai;1) � O�(ai;� 1) =
P

jj0

� � 0

(� 1)j ij��i0j0�0�(a(i� i0);b(j � j0)=2)����0 is the

m ixed representation ofthe pairoperator[45].

Eventually,the  ij� can be expressed in term softhe

	 P �,so thatthe com ponantswrite

O
�(Q )=

Z �

a

� �

a

adP

4�

X

�= 0;�

zQ (p)
X

��0

	 p;�	 Q � p;�0�
�
��0

where p = (P;�
b
) and we willalso use Q = (Q k;Q ? ).

Be carefulthat, for instance,with Q = (�k f;
�

b
) and

p = (p � kf0;0),and thus 	 p;� = Lp;0�,the calcula-

tion of	 Q � p;�0 is not im m ediate;one gets 	 Q � p;�0 =

	 (�k f � p+ kf 0;
�

b
);�0 = R 2�k f � p;�;�

0.

W ith �(X ;X 0)= �ii0�jj0,one �ndsz0(p)= 1 (singlet

0-condensate of s sym m etry), and z�� (p) = � _�� (sin-

glet �-condensate of s sym m etry). W ith �(X ;X 0) =

�ii0�j;� j0,one �ndsz0(p)= cos(�)(singlet0-condensate

of d sym m etry) and z�� (p) = _��cos(�) (triplet �-

condensate of fy sym m etry). W ith �(X ;X 0) =

�i;i0� 1�j;� j0, one �nds z0(p) = cos(aP )cos(�) (sin-

glet 0-condensate of extended d sym m etry), as well

as z0(p) = � _��sin(aP )cos(�) (triplet 0-condensate of

fx sym m etry), and z�� (p) = sin(a(P �
�k f

2
))cos(�)

(singlet �-condensate of g sym m etry) or z�� (p) =

_��e� _��
� k f a

2 cos(a(P �
�k f

2
))cos(�)(triplet�-condensateof

extended fy sym m etry).W ith

�(X ;X 0) = �i;i0� 1�jj0, one �nds z0(p) = cos(aP )

(singlet 0-condensate of extended s sym m etry) or

z0(p) = � _��sin(aP ) (triplet 0-condensate ofpx sym m e-

try), and z�� (p) = � _��e� _��
� kf a

2 cos(a(P �
�k f

2
)) (sin-

glet�-condensateofextended s sym m etry)orz�� (p)=

� e� _��
� k f a

2 sin(a(P �
�k f

2
)) (triplet �-condensate of px

sym m etry).

Electron-hole pair operator It is alm ost the sam e,

with the product ofa creation and an annihilation op-

erators,be careful, however,that, in reciprocalspace,

onegets:

X

��0

Z �

a

� �

a

adP

4�
	 y
p�	 Q + p�0z(p)�

�
��0 :
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