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R enom alization G roup calculations w ith ky dependent couplings in a ladder
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W e calculate the phase diagram ofa Jadder system , w ith a H ubbard Interaction and an interchain
coupling t; . W e use a Renom alization G roup m ethod, in a one loop expansion, introducing an
original m ethod to inclide k; dependence of couplings. W e also classify the order param eters
corresponding to ladder instabilities. W e obtain di erent resuls, depending on whether we inclide
ki, dependence ornot. W hen we do so, we observe a region w ith Jarge antiferrom agnetic uctuations,
in the vicinity of smallt; , ollowed by a superconducting region w ith a sim ultaneous divergence of
the Spin D ensity W aves channel. W e also Investigate the e ect of a non local backward interchain
scattering : we observe, on one hand, the suppression of singlkt superconductivity and of Spin
D ensity W aves, and, on the other hand, the increase of Charge D ensity W aves and, for som e values
oft; , of triplet superconductivity. O ur results eventually show that k; is an In uential variable In

the R enom alization G roup ow, for this kind of system s.

PACS numbers: 71.10L4, 71.10Pm, 71.10Fd, 74202, 7420M n, 7420 Rp

1. NTRODUCTION

T he physics of Jadder system s rem ains a source of con—
siderable interest. In the last decades, m any conduc—
torsw ere found, w ith anisotropic tw o—leg electronic struc—
ture, such asSrC u0 3 g.:] orSrigs xCaxCups0 g1 'g] com —
pounds. The structure of La;Cuz05 B] can also be an—
alyzed as weakly coupled ladders, and is therefore very
sin ilar. T he phase diagram of these com pounds is very
rich; it isnow wellestablished that these system sbehave
like Luttinger liquids at high tem perature, w hile they can
behave like Fermm iliquidswhen T decreases; they exhibit
superconducting (SC ) phasesoftype IT, which can alsobe
m ixed w ith antiferrom agnetic uctuations. In som e case,
the SC phase is found to be spin-gapped, whilke spinless
phases are also reported iff].

From a theoretical point of view, the ladder (or
two-coupled chain) model is the sinplest quasione—
din ensional one. A lthough all is properties are not
entirely elucidated, i has been used by m any authors
as a toy-model, to buid and explore new approaches
(tw oJeaf dispersion m odels calculated by a Kadano -
W ilson renom alization m ethod E] or by a bosonization
m ethod [é transition between comm ensurate and in-—
com m ensurate ]JJng[7' In particular close to the half-

ling case, 9Y; din ensional transition [[Q], etc.). These
system s have been intensively used to investigate non
conventional SC process (with singlktfll, 13, 13] or
triplet [14] pairing) .

T his paper is devoted to the study ofa lJadderm odel,
w ith a Hubbard interaction (U isthe Hubbard constant)
and an Interband coupling (t; is the interaction factor),
at zero tem perature. W e Investigate the phase diagram
In the range of param eter 0 U 8 it and suppose
that the electronic Iling is lncom m ensurate. A though
there is yet no evidence for the existence of com pounds
Iying In this range ofparam eter, we have hopes that som e
of these w i1l indeed be found and con m the theoretical
predictions that we present here.

T he phase diagram of this system has been partially
studied by several authors. In particular, M . Fabrizio
have used a Renom alization G roup RG) method, n a
twoJoop expansion from the Femm i liquid solution Il2n]
He inclides interband backward scattering g,, and,
w ithin the range of param eter that we have investigated,

ndsa SC phase, nam ed bhase I’, w hich he clearly points
out not to be singlkt s, although he did not elicidate
the sym m etry of the condensate. In his calculations, the
RG ow of susceptibilities show s several divergences :
the Spin Density W ave (SDW ) channel coexists w ith the
superconducting one. T his author did altematively cut
the ow before the divergences and bozonize the e ec—
tive Ham iltonian; then, SDW m odes disappear and are
replaced by Charge D ensity W ave (CDW ) instabilities.

T hese results are m ore or less com patdble w ith that of
otherm ethods, using a one-loop expansion llE‘:,,lé], orbo—
zonizing the H am iltonian of the bare system Il7 :18, .19
:2d (see also Ref. Ilﬂ or using Q uantum M onte C arlo
m ethod fZ]J] These authors generally nd a singlt su-—
perconducting condensate of sym m etry d, which coexists
wih SDW orCDW instabilities. T his com plicated phase
has also been related to the RVB phasel_ié]. O ne of the
centralquestion iswhetherthe SC m odesare spin-gapped
or not, and receives various and even contradictory an—
swers. U sing a two-loop expansion, K ishine t_Z-Zj] observes
a soin gap, which is suppressed when t; ! 0. This is
also the result found with a D ensity M atrix RG m ethod
by Park R4].

W e give a new insight into these questions, using a RG
m ethod, In a perturbative expansion in U . This kind of
m ethod hasbeen used in m any recent and very com plete
worksl25' 26 :271 Here, we calculate RG equations w ith
one loop diagram s, Including g, couplings, as n Ref. {12],
aswellas allparallelm om entum dependence.

Let us em phasize that, although we begih from the
Fem i liquid solution, we nd a phase wih only SDW

uctuations, for an allenough Interband interaction t,
t; . U), contrary to all previous results obtained by RG
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m ethods, which always indicate SC instabilities as soon
ast, 6 0 (see or nstance Lin et aLfl5]) H ow ever, this
phase is di erent from the onedimension lin it. This
is a very rem arkable result, since kk is known to be an
irrelevant variable of the RG  ow l28| However, we w ill
prove In thispaperthat it is indeed In uentialin the very
case of a ladder.

W hen t; is ncreased, we cbserve a transition at t; . to
a superconducting phase, w here singlet SC instabilities of
symm etry d coexist with SDW ones. T hisphase is found
by m any authors (see Refs. [Ié_i, ii, :_l-é] and other articles
already quoted).

R ecently, Bourbonnaiset al.[_2-§, 'rf:(_]'] have exam Ined the
e ect of interchain Coulomb Interactions for an in nie
num ber of coupled chains, usihg RG m ethod. Interchain
backw ard scattering was found to enhance CDW  uctu-—
ations and favor triplet instead of singlet SC.W e here
Investigated the e ect ofa Coulom b interchain backward
Interaction Cpax POr the lJadder problem . W e nd that
this Interaction favors triplet SC instabilities instead of
singlet onesand CDW instabilities instead o£SDW ones
In a Jadder system too. Indeed, both the singlet SC and
SDW instabilities (if any) are suppressed when Cp ek Is
Increased, and we observe triplet SC as well as CDW
Instabilities. The triplet SC existence region is however
very narrow and lies inside the region t; £.U). For
large values 0of Cpack Cpack U),CDW isalWwaysdom i
nant; this is consistent w ith what Lin et al. nd lf].5-]

On the contrary, when a Coulombian interchain for-
ward interaction Cg, is added, all SC instabilities are
depressed, and we only observe SDW and CDW  uctua-
tions.

W e also present a detailed classi cation ofthe pair op—

erators In a ladder, which are connected to the order
param eters. It proves a very powerfiil tool in these so—
phisticated RG m ethods.

So, we will rst give a short description of the m odel
(in section 2), then present the classi cation of the pair
operators (in section 3, the symm etries are explained In
appendix ECE), then we explain the RG fom ulation and
techniques that are used here (in section 4). Resuls con—
ceming only initially local interactions are presented In
section 5, while those conceming the in uence of addi-
tional nterchain interactions are given in section 6. In
section 7 we conclude.

2. MODEL

The Hubbard m odel of a ladder has been studied in
various articles. W e give here a brief presentation of this
m odel (see Refs. [14] or Bl]w ith sin ilar notations).

a. K inetic H am iltonian

1. Themodelin a 1d representation

T he dispersion curve separates into two bands (0 and

), so the Fem i surface splits into four points ( ko,

k ,ke ,keo In the k direction, + corresoonds to right
m oving particles and to left m oving ones) The bands
are linearized around the Fem ivectors [32 1w ih a sihgk
Fem i velocity ve¢ (cf. Fig. :_1. W e write R the right
m oving particles and L the lft m oving ones. T hen, the
kinetic H am iltonian w rites
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W e de ne the Fem isurface gap k ¢ = kg k .One In order to give a clear representation of all instability

then gets k f = 2t =v¢. The discretization step In k
direction is a, and the reciprocal vector in this direction
isde nedmodulo 2 =a. T he distance between the chains
in ? direction isb.

@ @
[CAC I
@ @ k

Figure 1: T he 2-band dispersion in k direction

processes that w ill be discussed afterwards, it is worth
show ing how this m odel can be embedded in a 2-d rep—
resentation, which we present now .

2. Themodelin a 2-d representation

T he general 2-d dispersion law w rites

k)= 2fcoskya) 2% cosk:b)
as represented In Fig. :2:; if one writes approxim ately

ke ko X , one gets v¢ 2at, sinkra). In real
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Figure 2: T wo-din ensional representation of the states. T he
physical space, for a ladder, is restricted to the hatched bands
atk, = 0Oand k., = 7 - The curves correspond to the Fem i
surface ofa 2-d system ,w ith an In nienum berofchains. The
four Fem ipoints, in the ladder system , are the intersections
of these curves w ith the physical bands. The symmetry C
that m aps point M onto M ° is the point symm etry around
% . The symm etry
k¢ , which is also

the a ne point, corresponding to
€ is the translation by the vector ksg
represented by a plain arrow .

X X

s k0 kOVRY g

Gl (klrkZIkzrkl)erf 1Lk2

kl;kz;kg;kg 2
kp+kp=k9+ k]

17

where G is the twoparticle coupling, and we have used
the g-ology representation. W e do not include um klapp
InteractionsG; (LLRR orRRLL) norGy tetm s LLLL or
RRRR).W ewillaltematively use the singlet-triplet rep—
resentation, where takesvalues = s;t, ortheCharge-
Spin representation,where = C;S. Ifnotnecessary,we
w illom it the soin dependence . Egs. @) and ("94) give, in
appendix EA::;\, the usual relationsbetween these di erent
representations.

W e distinguish, fllowing Fabriziofid], g, which
correponds  to RIL{LoRg process, g IS
RYLYL R ), go (¢ RI{LYL Ro), & (6 RYLJLoR

space, vy corresoonds to the axis along the chains, and
y». takes only two values, y: 1, corresponding to
which chain one refersto. T he k axis is then discretized,
Yk 1
T he Fourder transform ation from real space ﬁ_n}cljons to
reciprocal space ones is detailed in appendix |Dr.

From y, = 1, one gets k Oor § ke = 3 and
k; = ¢ are identi ed). Therefore, the physical states
are lim ited to the fourhorizontalbands, shown on F jg.:_Z,
w hich are centered on each ofthe fourFem ipoints. The
two bands centered on ( ¥k(;0) are the keft and right
bands0 (Lo orRy), thetwobandscenteredon ( k i)
are the left and right bands (L orR ).

b. Interaction H am iltonian

T hem ost general interaction H am ittonian can be w rit—

ten,with Ly = Ly ® ) fork= ®;0),Ly =L ®)
fork= K; )and dem PrR,
ks ok 9.1 0
szl 1Lk2 2 + Gz (kl’kz’kz’kl)RlZ(f 1Lig szz 2Rk1 1 @
Go 6 RYLZL R ), g (¢ RYLYLoRo), Go

R{LYLoR )and g, (6 RYL{L Ry). Thede nitions of
these couplings, ncluding the ki dependence are detailed
in :_-A_-é and Fi. ié' from symm etry considerations, one
only needs 9o, 9 , %o, Gro and Geo; I fact, we will see
that even g can be deduced from gy In the very case of
a ladder, so that we only dealw ith four couplings.

Bare couplings O f course, In the initial Hubbard

m odel, the two-particle couplings do not depend on the

momenta. We will dene U Ua=( v) and g

ga=( vg), to get rid of the physical din ensions. Then,
); the bare couplings values are smply ;= U.

N , where 4N is the total number of states.



Additional Coulom bian interchain interactions The
aboveH am ittonian H 3+ correspondsto localinteractions.
W e have also studied the e ect ofadditionalC oulom bian
Interchain interactions.

In order to in plem ent a backward interchain interac—
tion, we need to m odulate the bare param eters, which
simply writes, in this case, go1 = U + Chacks Fo1 =
U ChraksrGto1 = U Chack and &po1 = U + Chack, Wwhere
Chack = Cpaxa=( v¢) is the corresponding interaction
factor.

W hen we include instead a Prward interchain inter-
action, of parameter Cgr = Cgra=( v¢), the modu-
lation of the bare param eters writes gy = U + Crgyy
F02= U+ CrirsG02=U Cprandepe=U Cry.

E ventually, ifwe include both interaction, we only need
to add the two m odulations.

c. Externalexcitation elds

W e note Z the threeJlegged couplings to extemal ex—
ctation elds. We will write Z°" , ( = C;S) Pr
Charge or Spin density waves, and z5¢ 0 , (= s;0)
for singlet or triplet superconducting states of sym m etry

= s;p;d;f;9. Agaln, wewillom it ndex assoon as it
isnot necessary, and distinguish z§ " , which corresponds
to L{Ro process, z°" (§ LYR ), z22" (§ LYR,) and
2" (¢ LYR ). The rstprocess corresponds to an in-
traband m apping that relates 0-band states horizontally
in the 2-d representation ofF ig. Z) dem for the second
one with -oand ones, while the last ones are interband
m appings (biased i Fig. d), the sam e applies to Z5¢,
exoept that the processes now write LgRo, L R ,LgR
and L Rg. The de nitions of all these couplings are de—
tailed In :_A-‘_-I_:: and F jg.i?_;; from symm etry considerations,
one only needs zp, z and z; ; again, in the very case ofa
ladder, we will see that z can also be deduced from zg,
so we only dealw ith two couplings per instability.

W ith our speci c choice, the niial values of the cou—
plings to extemal eldsareallz; = 1.

A fter this brief presentation ofthe m odel, we w illnow
expound the classi cation of the di erent instabilities,
according to their sym m etries, w hich we w ill study after—
wards.

3. RESPONSE FUNCTIONS

To each extermalexcitation eld corresoondsa suscep—
tibility, which isthe response function ofa pair operator.
T he corresponding order param eter is the m ean value of
this operator. In order to classify the di erent instabili-
ties, one just needs to classify the pair operators. T heir
sym m etries are detailed In appendix :_C-: .

Wewill rstbegin wih SC instabilities.

a. Superconducting instabilities
1. SC Ham iltonian

Let us de ne the superconducting order param eters
O xy)y=1m" ®), vrghere the electron-electron pair

operatorwr:ii:eso() = 4o o x; &KX 9 xo;0 o
with = _, fPrsingkt states, * = _, , = zr
%Y= _, y=_Tand *=_, ,= , Drtrpkt states

( ; are the Paulim atrix, I is the 2 2 dentity m atrix
and _ is the inagiary number). x; is a real space
wave function; since electrons occupy discrete positions
X = (da;bj=2) @=1 N,Jj= 1), we will rather w rite
i3 - The corresponding H am iltonian w rites, In recipro-—
cal space variables,
Hse =

c ()
(Pl"PZ"Q) Q P11 P,

PPy
172

+ ZSC (PliPQiQ) () y y (3)

y
Q P22 P11

whereQ = Q;Q-.) = P, + P, isthe interaction m o—
mentum .

In order to sin plify our expressions in this section, we
write Ly, ; L, Xk gandRy,; =L, @+ ke ),
where = 0; . Notﬁtjon L stands for the half band
integration kifoo _or kk: _,which casewe won’t need

to precise, since w hat takes Iglaoe at the band lim i isnot
physically relevant, in this system .

To each order param eter (X ) corresponds an in -
nite number of Fourder com ponants, depending on the
reciprocal space variable Q . W e will only keep com po—
nantsQ = (0;0) and Q = ( keig), so that () and

© k) both lie in the physicalband, close to the Fermm i
points. W e w illw rite, In short, O (0) and O ( ) the cor-
responding pair operators.

Let us now classify the di erent operators, according
to their symm etry, by choosing the adequate The
principles of the calculation and som e details are given
n appendix ED] .

2. Singlkt s condensates

The Iocalpairing & ;X ) = 10 5y gives singlet con—
densates of s symm etry. T he pair operator reduces to

O ®)=2 xv x4=2 ijn 54 ¢

O (0) com ponent corresponds to an intraband pair-
Jng, nam ed O-condensate © = 0, corresponding to z5¢,
see.A b) and w rites

X
00 = 2 i
i
adp
= —LpoﬂR po#‘l'L R p; #
L 2
+R pjorLpjo + R p; nLip; 4 ¢

et o5 o1m 4 14



O(g)(

s

O () com ponent correspondsto an interband pairing,
named -condensate Q = ( kg i ), corresoonding to
2S¢, see A b) and w rites
fia

_ _k
)= 2_ e L1 41 io1v i 1

adp

= o —2 Lp’OVlR k @ 1) p; # + L
L

tRy . (11

pi "Rk (1 1) po#

pionLip; # T Rx .a 1) p; "Lipjo# 7

i J's however antisym m etric w ith pariy CE’OS(S) ) =
( )); this com es from the e 2 32 fctor in the
Founer ca]cu]at:on see details in 'DI

The s condensates are Iocal In real space, see Fjg.::”)’
@).

If is replaced by 0 m 450, One gets extended s
states (In reciprocal space variables, the com ponants are
m ultiplied by oos(mP a) or som e sim ilar factor, see som e
exam ples in D ). However, we did not include these in

our ca]cu]atJons

3. Singktd and g condensates

T here are also tw o singlet condensates ofd and g sym —
m etry.

W ith = ;0 5 5 (nterchain pairing, with equalpo-
sitions on each chain), one gets another pair operator.
Os( ) component is zero for singlet condensate, while
O (0) com ponent corresponds to an intraband pairing (0—
condensate) ofd symm etry, and w rites

X
D0 =2

i

it 41 i

adp
= - LpomR piot Lo "R p; 4
L 2
+tR piorLpjot R p; nLip; 4 ¢
Wih = 490 13 3, One gets a more com plicated
pair operator. O ( ) com ponent corresponds to an inter—
band pairing ( -condensate) of g symm etry, and w rites
X .
) = 2. e =T e n1; 14 io1m i 114
Yoy
kea adp k ¢
= e~ 2 ——sh@pP ko )
L 2 2
Lo x ¢ "R x¢ po# ¥R x; poorlp ko5 4

IP;O"R k(1 1) p; # Rk sl 1) p; an;O# 7

be carefil that the symmetry of the O-condensate is
dy2 2 (le. it changes sign wih C, see the de nition
afterw ards), while that of the

-condensate is both d;y, (ie. it changes sign with
px and py) and dy2 2; moreover, dy2 2 Is inper-
fect on the -condensate (for instance, it m aps a factor

sh@p kot 5 ) ontosh@( p kot ~55)), which

slightly di ers); however, the signs change according to
g symm etry. A real space representation of the di erent
condensate of singlet symm etry is given in FJg:g’

@) ()

Figure 3: Real space representation of SC condensate of sin—
gkt s symmetry (@),d ) and g (c)

If the com ponants, In recipprocal variables, are m ulti-
plied by cosm P a) (or som e sin ilar factor), one gets ex—

tended d condensates (this corresponds to the ham onic
classi cation).

4. Tripkt condensates

One also nds triplt instabilities.

= 40 1 330 corresponds to the py symme-
try; O (px (0) corresponds to an Intraband pairing (O-
oondensate) and w rites
X
©x) _
0, " ) = 4§41 i1 0t i 1 a1; 100 0
iOZ
ade L R
= — pi0 pi0 ©
L 2 o
+Lp x,; Rx, p; o sihf@fe ko)) o:
Ot(pX)( ) corresponds to an Interband pairing ( —
condensate), and w rites
(Px )
0 ()=
b'e o
_ e ~FEE g a1a 0 4§01 i+1; 10 0
i ]
kea ade
= e-:2 2 Lpjo Rxca 1) p; 0
L 0
. k¢
tLp x:; R x poo shl@f ko 2)) 0

be carefiil that, because of the factor e 2° 2 1 the
Fourier transform , this condensate is Invariant under P .

W ith = 40, one gets an intraband pairing
(O-condensate) of symmetry fi, given by the O, (&0 ©)
com ponent

i 155

(£x)
0. () = 41 ; 10t 41 i1, 0 0

Ly x¢; Ry p; 0

0

Loo R pyo 0 sih @ P ko)) [



o

note that dy2 2 is again im perfect.

W ih 410 5; 40, one gets an interband pairing ( —
condensate) ofsym m etry £, given by the O t(fy ) (
ponent

) com —

(£y)
t

_k
( )= e i1 i; 10 i 1 i1 ©

Lpo Rx a1 p; 0
0

Loi Rrke(1 1) pioo© o7

note that p, antisym m etry isan intemalone and doesnot
acocount on the exponential factor, in the Fourder trans-
form . A real space representation of the di erent con—
densate of triplet symm etry is given in Fjg.:fl.

@) ©) ©)

Figure 4: Real space representation of SC condensate of
triplet symm etry px @), £x ®) and £, (©)

E xtended states of the sam e symm etries can be ob—
tained exactly the sam e way as for singlet superconduct—
Ing operators.

b. D ensity wave instabilities
1. DW Ham iltonian

W e have also Investigated site density waves nsta-—
piliries, de ned by the order param eter ) =
oh g, oywith © = I HrCDW ,and 5x =

xr ¥ = yand %= = ,, or SDW , as well as
bond density waves jnsEabiJiiies, de ned by the order
pammeter pi K) = ohy, oy ol
1y = (@1;0). These couplings are ntrachain, we distin—
guish intraband and interband ones. W e also investigated
Interchain oonJjngs, de ned by the order param eters

x; ol

o, Where

sji:e(X)= 0h)i;; X+G;°i o and ggqndo():
oh %, yigo, ol o,whereG orG°2 fl,;1,+ 1, g
and 1, = (0;1).

The corresponding Ham ittonian writes, In reciprocal
space variables,

DW
Hpy = Z Grmao) Y

PP
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DW y
+ Z (PI;PZ;Q) ) 0 P, ,

2
2

@)

T he construction of the response functions for these In—
stabilities is very sim ilar to that of the superconduct-
Ing instabilities. So, we will only give the Fourder com —
ponants of the electron-hole pair operator for Q =
( 2k0;0),0 = ( 2k ;0 andQ = ( ko k ig)-

SDW andCDW operatorsonly di erby the spin factor
matrix orI), sowewillalso om it this factor.

2. DW response function

T he intraband response fiinctions w rite then

adp_ ¥
Osite ( Zke0i0) = E,‘Z—Rp;o Lpo ot R o Lo ko
adp | Keoa
Opona ( 2k0;0) = _ 2—sm(ap)e —~££0
L
(RZ;O Lp;0°+Rg+kf; Lp k £ o)
and
2 di
adp
Osite ( 2k ;0) = Z_RZ K £30 Lp+kf;0 o+ Rg; Lp;
v
adp |, ke a
Opona ( 2k ;0)= _ 2—sm(ap)e ke
L
y .
p k £i0 Lp+kf;0 °+Rg; Lp; o)

T he interband response finction w rites

Ose( ko X ip)= _ 2—R§;O L,, «+RY L
2 adp _krotks
Obona ( ko k ;E): 2
. k¢
@b SENRYL Lot RL o Tp s,

T he above response function are intrachain ones. The
way we have w ritten them one just needs to add a m inus
sign before the st (or second) tem of all intrachain
operators, to cbtain all interchain ones.

4., RENORMALIZATION GROUP EQUATION S
a. Choice ofthe RG schem e

W e have use_dI tl’_l? E)_ne Particle Trreducible ©OPI)

scheme Ref. R6, 33, 34)), to calulate all diagram s,

In a onedoop expansion. W e use the ow param eter
o€ .W edo not renom alize v¢ norkeg or ke

b. ky dependent equations
1. kg dependence of the couplings

In this system , the interband backward scattering g
plys a particular role. D ue to m om entum conservation,

0) =



it isnot possible to put all its argum ents onto the Ferm i
points. T his Indicates that g, isnot a low energy process.
However, it intervenes in the renom alization of low en-—
ergy processes. For Instance, In the renomm alization of
Jdor Cgi? gives a contribution containing a gy,g scattering,
wih a factor e T his contribution is exponen-—
tially suppressed, as ve kg = 2t . It can thus
be neglected as soon as ve k ¢ is of the order or bigger
than the mnidalbandwidth 2 . On the other hand, as
show n by Fabrizio t_l-g:], the g, processhas to be taken into
account ifve k ¢ ismuch snallerthan 4.

T hereupon, In order to calculate the renom alization
of gy properly, couplings gy, g¢ Or g W ith speci c ki

dgo
Q-

dependence are needed. For instance,
diagram :

gives a P ederls

Including coupling gy keo; keo+ 2k £; keot+ 2k £ikeo), WIh
argum ents that rem ain separated from the Fermm ipoints,
even nthelmi ! 0,lktuswrieitgy;. Thiscoupling
separates from coupling gy keo; kroi kroikeo), Wih allar—
gum ents at the Fem i points, which we will write gyo;
therefore k, dependence isin uential. T hiscan be proved
by com paring their renom alization, in the C ooper chan—
nel. For Instance, dgo‘o gives, In the Cooper channel, a
tem proportionalto g2+ g? w ith a constant factor, w hich
ispresent alltheway down to ! 0. On the contrary,

‘ﬁ—"} gives, In the Cooper channel, a term wih a fac-
tor 50— f2j>1+P2j = T the renom alization of gp;

In the Cooper channel is thus exponentially suppressed,
when ! 0 (or gy, the total Incom ing m om entum  is
P+ P, = 0).

W e have proved that di erent gy couplings separate
during the ow, so the ky dependence is hence capabl
to have an e ect during the ow, when i is taken into
acoount. T hisgeneralizes for gs , g- and even g, couplings.

A1l this di ers com pktely from the onedim ensional
case, w here the renom alization of the coupling w ih all
m om enta on the Fem ipoints is only govemed by pro-—
cesseswith momenta ke e which always 2llon the
Fem ipointswhen ! 0. In our case, it isnot possble
to apply the sam e argum ent as soon ast; 0. Indeed,
we will see, In the Pollow ing, that one gets di erent re—
suls, degpending on whether we take the k;, dependence
of the couplings into account or not.

The k; dependence can be observed, when is large
(@nd til > v¢ k ¢£), by the separation of the di erent
scattering couplings gy, geo and gyo . O n the contrary, if
oneputs g, = 0 at ‘= 0, this dependence is suppressed,
and the system becom espurely one-din ensionalfor an all
values oft; (In that case, g, rem ains 0 orall and the

RG equations sin plify drastically, although they dier
from the one-din ension case).

2. ki representation of the couplings g

In order to w rite explicit k, -dependent RG equations,
one needs to de ne a consistent and detailed ki represen-—
tation of the couplingsg.

Let us rst note that G @ 1;P,;P;P) corresponds
to RY@1)LY@2)L PJR BY), where P; are the abso-
ute momenta In the k direction. W e then de ne the
relative momenta p; = P31 k,,p2 = Po+ ke,,
Ps = P3+ ke, and ps = Py ke ,, and write, corre-
spondingly, g (1 ;02;P;P)) . W e also introduce variables
c=ptp=p+p+dl=p H=p ptd
andp=p1 gB=p p+d whered= 2k; Pr
g, d= 2 k ¢ Prg, ,and d is zero otherw ise, and then
w rite, correspondingly, g (c; Lp) (@ is in plicit).

At the beginning of this section, we have
found i a diagram a particular ooupling
%(g;Zkf;O;Zkf + E)- W hen ! 0,
we get g9 (0;2 k £;0;2 k ¢) which also writes
@ ks; 2ke;0) In (c;Lp) notation). Note that
som e argum ents are shiffed by 2 k¢, com pared to the
coupling gy (0;0;0;0) wih all momenta on the Fem i
points.

This could be easily generalized for all couplings g.
So, In order to get a reasonable number of couplings,
we have done the follow ing approxin ation : all tem s

el n all djaﬁ]ram Sy ?re replaced by their 2 k ¢ part

(le. by 2 k¢ TR e ! where [x] is the biggest inte-
ger x). Then, it follow s that we only get couplings
g1ip2iP3iP)) (or g(c;Lip)), where all variables p; (or
c;Lp) aremultiplesof2 k ¢.

3. Kky representation of the couplings z

A 1l the preceding procedure generalizes to the cou-
plings z aswell

W e rst ntroduce a (k;c;p) representation, sin ilarly,
wih c= p1+ P2, P= P2, B and k = p;, where p;
and p; arede ned on F ig. l% and w rite, correspondingly,
z5¢ (k) or zP" (o;k).

Then, we apply the sam e approxin ation in order to
get couplings, where all variables (k;c;p) are multiples
of2 k £ .

T he sam e conclusion applies to these couplings, prov—
ing that their k, dependence is also in uential.

4. RG equations

calculate the RG ow of the
9 (0;0;0;0),

Finally, we
separated follow ing couplings



g ( 2ke;0;0; 2ke), g0;2k£;0;2k
aswellasz(0;0), z@2 k ¢;0), etc.

The exact RG_ equations, including allk com ponents,
are given In 'B_e_l, for the g(c;Lp), and in .B b for the
z5€ (c;k) and 2PV @o;k

In order not to solve an in nie num ber of equations,
w e have reduced the e ective bandw idth ofthe renom al-
ized couplingsto 4ny 5x k £, where n, 5x isan integer, by
progcting allm om enta lying out of the pem itted band,
back into i, according to a speci ¢ truncation procedure
that w ill be explained after.

W e have perform ed our calculationsw ith ny . = 2, 3
or4, and the resutsrapidly convergeasn,, 1x is Increased.

f)l etc.

5. Susoeptibility equations

To each Instability corresoonds a susosptibility. W e
willwrite 5¢0) the di erent SC onesand P" the dif-
ferent SDW orCDW ones.

T he susceptibilities have no k;, dependence. H ow ever,
couplings z w ith di erentky variablesappear in theirRG
equations, which we give in !B a.

R eferring to the transverse com ponent of the interac—
tion vectors, we will write (0) the instabilities corre—
sponding to intraband processes, and (;) those corre-
soonding to interband ones.

W e use several sym m etries, to reduce the number of
couplings. Because of the k, dependence, it is not as
easy to apply them as in ordinary cases. W e give here
som e indications, which are com pleted in appendix.

c. Sym m etries
1. O rdinary symm etries

W e apply C the conjugation symmetry € : r !
rp! e; ! ), A the (antisym m etrical) exchange
between incom ing particles, A° the exchange between
outgoing particles, P the spaceparity @ :r! rp!

P; ! ) and S the spin rotation (S : ! ). We
w ill also use py, py (the m irror symm etries in the k and
? directions), f; and f,. Notethat P = pypy -

Hen Eq. @) and Hiye Eq. @) satisy all these
sym m et:aes, w hereas SC JnstabJJJtJes, govemed by H s¢
Eqg. (-3.)), are not nvariant under S orC , which allowsa
naturalclassi cation of the states, and DW iInstabilities,
govemed by Hpy Eq. (:ff)), do satisfy CS,AS oraf,
butnot C,A,A%norS symm etries.

A 11 the relations satis ed by G or Z couplings are de—
tailed in :_é_-a_:. From what precedes, one w ill not be sur-
prised that those for G couplings are sin pler and less
sophisticated than those for Z ones.

Relhtions of couplings g W e are not interested here
In the sym m etries that relate, for instance, a LRLR cou—
pling to a RLLR one. Instead, we only keep RLLR cou—
plingsand deduce allthe sym m etries that keep this order.

W e then apply them to every coupling g,, g , etc.,
and nd, altogether, exactly two Independent relations
for each one, which write, in (c;1;p) notation,

9
gilchp) = gi( clLp) i= 0; ;t0;t =
& GLp) = %ol cLp) . G
b GLp) = gGol 1l 2kejp 2 ke) !

9
gilchp) = gilc; Lp) i= 0; ;£0;f =
9 ©Lp) = gol Lp) . G2)
F% CLp) = golc 2kg; Lp 2ke)!

O ne observes that G -1 relates g9 to ¢ and gy to
9 , while G2 relates g9 to g and gy tO g . The
com bination of G -1 and G 2 thus relates ¢ to ¢ and
Geo tOo G -

Relhtions of couplings z W e sin ilarly deduce all sym —
m etries that keep the LR order; we apply them to every
coupling zp, z , etc., and nd only one relation for each

one, which writes, In (k;c;p) notation,
9
z5¢ (k) = zE°( ¢k  © =0; 3
sc _ .5C =
zyy ©k) = z2- ( gk ©
¢ k) = 2°( ok o) s #se
SC k) =  2°( gk 0o !
w here reads+ for = sor = py and for = gor

= f,. Note that z5¢ or s°¢
condensates, while z3¢ or s°¢
ones.

correspond to intraband
corresoond to interband

2% ©; p o = 0;
2" ;i p ©

ZDW (p;k)
ZD W (P;k)

ZzDbw 1)
w here reads + forbond order-
ing.

O ne observes that Z-1 relates z, to z

for site ordering and

2. Supplkm entary symm etry

A swealready noted, ordinary sym m etriesdo not relate
go tog ,norzy to z . However, since we choose identical
bare values at ' = 0, and since the RG equations are
symm etrical, we observe an e ective sym m etry between
these couplings : we will show here that this does not
occur by chance, but that it follow s a speci ¢ sym m etry
C', which only applies to the ladder system .

C isa kind of conjugation : it generalizes the electron—
hole sym m etry as follow s.

Let us 1rst consider the case of a single band one-
din ensional system ; we nd an electron-hole symm etry,
descrbed n Fig.§ ().



ke p

Figure 5: Sym m etry around theFem ipoints : (@) in a 1-band
system ; () In a 2-band system

ForR particles, it conjigates an electron w ith m om en—
tum ks + p and a hole with m om entum k¢ p. In the
mom entum space, it is a symm etry around k¢ . O ne can
writeC p = 7 _andC f= , p.ForL particks,
the sam e relation applies if one sim ply changes k¢ Into

k.

Let usnow retum to the two-band system . This sym —
m etry generalizes by tuming the m om enta around the
isobarycenter of the Fermm ipoints, as shown In k space in
Fjg.‘_d ). For R particlkes, kso + k¢ )=2 points to the

isobarycenter and you now get C' = ., etc.

In the two-dim ensional representation, C'-sym m etry is
a point symm etry around ( k”gkf i), @s shown on
FJgu_Z (the sign depends on whether  isa R orL mo—
mentum ).

A ctually, there is an altemative symm etry, which we
write € , which alsom apstheband k, = 0 onto the band

: it is a translation by the vector ( (& kol)ig)ras
shown on Fjg.-'_i . Som e of the bare couplings satisfy this
€ symmetry Qo,%,Gts20 Orz ), but somedon’t Gy, z+ ,
z ). Since Interactions are m ixing all couplings as soon
asthe ow param eter ‘> 0, the renom alized couplings
w il break the € symm etry. T herefore, we can’t use i.

O n the contrary, one veri esthat H cin, H int, Hsc and
Hpy are nvariant under C'. The induced relations sat-
is ed by G or Z couplings are detailed in IC b.

In fact, C and € weakly correspond to thed,2 2 sym —
m etry In two din ensions.

Supplkm entary relation of couplings g It is straight-
forward that C' keeps the RLLR orderwhen one applies
it to any coupling gi; so we nd a new relation for each
one, which writes, in (c;;p) notation,

g @LP) = ®( G L P
& ©Lp) = &*o( ¢ 1L p) G=3)
9% ©Lp) = go( & L pr
% ©Lp) = 9ol ¢ L p)

Oneveri esthatgy and g arerelated; in fact, G 3 relates
all O-couplingsto -couplings.

Supplkm entary relation of couplings z Sim ilarly, C
keeps LR order when we apply i to any coupling z;;
so we nd a new relation for each one, which writes, in
(k;c;p) notations,

z°¢ (cik) =

25¢ (c;k) = Z-8C=2)

|
Ny
Q
Q
z

w here reads+ for = sor = py and for = d;g
or = f.;f,.

2" ©ik) = %" ( pi k)

27 k) = 2V (b k ern

where reads+ for site ordering and for bond order-
ing.

A gain, one veri es that zp and z are related @swell
asz, and z ).

d. Truncation

U nderstanding sym m etry relations does not only help
us to reduce drastically the num ber of couplings, it isalso
an essentialtoolto m ake a proper truncation procedure,
aswe w illexplain now .

1. Tripltnotation

Let us rst introduce a usefilnotation for the k, de-
pendence.

W e have already de ned the relativem om entum repre—
sentation g (o1 ;p2;P);p)), aswellasthe g (c; 1;p) notation,
and explained how to keep only couplings, the argum ents
ofwhich areallmuliplesof2 k . W e will focus on the
(c;Lp) notation and write ¢ = 2n; k¢, 1= 2n; k¢,
p= 2n3 k ¢, with @i;ny;n3) 2 23,

In short, we can write g; (01 ;n2;n3) @@= 0;£0;t0;00),
where (ni;nz;n3) is called a triplet. M ind that, us-
Ing symmetry relations, two triplets (ni;n,;ns) and
0?;n9;n%) can represent the sam e coupling. O ne says
that these triplets belong to the sam e symm etry orbit
(or symm etry class). M ind also that the orbits are dif-
ferent for each coupling go, %o, Gro and Jeo -

Ttwould take too long to give an exhausted list ofthese
orbis. Let us just observe that (0;0;0)’s orbit has only
one elem ent (itself), exoept for gy, the orbitsofwhich we
detailed In appendix |C ¢.

2. Choice of the truncation procedure

O bviously, one needs only renom alize one coupling
per orbi. From the fundam ental rules, explained in
4b2, i Pllows that, even if one starts with only
9o (0;0;0);%0 (0;0;0) and gy (0;0;0), the RG equations
w il generate an in nite number of orbis. So, we will
only keep couplingswhich satisfy h;j max (ragiven
Nn ax )7 but even so, n the RG equations of som e orbis
Intervene couplings, w th argum ents lying outside of the
pem itted band (ie. the distance of the corresponding
mom entum to the Fermm i point exceeds 2np,ax k £). In
order to get a consistent closed set of di erential equa—
tions, one needs to put these extra couplings back, inside
the set of allowed couplings.



Forinstance, In agihe thatn, 1x = 2,and thatg(3;2;2)
coupling intervenes in a RG equation. O ne cannot, un—
fortunately, ust map 3;2;2) T (2;2;2), because these
triplets do not belong to the sam e sym m etry orbit. ITn do—
ng so, onewould get a very poorky, dependence; we have
actually proved, in the case ofa (p1;p2 ;pg) representa-—
tion, that all orbits of gy except (0;0;0) would collapse
Into one single orbit.

T herefore, the truncation procedure m ust be com pati-
ble w ith all the sym m etries of the system . W e have used
the (c;1;p) notation, which is very convenient. O ne can
check that all the symm etries conserve c+ 1+ p m odulo
4k ¢.Thisexplanswhyn; 7 n; 1 can’t be com pati-
ble w ith the symm etries. On the contrary,n; 7 n; 2 is
com pltely com patble, ie. it m aps a triplet onto on an
already de ned orbit; hence we have used this m apping
for the extra couplings.

W ith n, .x = 2, oreach couplinggwe nd 63 di erent
couplings', which separate into 23 orbits having 1, 2 or
4 elem ents), except for the g, couplings. For these, the
enum eration ism ore :cedjous, we eventually nd 8 orbits
(0f4 elem ents, see!C ¢). Thereare altogether3 23+ 8=
77 di erent orbits; if we Include the spin separation, we
thus need to calculate 154 coupled di erential equations.
Npax = 3 gives 390, while ny ;x = 4 gives 806.

e. D ivergences of the susceptibilities

In the range of values for U that we have investigated,
the RG ow isalwaysdiverging.

W hen the initial interaction H am ittonian H i+ ispurely
Iocal, ie. when the interchain scattering are discarded
Cpack = Cwxnr = 0), the interband SDW susceptibility

2" (g) is aWways divergent. In the superconducting
phase, the SC singlkt d susceptbility €@ (o) is also
divergent, at the same critical scale . = ge°. A
third susceptbility 2% (0) increases and reaches a high
plateau (see Fjg.:_é) . A In ost all other susceptibilities re—
m ain negligble.

S
lghat are f(i;j;k);i,‘;;};'k= 2;0;2g f£( 1; 1;i);i= 2;0;2g
£( ;4 1);i= 2;0;29 £@ 1; 1);i= 2;0529
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Figure 6: Flow of the susceptbilities 5¢@ and " (intra

or interband), at U = 1 and 2t = ¢ = 194 : (@) usualRG

procedure; () including ky dependence. You observe that
DwW

s = (0) does not diverge but only reaches a plateau.

W hen the parameters Cp,x Or Cgy are increased,
both 2% (5)and 5¢@ decrease; they are progressively
replaced by the divergence of the CDW suscegptibility

e" (z),and, in the case of backward scattering, of the

triplet SC susceptbility ¢ ) ().

One nds at most four divergent susceptibilities
(590, 2" ), €90 and 7 (3)) atatime.

Since the RG  ow is diverging, we cannot fiirther cal-
culate the renom alized couplings. To deduce a phase
diagram , wemust nd out which m echanian dom inates;
we used two di erent criteria : according to the rst one,
we sin ply take the susoceptibility which reaches the high—
est value j jat .; according to the second one, we take
the susceptibility which has the highest slope.

T hese two criteria bring non equal results. A lthough
the rst one is a poorer criterion, is conclisions rem ain
stable when either the precision or ny ,x are changed.
T he second is how ever preferred, as we w ill see its con—
clusion are physically consistent, contrary to the rstone.

5. PHASE DIAGRAM W ITH INITIALLY
LOCAL INTERACTIONS

Let us rst discuss the case of niially local interac-
tions Cpack = Crr = 0, no interchain scattering). O £
course, we can only xe H i at Y= 0, and the ow will
develop non local interactions.

a. Results

W e begin w ith the phase diagram obtained when the
k. dependence is neglected.
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Figure 7: Flow ofthe couplings g1 and &, at :

1. Phase diagram with no k; dependence

In the region of the phase diagram that we have in—
vestigated (0 U  2), the SC susceptbiliy 3¢ @ ()
is always divergent, as well as the SDW susceptibility

2" () (seeFig.i).

A coording to the slope criterion, (0) @waysdom —
nates. W e Induce that this region is superconducting
(this is consistent w ith the conclusions of Fabrizio [13]),
and that the pairing is of sym m etry d; how ever, the pres-
ence of SDW instabilities, developing in the sam e region,
m akes a detailed determ ination ofthisphase very uneasy
and beyond the possibilities of ourapproach. W ew illcall
i SC phase.

SC (d)
S

2. Phase diagram with k; dependence

SC phase W hen t; is lhrge, we nd sim ilar resuls.
For instance, wih U = 1, there is no signi cant di er-
ences for 2t, = 1:94 (see Fjg.-_é) .

SDW phase On the contrary, the superconducting
susceptbility is alm ost suppressed when t; is small
enough. For U = 1 and 2t = o = 0016, 5¢@ () is
5 orders of m agnitude sm aller than 3" (3), at o, see
on anlg In this phase, the SDW ’s instability develops
s0 rapidly that it overw heln s all other processes. This
Indicates ndeed a pure SDW phase.
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2t; = o = 0:01l6.

Flow of some susceptbilities, at U =
5¢ @ () is aln ost suppressed at .

Hence, this result diers drastically from those ob-—
tained when the k, dependence is neglected.

M oreover, we observe a transition between the SDW
phase and the SC one, at a criticalparametert; . U ).

C ritical behavior W e characterize this transition by
di erent ways.

F irst of all, the behaviour of the renom alized two—
particle couplings change very rapidly, at t c U ): as t
decreases, To1 ( <)Jjand oz ( <) Jjshrink suddenly, then,
after a little interval, go1 ( <) and gy, ( <) becom e pos-
tive (@nd even > U, see on Fig. :_7.). W e also observe
changes, though less signi cant, for the other couplings
g (for Instance, ro1 ( <) jdecreasesand g ( ) becom es
negative when t; increases).

M oreover, we observe (on Fjg.:_eji) a m arked site/bond
separation of the SDW susoeptbiliy, at t, . U). The
site and bond SDW susceptbilities are degenerate for
) 5.U) (inh the SDW phase), which is consistent
w ith the fact they should be equalat t; = 0 Wwhere the
system is purely one-dim ensional, see Ref. [_3-51), while
they sn oothly separate after the transition. The same
site/bond separation occurs for the CDW  susceptibility.
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Transition region The behaviour of m ost of the pa—
ram eters that we have exam ined indicates the sam e crit—
icalvalie t; . U ), which we have determm ined exactly, us—
Ing the slope criterion.

However,j 5¢ @ (0)3< 3 3" (z)jhodsuntilt, reaches
a value t; o, U); this second critical value, which cor-
resoonds to the height criterion, is con m ed by m nor
m odi cations of behaviour, which occur in the interval
L.U) < 6 B U) and are very smooth (for in—
stance, g1 ( ) and gy ( ) cross) .

T he num erical determ ination oft; o, U ) isvery stable
(seeF Jg,'lO), and the com plte behaviour, from the SDW
phase to the SC phase, is clear on Fig. d which shows
the absolute values of the susceptibilities at ..

Thergion b . U) < & % 2 (U ) is called transition
region, we believe it is a superconducting phase, where
SDW instabilities seem however to dom inate. The SDW
are precursor m anifestations of the pure SDW phase,
w hich is next to the transition region.

A s already stated, our results converge very rapidly
when the band w idth on which we profct the m om enta
is increased. The com plete phase diagram (or Cpack =
Car= 0) is shown on Fig. :10 orng .x = 2; 3 and 4.
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Figure 10: Phase diagram when the k;, dependence is in—
cluded.

M oreover, it ism ost Interesting to note that, contrary
to the pure SDW phase, the transition region can be de-
tected when the k, dependence is neglected (the value of
t o2 U) is owered). This can be seen, for instance, on
Fig. :_1-]_:, which corresponds to Fjg.-r_ﬂ w ith no k; depen-—
dence.
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Figure 11: Cuwes of @ ( o) and 3" ( ¢) versus 2t = o

when k; is neglected.

SC critical tem perature The critical energy . at
which SC susceptibility diverges gives an approxin ate
Indication of the SC critical tem perature. W e, give a
pt of = o versus 2t; = (; as seen on Fig. 12 ¢ is
roughly decreasing with t;, . The band gap param eter
t; is also Increasing with pressure; therefore, this be—
haviour is com patible w ith the experinm entaldata, which
show that T. is decreasing w ith pressure In quasione-
din ensional organic com pounds.
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b. D iscussion

A s already m entioned, as soon as the dependence ofky
is ncluded, we observe tw 0 separated phases, one purely
SDW , the other one a SC phase with com peting SDW
Instabilities.

On the other hand, or 1, ie. when the mnitial
bandw idth lies inside k¢ ;keol, the ki dependence has
no observable In uence on the susceptibilities.

In the SDW phase, our results prove the existence
of large antiferrom agnetic uctuations. W e believe that
these SDW Instabilities are not the signature ofa local-
ized antiferrom agnetic ground state, but ofantiferrom ag-
netic itinerant electrons, as it is lndeed observed in Bech—
gaard sals. A ctually, the ow isdriving towardsa xed
point, which doesnot seem to be the one-dim ensionalso—
lution : for instance, the renom alized couplings g; and
g, of the 1d solution are 0 and 1/2 and di er from the
valueswhich we obtain when the ow isdiverging, in the
SDW phase (seeFig.il @)).

W e induce that the spin-gap should disappear in this
SDW region, which is consistent wih what Park and
K ishine 3, 124] clain .

In the SC phase, the SC divergence is due to the
Cooper channel, whilke that of densiy waves is due to
the Pelerls one (see, in the case of a single band m odel,
Refs. t_B%‘, :_3§‘]). The appearance of d-wave supercon—
ductivity In ladder system s is well understood w ithin a
strong coupling scenario, where a spin gap lads to in—
terchain Cooper pairing. However, In our calculations,
we see that superconducting correlations are alw ays en—
hanced by SDW uctuations. Contrary to what Lee et
al. clain ed rstI:_3-7_:], there is an itinerant electron m ech—
anisn in this case, which is the weak coupling equiva-
lent of the localized electron mechanism in the strong
electron scenario. It was proposed by Em ery @Q‘], and is
essentially the soin analog of K ohn-Luttinger supercon—
ductivity. The m utual enhancem ent of the two channels
is also discussed in Refs. 33, 34l.
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As a consequence of this mutual enhancem ent, the
soin-gap should not appear w ith the rst appearance of
SC Instabilities, but for som ehow larger valies oft; .

M oreover, we observe that the SC pairing is a Q
0 mechanisn, while the SDW are excited by Q
@2k f;g) vectors. T his can be explained by the symm e~
try of each channel. The G reen function of the C ooper
channelgivesa factor1=( )+ ( k)) and ism Inin ized
wih thek 7 k symm etry, which correspondsto an in—
traband process. T he G reen fiinction ofthe P elerls chan—
nelgives a factor 1=( k)+ (+ Q)) and ism nim ized
wih thek 7T k+ Q symm etry, which corresponds to an
Interband process.

This can also be seen In the RG equations.
dIn z5¢ (0))=d" depends only on gy and g, whereas
dIn (z°¢ (5))=d"dependson gr and g, . Since g, processes
are depressed as soon as 2t, , O-condensate are fa-
vored. M oreover, this predom inance is stabilized by the
dg=d " equations, In which the C ooper term depends on
do, and by the dg,=d‘ equations, In which the Cooper
term dependson gt .

The same argument applies for DW  instabili-
ties. dIn(zP" (0))=d" depends on g; and g,, whereas
dIn@E”" (5))=d* depends on gr and g;. SO, -processes
are favored. A gain, this is stabilized by the dg=d " equa—
tions, n which the Peijerls term depends on gg, and by
the dg,=d " equations, in which the Peierls term depends
on g .

The critical tem perature, In the SC phases, is indi-
cated In Fig. 3. We chose U = 0:%6 in order to avoid
the SDW phase. The general trend is that of a quasi-
one-dim ensional systam ; the increasing curve, for an all
values oft; , can be related to transition e ect and to the
furthered In uence ofthe SDW uctuations.

6. PHASE DIAGRAM W ITH INITIAL
COULOMBIAN INTERCHAIN SCATTERING

a. Results
1. In uence of a kackward interchain scattering

Let us now study the e ect of a backward interchain
scattering. T his type of coupling has been nverstigated
by Bourbonnais et al f_2-€_i'] In the context of correlated
quastonde-din ensionalm etals, or which CDW correla—
tions are enhanced and triplet superconducting instabil-
ities can occur. W hen the param eter Cpaex is Increased,
the behaviour of the susceptibilities depends on the pa—
ram eters (& ;U0).

Appearance of tripket SC and CDW  Fort t5.0),
the SDW phase exists for Cpax an allenough. A s Cpack
is further increased, the SDW instabilities are replaced
by CDW ones. The transition is an ooth, and there is a
narrow region whereboth SDW andCDW coexist (region

3 in Fjg.:_lé). W e show a 2t; = o = 001 section of the
susceptbilities at . on Fjg.:_l-Z_%.
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Figure 13: Curves ofthe ( () versusCrack,atU = land a) 2tb = o= 001;b) 2t = (= 0:1.
For t 5c.U), the SC phase wih SC singlt d W hen Cpack is large enough, the triplet SC m odes are

and SDW instabilities) exists or Chix am allenough. As
Cpack s further increased, the singlet SC m odes are re—
placed by triplet ones, while SDW are replaced by CDW .
Singlet and triplet SC appear to be antagonistic, and the
transition is very pronounced; in the coexistence line be—
tween them , one also nds SDW and CDW divergences
(see Fjg.:_Ifl). On the contrary, the transition between
SDW and CDW is very smooth, although the coexis—
tence region is still narrow (region 2 in Fjg.:_l-é). We

show a 2t; = o = 0: section ofthe susceptbilitiesat .
=1
on Fig.,13.
10°
-X3%%o)
W ge o e
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Figure 14: Flow of the susceptibilities for 2t; = ¢ = 0:32 and
Cpack = 0:18.

T he triplet SC condensate has f; symm etry. T he cor-
resoonding susceptbility ism ostly divergent In a region
ofcoexistencew ith SDW andCDW (region 2 InF jg.:}-g),
but it isalso divergent in a region of coexistencew ith only
CDW (egion 1 i Fig.[16).

suppressed, and the region is a pure CDW phase. W e
show a section of the susceptibilities at ., r Cpack =
02 and Cpak = 0:3, on Fjg.:_llj', which clearly indicates
the dom ain of existence of the triplet SC .

Site/bond separation A swe have already observed it,
In thecase 0fCpack = Cor = 0, Oram allvaluesoft; , site
and bond SDW susceptibilities are degenerate, aswellas
site and bond CDW ones.

T his generalizes for all values of Cpae - T he site/bond
separation line is an increasing function t; g Cpack) Of
Cpack r Shown on Fjg.:_l_é; For am allvalues of U, this line
crossesthe SC dom ain, but orU = 1 i isalready discon-—
nected from the SC frontier @lthough i rem ains close to
i).
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Figure 16: Phase diagram for U = 1. The shaded area indi-
cates the divergence of the triplet susceptibility. T he dashed
line separates site/bond degenerated states (below) and non
degenerated ones (above). O ther lines and dom ains are ex—
plained in the legend or in the text.

2. In uence of a orward interchain scattering

T he phase diagram when C g, is included is very rich,
and beyond the scope of this article.

W ewould like to em phasize only the fact that allSC jI_l—
stabilities are suppressed when C g, is increased. FJgE]'
gives a typical ow of the susceptbilities, wih a large
Ceor-
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Figure 17: F low ofthe susceptibilities, t; = 0:02 and : Cgpr =
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b. D iscussion

Let us analyze these behaviors, which llow simple
trends.

The CDW instabilities are enhanced when g- is in-
creased, whereas SDW ones are enhanced when gs is in—
creased (this can be veried In the corresponding RG
equations of B b). Sin ilarly, singlet SC instabilities are
enhanced when gs is Increased, whereas triplt ones are
enhanced when g is increased.

So, an Increase 0fCyp, e In plies an increase ofthe real
space coupling g; , and thus, from Eq. 615), it avorsCDW
Instabilitiesagainst SDW ones, and from Eq. (:_4), it favors
triplet SC instabilities and depresses singlet SC ones.

Sin ilarly, an increase of C 5 In plies an increase ofthe



real space coupling g,, and thus, from Eqg. (id), i favors
CDW and SDW Instabilities, and from Eq. '_), it de-
presses SC ones.

O foourse, we exam Ine here the In uence ofparam eters
Cpack and Cpaex on the bare couplings. However, we
believe that the ow could not just sin ply reverse this
In uence, even ifthe renom alized values ofthe couplings
diera ot from their bare values. M oreover, one veri es
that these conclusions exactly correspond to the cbserved
behaviour.

T he density wave Interactions are on site, w hereas the
SC pairing are intersite (except for singlet s one), sowe
believe that the DW instabilities appear rst, and then
enhance the SC ones. This is not true ofthe DW bond
correlations, but we cbserved no divergences of these
ones, and we have not studied any other sophisticated
Intersite DW excitation response.

From thispoint ofview, the factthat DW processes
are favored, as we already discussed before, Inplies a
dephasing between both chains of the ladder. The
dephasing of the SDW thus ts perfectly singlet d con-—
densate (which consists in a pairing of two electrons on
a rung, with opposie spins, see Fjg.:_S: ®©)). This ac—
counts nicely for the appearance of singlet SC instability,

induced by SDW one.

In the sam etrend ofideas, the dephasingoftheCDW

ts triplet £y condensate (which consists in a pairing of
tw o electrons on each chain, one stepped by uniy from
the other, see F jg.:_4 (@)) and acocounts for the appearance
of triplet SC Instability, induced by CDW one.

O n the contrary, the triplet p, condensate consists in
two follow Ing electrons on one chain (see Fjg.:ff ©)), this
pairing is not enhanced by CDW Instabilities; in fact, i
is the analog of singlt s condensate, which is not either
enhanced by SDW instabilities, and is therefore disad—
vantaged, com pared to d pairing.

A scan be observed on F jg.:_4, triplet £, condensate are
not incom patblew ith CDW .For instance, one could eas—
ily gure out a succession of condensate, w ith altemate
spins, Inducing back a globalm odulation ofthe chains. A
sin ilar scenario is not possible w ith triplet p condensate.

O ne should be aware that the symm etry classi cation
we have used is very speci c of the ladder system , and
could not be extended to an in nite num ber of chains.
The di erence between p and £ condensate is very sub—
tle and the situation could reveal quite di erent in the
general quasi-one-din ensional system s.

7. CONCLUSION

W e have investigated the phase diagram of a lad-
der system , in the Hubbard m odel, with an interchain
coupling t; , using functional RG method, in the OPI
schem e. W e have Introduced an original param eteriza—
tion of the k, dependence, and obtained rather new re—
sults, In particular, we have proved the existence of a
new phasew ih only SDW uctuations, for sm allenough
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values oft; . From the divergences of the scattering cou—
plings, we induce that this phase is di erent from the
one-din ensional solution . H ow ever, for very sm allvalues
oft, & < (10 *),we nd the usualonedin ensional
behaviour.

O ur results altogether prove that the ki, dependence
is In portant and must be taken into account in such a
ladder system . The fact that this variables becom e in—

uential in a Jadder does not m ean that the correspond-
Ing couplings g@2 k ¢; 2 k¢;0), etc,, are relevant. In
fact, if the cuto ! 0, these couplings are left out of
the Integrated band, so they could only bem argjnal@-é].
However, the divergence takes place at ., which is of
the order of k ¢, and this explains why these couplings,
which are shiffed by 2 k¢ from the Fem ipoints, have
anon trivialbehaviourand have to be taken into acoount.
M oreover, as already explained in #b 1, during the ow,
these couplings In uence those, w th allm om enta at the
Fem ipoints,until = 2 k ¢. Thisin uence is still sen—
sitive, when the divergence takes place. This explains
why we could distinguish a new phase, which hasnot yet
been observed by usualm ethods.

W hen t; isvery large, however (for instance, t; 0)rs
the ow ocontinues up to ve k ¢ (othemw ise, the
Integrated band would not vary m uch and the renom al-
ized couplingsneitherdi erm uch from theirbarevalies),
and the above argum ent applies, proving that couplings
g@ ke; 2 ke;0), etc, are m arginal or irrelevant. In
that case, ki are not iIn uential, and our results coincide
Indeed w ith form er calculations.

W e have also given a detailed classi cation of the re—
sponse function, which provides a convenient tool for the
determ nation of order param eters and of related suscep—
tibilities, corresponding to di erent instability processes.

W e are proceeding now to a com plete study ofthe long
range correlations, and in particular, of the uniform sus—
ceptibility. This task however proves quite di cult, be—
cause of the k; dependence, which has to be carefully
taken Into account. W e expect that the spin-gap w ill In—
deed disappear n the SDW phase we have brought to
evidence.

W e have also nvestigated the in uence of interchain
scattering, and showed that a backward interchain scat-
tering can raise triplet superconductivity, a resulst con—
sistent w ith the conclusions of a previous work by B our-
bonnaisetal. {_2-§, :_3-(_)'] on correlated quastone-dim ensional
metals. The appearance of triplkt SC In a ladder
is a very exciting and prom ising result, since various
authors[fl(_i, :fl]_;] clain to have fund experim ental evi-
dence of these Instabilities. Even the narrowness of the
triplet SC existence region seem sto t the experim ental
data, which report high sensitivity of these uctuations
to som e key param eters. T hiswork gains to be com pared
w ith the previous work ofVam a et al,, who did sim ilar
Investigations [_412_5] .

W e would like to thank N .Dupuis, S. Haddad and B .
D oucot for fruitfiil discussions and advices. J.C . N ickel



w ishes to thank the Gottlieb D ain ler- und K arl Benz-
Stiftung for partial support.

A ppendix
A . Couplings
a. Twoparticke couplings

Here are the de nitions of the di erent couplings g,
from the tw o-particle param eterG, and the corresponding
diagram s.

o P1iP2iP3ip)) =

Gkeo+ P1; ko+ p2i ko+ Pyikeo + PY)
g ©1ip2ipyip)) =

Gke +pP1; k% +p2;i k +plike +p))
o o17P2iP35DY) =

Gkeo+ P17 k +p2i k + plikeo + DY)
F ©1ip2iPyip)) =

Gke +pi1;i ko+ p2i ko+ Poike + PY)
o P17P27P97PY) =

Gkeo+ P17 ko+ p2i k + poike + p)
9 (Er1ip2ipyipy) =

Gke +pi; k +p2i ko+ plikeo + PY)
Do (P1iP2iP5iP)) =

Gkeo+ P17 k + p2i kot Poike + PY)
% (1P2i09i0)) =

Gke +pi; kot p2i k + plikeo+ PY)

kgot Pl kfo*Pg kg *+pP1 ke *Pg
Jo 3‘3 g 3@

R, T .
kf0+p2 kaerl kf + P2 kf +Py
Keo+ P1 ke +p3J kg +pg keo+pd

o - P@ ¢ H P@

R, R
kg tp2 kego*tP] kgot P2 kg +pj
kgot Pl ke *Pg kg *+P1 kfo*Pg

Seo ¢ 3‘3 [o SR 3"3

T . R,
kgo* P2 ke +pPj kg +p2 keo* P]
keo*tP1 keo+pd kg +p1 ke +p9

Y0 R [ S R

P@ 0 0

kf + Py kf +Py kf0+p2 kaerl

Figure 18: Schem atic de nitions of the couplings g

T he relationsbetw een the di erent representations can
be und in Refs. P4] or §3]. Here, they reduce to :

= = 2
Js - <l 2 @) 9c - 92 a )
9 = d1 < Js = QR
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b. O ther couplings

Here are the de nitions of the di erent couplings z,
from the couplings to extemal elds Z.

W e om i the spin ndex nor the symm etry ndex ,
and use the notation explained further In appendix EC:Q
M ind that = s;d;g for = s (sihglt) and = p;f

for = t (twplt). The symmetry (s, dkz 2, gy Pxr Ix
or f,) applying to each one is detailed in the m ain text.

z5¢ (E1ip2iQ) =

25 ( ko + prikeo + P27 (@0);0)
z5¢ p1p259) =
z5¢ ( k + piike + p2i@0); )

z5¢ pr1ip2iq) =

Z°° ( k + piikeot+ P2i @ig)i0)
25 (1ip2iQ) =

2°5°( kot prike + P2 @g)i )
73" E1iP2;Q) =

z°" ( kot prikeot P2i @  2k0;0);0)
DW . . —
z (pllp2!q)—
z°" (ke +piike t2il@ 2k ;0); )
2" E1ip2iq) =
2% (k +tpikeot P2i@ ko k ig)i0)
DW . . —
z (pllp2!q)—
Z°" (Kot prike tP2il@ ko k oip)i)
keo* P2 ke *P2
z¢ . z5¢ . L
a a
@I kggt+pP1 @I ke +p1
keo* P2 kg +p2
z5¢ . L z5¢ . L
a a
@I kg +P1 @I keot+P1
keo* P2 ke *P2
2 LW .
a 2kgg q 2kg
kggt+ Pl @I ke +p1
kgo* P2 kg +p2
/A S— 22"
a kgo kg a kgo kg
kg +p1 kegot+P1

Figure 19: Schem atic de nitions of the couplings z

B. RG equations

W e give here the detailed RG equations.
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a. g couplings p, = 2 1 0 o0

Here are the RG equations for the couplings g, In
(c;1;p) representation.
T he spin dependence is given, for all tem s, by

= g C +P g

where C and P corresoond, respectively, to the C ooper see, Bor nstance, R efs. Ei,:‘li :54‘] Tn the BHliow ing equa—
and P e,H]S channels, and are given, In the g-ology repre- tions, alltwo rst term sare C ooperones, whereasalltwo
sentation, by

last temm s are Pelerls ones; so, we om it the spin depen—
dence, which is given by the above equations, for each

C, = termm . O ne gets

= O
= O

C2=

o
o

dgo
A Y

pd N

ey o (i (+ HH+ B2, (¢ EN+ ER)gp (5 (+ EDH+ R (+ F) L)
p . .

+ 0 Gl (1 EH+ R (v B ER)gr @ o+ Ehe 25 (+ ) 2)

P PJ 1 1 PJ 1 1
t8vaps S O (+ 0+ 55 (v B+ Sop)ap ((+ B+ 57 (v B Sp)

P ) . .
P+2 kg3 P+2 ke]
tTeriprzr 5 Sho ( (+ =50+ S2 kgi (¢ )+ Sk oep)

ciLp) =

P+2 kg3 P+ 2 kg3
G ( (+ —5—)+ S+ k¢ (¢ —5—5) S+t k gpr2k ¢)

deto
A}
Pd 1+ jc 3 1+ jc 3 1 1
e Go i (+ ZH+ 52 (+ B+ ER)Ggo b (+ B+ R (v B 5R)

P ) .
et 2 kg3 je+ 2 kg
T vy o Goo (i (+ —5—)+ B2 ki e —5—)F B ko)

ciLp) =

je+2 kg3

i+ 2 ke
G +2k ¢; (+ — )+ 5B+ k¢ (¢ —5—55)

2

p . .
t 57 ap3 o ( (+ ED+ o35 (¢ Bhe Ep)ao ((+ BN+ (¢ B Stp)
p . .
+ G (+ Bh+ St (+ Eh+tip)ee (¢ BhHh+ et (v B Sip)

dgio
N
pd » »
TraE ol (r Ehe i v ENe ER)ge b+ B R (r B R
P . .
oGl ¢+ PR (1 PR @ (r PR (¢ B 5R)
P . o o .
tEvaps Go ( (+ B+ (+ B+ g (+ B+ (v ) Sip)
P . .
+ G0 (+ B+ (v B ) ( (¢ B+ (+ B ip)

ciLp) =
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deo
Y ciLp) =
P . . .
EYES) o i (+ BN+ R4k o (¢ EDrEEr kg b (v Ee LR ko (+ B 2 k()
P ) ) )
e s G0l (r T BEs (r TS E)g (r2k o (¢ iRy (¢ 05 L2
P
tevipT Go ( (+ EH+ 22+ x o5 (+ BN+ o4k cp)eo ( (+ BN+ ke (¢ B =k cp)
P . . . )
2 k 2 k 2 k 2 k
t T ae Goo ( (+ 5 TNy erdy (p BIE RN eningyg (¢ B TEh e (¢ 2T REY) e dpioy )
b. 2z couplings Charge/Spin representation ( = C;S). Then, the spin
dependence sin ply w rites, or each one
Here are the RG equations for the couplings z, dz —gz
in (k;jc;p) representation. The z5¢ couplings should a

be wrtten in the singlet/triplet representation ( =
s;t), and the z°" couplings should be written in the  and will therefore be again om itted. O ne gets

sc
dzg k) = F i (+ e e x; (+ Ehre x)zSC (@ (¢ D+ )
a ’ 4+2%] 9 e 2 ’ 2 2 0 Ci
P . sc »
gl (¢ Ehes ok (+ Bhe s K)ZT e (¢ e 5)

dZSC
* (C'k): —_ ( ;o Xiyi e k. 4 Xiy, e k)ZSC( + Xy, e
R ’ 4+2%3 gro lei (+ F=)+ 5 ki (+ F)+ 3 y i« )+ 5
P . ) .
c+ 2 k c+ 2 k c+ 2 k
+m o (67 (+ %H% k ¢ k; (+ JTEJH% k ¢ k)Zsc ct2x ¢; (+ ERELS & > f])+§+ k £)
dzy " P y 3 DW
3 ©Eik)= 75357 S (+ Eerk (+ B Eoxp)zg i+ 2 e
Jb+2 kgJ D ) Jb+2 kgJ D DW ) P+2 kg D
+74+2p+2k = % ((+ =55+ B+ k s+k; (+ —5—°) B+ k¢ kjpr2k £)Z P+r2k ¢; (+ —5—5) 2 k ¢)
dz;™ F 3 3 DW ®
. — J J J
T ©ik) = 75553 gro ( (+ EH+Bax; (+ B 2 okp)z) "t o+ B E)
P DW
+ g ((+ BH+Brk; (¢ B B okxp)zt " o+ ) B)

HerearetheRG equations forthe susoeptibilities , w ith the sam e spin dependence asthe corresponding z couplings,
w hich is again om itted,

4 sc P P
0 _ C i 2 C i 2
T @= 25 @ (+ B+ 2P+ 25C @ o+ e 9)
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d EC _ P sC a3 2 P SC Jat 2 kg] 2
O @ 29 z7 o (+ EH+g) ITr29r 2k ;3 2 @2k 7 (+ ——)+ 2+ k ¢)
dd?‘w @ = 4+2j4jP 7" (@ (+ 2+ ) T+27 2k 3 PV (qrox ey (¢ 22 EE e k)2
dj‘w @= =75 ’ 2" (a (+ j;”>+ﬂ)2+P 2" (@ o+ e g)?
C. Symm etries and, nally, from parity P conservation, we get

a. Ordinary symm etries

Ifwe apply the conjugation symm etry C to the two—
particle coupling G, we get :
G®{iPiP2iP1) = G ( BYi P

P; By

ifwe apply A, weget :

Ge P2;P1;PPD) =

2G P1;P2;P;P) 3G P1;P2;P P
Gs P,;P1;P5PY) =

Ge P1;P2;PiPY) + 2Gs P1;P2;PPY) ;5

ifwe apply A% we get :

Ge P1;P,;P%5PY) =

2G P1;P2;PiPY) 3G P1;P2;PPY)
Gs P1;P2;PP)) =

Gec P1;P2;PiPY) + 2Gs P1;P2;P P YD) ;

z5¢ P2;P1; Qx;0)

)
2559 2P Quip Q2 ) =
Sc‘g’ch,Pl,(Qk,b Q:); ) =
z:°® ch,Pl,(Qk,b 0:); ) =
2:° O @R Qrig Q0)i ) =

Finally, i is interesting to note that Z5¢ (singlkt) and
z3¢ (triplet) change sign under S and are invariant under
C,whik Z25° and 2§° (oth triplkt) do the opposite.

For the DW Instability ooupling, we use
the same notation. Note that Q) wries

(i<} p t+ 2kf ) for intraband processes, and

@ p+t keot ke ) Por interband ones. Ifwe apply

CS,weget:

ZPW ( Pi; Py; (ke
zZP" P1;Py;(

QxiQ2);
2k + QxiQ-2);

):
) i

GP1;P2;PiP))=G( Py; Py; Py PD):

Note that AA? sinply gives G@®,;P1;PPJ)
G ®1;P2;P,iP)).

For the SC instability coupling, we w illw rite the two—
din ensional interaction vector Q Qx;Q-), and add
a discrete variable 0; , which indicates w hether the
R particle is on the O-band ( 0) orthe -band (

); this way, one can distinguish 00, 0- , -0 or
processes (use Fjg.'@: for help).

Ifweapply P, weget

z25¢( Pr; P QiQ2); )= 2C @1;P2; QiQ2); )

ifwe apply A or A? (note that in Hgc, the tem with
ncom ng m om enta P; and P, is conjigate to that w ith
outgoing m om enta P, and P,), we get

z5¢ P1;P2; Qy;0); ) = sit
2:°® ®17P2; QiQ7) )
7ZC (g)CE’l;Pz;(Qk;Q )' )
z;¢ ©x) B17B2; 010 )i )
YE‘C "®1iP2; Q02 ); ) 8

and ifwe apply AS, we get

ZP" P2;P1; (ke
2?7 P1iPoi

QiQ-2); )=
2k + Qy;iQ2); )

)=
) i

Z2°% @5;P1; keo + ke
2% @1;P2; ( ko

Oxiz Q)
k +Q0x;Q2);

w here reads + for site ordering, and forbond order-

ng.



b. Supplm entary symm etry

W hen we apply the specialsym m etry C to two-particle
couplings G, we get :

G kso + ks Pi;keo + ks Prjkso + ke
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PYikso+ ks P)) = G@1;P2;P;P))

W hen we apply the special symm etry C to SC Instabilities Zgc , we get :

%€ (ko k  Prikeot ke B Q0);i )= Z°U @1;P2; Qi0); )
2% (ko k  Pijkeot+ ke Prj Quip Q)i )= 2°0 ®1;P2; QxiQ2); )
w here reads+ for =5, =sorfor =t = pg,and for =s, =d;gorfor =1t = f,;f.
W hen we apply the specialsymm etry C to DW instabilities Zpy , we get @
z°" (ko ke Prjkso + ks Py; (ks Qi0); )= 2" P1;P2;( 2k 1+ Qx;0); )
z°" (ko Kk Prjkso + ks P ( ko k Qk;g Q)i )= 2" ®P1;P2;( ko k +QxiQ2); )

w here reads + for site ordering, and

for bond ordering.

C. Qo orbits

Here are the 8 rst orbits of the g,y coe cient, In (c; L;p) representation :

£©0;0; 2kg;0);0; 2ke;0);( 2ke;0;0);( 2ke; 2kg; 2 kg)garesym . equiv.
f( 4ke; 4ke; 2ke)i( 4ke;2k£;0);@Cke; 4ke;0);2ke;2ke; 2 ke)gdid.
£fO; 4ks;2k£);i0;2ke; 4ke)i( 2ke; 4keg; 4ke)i( 2ke;2ke;2ke)gid.
f( 4ke;0;2ke);i( 4dke; 2kg; 4ke);@k£;0; 4ke)i@ke; 2ke;2ke)gid.
£fO; 4ksg; 2ke);0;2k£;0);( 2ke; 4ke;0);( 2ke;2ke; 2ke)gid.
f( 4%k:;0; 2ke);( 4ke; 2ke;0)0;Qk£;0;0);,2ke; 2ke; 2ke)gid.
£©0;0;2k£);0; 2kg; 4ke)i( 2ke;0; 4ke);( 2kg; 2ke;2ke)gid.
f( 4ke; 4kei2ke);( 4ke;2ke; 4ke);@ke; 4ke; 4ke)i@Rke;2ke;2ke)gd.
X .
D . Fourier Transform Rp;0; keo+pi0) = i3 e —Prkeo)ia
i3
X (p+ ke )i
. 1a
C reation and annihiltion operators Ifonew rites Ei’j Rp; ; ke +pig) Joag e T
the creator of a particle of spin , located In real space i3
at position i 12 f1; ;Ng),on chain j (= 1), the

representation in the m om entum space w rites

X
( kgo+ pi0) ij
ij
X

Lips0; e —@ keo)ia

s P ke )ia
Lp; ; ( ke +pig) J ij e

ij

w ith the notations of the text.  stands for the ab—
solute m om entum representation, whilke L and R stand
for the relative m om entum representation. These rela—
tions are given for annihilation operators, one m ust take
the com plex conjigation to obtain those for the creation
operators.

T he reverse relations sin ply w rite, in tem s of the



operators,

Z

iy = iie‘alp( ®0; T e )i
but one can also express them in temm s ofthe L and R
operators. T hen, one can check that this transform ation
is the nverse of the st one.

E kctron-ekctron pair operator In real space, the SC
order param eters are the m ean value of the electron—
electron pair operator, which w rites

X 0
0 X)= X X0 0 ;X ) o :
XOO
Toeach Q = Q;Q> ) corresgoonds a Fourier com po—
nent
X . .
0 Q)= e?%0 ®)= e CO¥W:Io )
X ij

W e only keep the com ponants Q which lead to singu—
larities; as explained In them ain text, they are (0;0) and

( kf;g). So, using the short notation 0 for the st
and for the second, one gets
X
o )= 0O @iyl)+0 @i 1)
i
and
X

o ( )= _e* 0 @il) 0 @i 1)
jghere the main factor O (ai;1) O @i 1) =

g0 (1Y 45 ppo @@ DbE H=2) s the

0

m ixed representation of the pair operator{_4-§].
Eventually, the ;5 can be expressed in temm s of the
p , so that the com ponants w rite

= adp X X
0O Q)=
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where p = CP;B) and wewillalsouse Q = Qx;02).
Be careful that, for instance, with Q = (k ¢;¢) and
P= (P ko;0),and thus ,, = Ly, , the calcula—
tion of ¢ p; 0 isnot mmediate; onegets ¢ p; 0 =
(k ¢ p"'kfoi;);O:RZkf p;i i %

Wih ®;X %= ip j9,0ne ndszofp)= 1 (shgkt
O-condensate of s symmetry), and z () = (sin—
gkt -condensate of s symmetry). W ith (K;X 9 =
i 4; 30, 0one nds zo )= cos( ) (singlkt O-condensate
of d symmetry) and z () = _cos( ) (trplkt -
condensate of f, symmetry). W ih ®;Xx° =
410 1 4 3, one nds zo() = cos@P)cos( ) (sin-
glkt O-condensate of extended d symmetry), as well

as zo o) = _sih@P)cos( ) (riplkt O-condensate of
k ¢

f, symmetry), and z () = sh@@ =—)) cos( )
(s:inglket -condensate of g symmetry) or z (o) =

“f))cos( ) (trplkt -condensate of

f
_e— 2z oos@P

* extended f, symmetry). W ih

® ;X9 40 1 490, one nds zo () = cos@P)
(sihgkt O-condensate of extended s symmetry) or

Zo ) = _sih(@P) (tdplkt O-condensate of p symm e—
kfa

try), and z (o) = _e—Tf cos(@ @ sz)) (sin—

glet -condensate ofextended s symmetry) orz (o) =

e sn@P £ty

symm etry).

(triplet -condensate of p.

E kctron-hok pair operator It is almost the same,
w ith the product of a creation and an annihilation op-—
erators, be carefii], however, that, in reciprocal space,
one gets :
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