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W e explore, for the rst time, the e ect of double uctuations on both the diagonal and o —
diagonal selfenergy. W e use the T-M atrix equations below T., developed recently by the Zurich
group M H .Pedersen et al) for the local pair attraction H am iltonian. Here, we include as well the
e ect of uctuations on the order param eter (peyond the BC S solution) up to second order in U=t.
This is equivalent to approxin ating the e ective interaction by U In the o -diagonal selfenergy.
ForU=t= 60, T=t= 005, =t= 55 and =t= 15,we nd Pur peaksboth for the diagonal,
A (n(=l6; =16);!),and o diagonal, B (n ( =16; =16);! ), soectral functions. T hese peaks are not
sym m etric In pairs as previously found. In addition: (@) n A (n ( =16; =16);!), the far keft peak
has a vanishing sn allweight; (o) in B (n ( =16; =16);!) the far keft and far right peaks have very
an all weights. T he physical picture is, then, that the pair physics iIn the nom alphase (T > T.) is
still valid below T.. H owever, the condensation of the e-h pairs produces an additional gap around
the chem icalpotentialas in B C S, in other words, superconductivity opens a gap in the lowerbranch
of a H ubbard-type-I solution.

Pacs num bers: 7420+qg, 7410z, 7460w, 7472+

I. NTRODUCTION

H igh-tem perature superconductors display a wide range of behaviour atypical of the standard band-theory of
m etals. In the superconducting state these m aterials becom e extrem e type IT superconductors, w ith a short coherence
volum e, which one m ight take as an indication of bound pairs. These features Indicate that correlation e ects
m ight be In portant In understanding the physical nature of these m aterials. O ne of the sin plest m odels featuring
superconductivity and allow ing a system atic study of the e ect of electron correlations is the attractive H ubbard
m odel. A though thism odel is unlkely to be a m icroscopic m odel of high-tem perature superconductors, i is lkely
that understanding it w ill provide Insights into the e ect of correlations on m easurable properties. W e adopt the local
pairing potential n 2-D as a starting point to study the e ect of correlations (beyond a sinple BC S approach) due
to the fact that the H TSC m aterdals do not seem to be described by a mean eld approach, as it was recognized
by Randeria et al ]. Furthem ore, Puchkov, Basov and Tinusk W] pointed out that in the H TSC, the Fem i
surface isestinated tobe Er = 1 2 ev, which isnot much larger than the energies probed in Infrared experim ents
4 300mev). Such a ow Er ocould be a reason for violation of a quasiparticle description, ie., we do not have
wellkde ned elem entary excitations. T his fact m ay require the use ofthe localpotentialw ith correlations, and indeed,
the dam ping obtained from num ericalcalculations is com parable to the Fem ienergy, for an allelectron concentration.

In a previous work the e ect of electron correlations on som e nom alstate properties of the attractive H ubbard
m odelwas studied using a selftonsistent T -m atrix form alisn , going beyond sin ple m ean— eld treatm ents E]. twas
found that for intermm ediate coupling strengths the attractive interaction gives rise to Jarge m om entum bound states
w ith energies below the two-particle continuum and w ih a pronounced e ect on the spectral properties. Nam ely a
splitting of the free band into two, one of which is associated w ith virtualbound states. Furthem ore, a bending in
the static spin-susceptibility was observed for tem peratures just above the phase-transtion E].

In a Pollow Ing paper E], the group of Ruschlikon used the fiinctional derivative form alism E]. They derived the
T M atrix equations In the superconducting phase valid up to second order in the o -diagonal one-particle G reen
functions. Them ain feature ofthat com m unication was that the T -M atrix, appeared both in the diagonal ( rst order
In the T-M atrix) and o -diagonal (order param eter plus a second order contrbution in the T -M atrix) part of the
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selfenergy. T he authors ofR ef. E] In plem ented a low order approxin ation w ith full uctuations in the diagonalpart
of the selfenergy whilk using am ean eld approxin ation for the o -diagonalpart of the selfenergy, ie., equalto the
order param eter.

In this com m unication, we in plem ent a higher order approxin ation to the o -diagonal selfenergy by allow ing

uctuations in the orderparam eteralso, ie.,making T x;x% U ( X.W ekeep the millT M atrix in the diagonal

part of the selfenergy as in Ref. E]. T he goal of the present work is to study the stability of the physical picture
given in Ref. E], which can be sum m arized as the appareance of four peaks, sym m etric in pairs, both In A k;k;!) and
B (k;k;!). W e caution the reader that we are exploring the e ect of double uctuations by approxin atihg T (x;x°)
byU & £ in 15&;x% asa step orward in taking into account the fiull e ect of correlations. Tn Section [ we
present the m odel and the results ofRef. E].

In Section we keep the Iow order approxin ation taken in Ref. E] and in plem ent our second order approxin ation
In the o -diagonal selfenergy. Our im plem entation is perform ed w ith the fastFourier transform EFFT) and we
disscuss the physicalm eaning of our resuls. Section @ conclides.

II.THE MODEL AND THE TMATRIX EQUATIONS.

T he Hubbard H am iltonian is de ned as
X X X
H= t dep +U Nyrns n; 1)
< 119> 1 1

w here the q (@ ) are creation (@annihilation) operators forelectronsw ith spin . T he num ber-operator isn; éI‘ a
t is the hopping m atrix elem ent betw een nearest neighbours 1and 1% U is the onsite interaction and  is the chem ical
potential n the grand canonical ensemble. Here we consider an attractive interaction, U < 0. For a review of the
attractive Hubbard m odel see M icnas et al ﬂ]. P revious authors have used this m odel to study the bisn uthate
superconductors E].
By starting w ith the Nambu G reen function
D h iE
Guxo () T () 59 ; @)

w here m eans the tensor product and T m eans the tin e ordering of the two N am bu operators, where these are

de ned, at position x and Im agihary tine, ,by
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the authors ofRef. E] w rite the solution to D yson’s equation In k; ! -space as
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where !, 2n + 1)= are the fem jonic MPatsubaJ:a frequencies and = 1=( T) the inverse tem perature. The
d-dim ensionaldispersion isgiven by "x = 2t d=1 cosk a ) . isthe selfenergy m atrix E]and d is the lattice

din ension.
T hen, by using the fiinctional derivative techique @], the authors ofRef. E] get the selfenergies to second order n
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where T (x;y) In reciprocal space has the follow Ing fom

U
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and ", 2 n= are the bosonic M atsubara frequencies. This solution (see Eq. EE)) isvald for =W 1, where
W = 2dt is the bandwidth. Th Eq. (E) sum m ation over repeated indices is understood (space and in agihary tim e).
T he physicalm eaning ofEq. @) is the repeated scattering of tw o particles m any tin es, w ithout polarization of the
medium . This isequivalent to the T M atrix approxin ation which is valid for an all carrier concentrations. A nother
approxin ation involred in the derivation of Eq. @) is the condition that (T) << W . This is equivalent to a
perturbation expansion to second order in (T )=W . For a solution of the Egs. (ﬂﬂéﬂéﬂ one would also need to x
the chem icalpotential from the particle num ber using

X
(T; )= Im

1
v G (k;l'n)exp(l'n )i )
r o+ N

'nik

where is the electron concentration per soin and is de ned in the interval [0;1]. Thus, the set ofEgs. EHE ﬂ)
represents a set of non-linear selfconsistent equations w hich needs to be solved num erically.

W e note that an expansion of the nal equations, Egs. @), to rst order n U simply gives the welknown BCS
expressions. To second In U the resul is identical to that ofM art n-R odero and F lores ].

III.NUM ERICAL RESULTS

Before we disclose our approxin ation and present a num erical solution to i, we will discuss the approxin ation
made in Ref. E]. T he authors of this reference approxin ate the set ofEgs. @) n the ©llow ing form @E]

11 65x%) = G ;xT ®%x)
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which is equivalent to keeping full uctuations In the diagonal part of the selfenergy whik perform ing a mean eld
approxin ation in the o -diagonalselfenergy, 12 x;x%) = ®) x%.Remember uctuations enter through the
T M atrix, and this hasbeen set equalto zero In the o -diagonalselfenergy. T he idea behind the point of view taken
by these authors is that the e ect of correlations is m ainly present in the diagonal selfenergy, ie., correlations are
linear in the T -M atrix. In addition, the authors ofRef. E] took the pragm atic view oftaking one step at a tim e, ie.,
to study correlations in the sam e m anner as they were studied In the nom al state.

Here, we want to lnclude uctuations in the order param eter, or equivalently in the o -diagonal part of the self-
energy. For this, wemake T ;x% U (x 9 i the o -diagonal selfenergy while keeping the filll uctuations in
the diagonal selfenergy. T hen, our approxin ation is equivalent to the ©llow ng set of equations
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which are Iocal In real space where they can be easily evaluated num erically. T he G reens finctions are determ ined
selftonsistently using D yson’s equation w here the order param eter is used as Input (see below ). T he technicalaspects
of the num erical solution using the FF T -technique has been detailed in E]. W e consider that the set ofEqgs. )
contains double uctuations since we have fiilll uctuations in the diagonal part of the selfenergy and uctuations
In the o diagonal selfenergy. T he latter com e through the oneparticle G reen functions them selves which m ust be



calculated selfconsistently. T he reason that we pursue the present approxin ation is that we believe that including

uctuations in the o -diagonal selfenergy w illhave a strong in uence on the dynam ical properties. T he outcom e of
our num erical calculations vindicate this. A though the choice of T ;%% U & % 1 theo -diagonalselfenergy
does not fully take into account allthe uctuations, it keeps the num erical In plem entation under controlw ith present
tin e W orkstation facilities. W e leave to the future an im plem entation of the full T -M atrix contribution.

T he num erical sim ulations were perform ed in two din ensions D), for U=t = 60, = 55, = 15 and
T=t= 0:05. W e have =xed the order param eter and the cheam ical potential because com putationally is much easier
to nd one root rather than two. The selected value of =t= 15 forU=t= 60 is Inside the range of validiy ofthe
approxin ation and close to the num ericalvalie found in Ref. E]. Asisexplained n Ref. @] num erical convergence is
based on the fact that the diagonal selfenergy dependsneitheron nor . This assum ption is not longer valid here,
m aking the program m ore com plx. Because of these reasons, we have decided to x and and nd the carrier
concentration, . In addition, there ism ore than one solution for the equation ( ; )= const (seeFig. 8). Here one
m ust note that due to the M emm In-W agner theorem no phase-transition is expected In 2D system s w ith a continous
symm etry, and the form alisn em ployed is therefore too sinple to describe a K osterlitz-T houless phase-transition.
N onetheless, it is ocbserved that the form alisn does give a phasetransition, in agreem ent w ith the resuls above the
transition tem perature, w here the signaling of a divergence of the T -m atrix was cbserved.

In Figure 1, we present the diagonal oneparticle spectral fiinction, A ;! ), de ned by

1
Ak;!) — Im Im G k! + 1)) 12)
1o+
The value of the gap, =t = 135 is within the region of validity of the expansion, Egs. ((ﬂ,i.e., =W < 1,wih

W = 8t the bandwidth in 2D .W e observe three visble peaks, two sym m etric around the chem icalpotential, , and
the third is the the upper Hubbard branch. However, there is a fourth peak or ! < 0, which forn = 0 is around

! 38. The equivalent peak for ! > 0 is around +325. The peak at ! 38 has a vanishingly sm allweight
(see the inset gure). So, we conclude that the symm etric peak structure does not hold anym ore (at least for the
m ost extrem e peaks). Ifwe consider that the peak at ! 38 is ndeed sn allthen we are keft with e ectively three

peaks. These results are di erent from the ones obtained by the Zurich group [ﬂ]. T hen, the picture which em erges
from A (;!) is the appearence of three energy branches, a higher one which is already present in the nom alphase
and two lower ones which are sym m etric around the chem ical potential. T hese two superconducting low er branches
correspond to the lower energy branch of the nom al state. Now superconductivity ( € 0) opens up a gap in the

nom al lower energy branch. These two superconducting low branches are, then, due to the pairing of the electron
—hole pairs accross the chem ical potential, sin ilar to the BC S case. The only di erence w ith respect to the weak
coupling B CS) lm it is the appearence of the higher energy branch.

In Figure 2, we present the o -diagonaloneparticle spectral function, B ;! ), which is de ned as,

1
B k;!) - |hg Im G k;! +1)% 13)

From Figure 2 we see that this function has two symm etric and visbl peaks. In the inset we show a blow up of
the energy scale. W e observe two additional two peaks at ! +3:9; 44, orn = 0, which are not sym m etric and
their weights are am all. So that we argue that they can be neglected. F inally, there are two sym m etric peaks around

(! = 0). The conclusion to be drawn from these observations is that the o -diagonal spectral function rem ains
qualitatively equal to the the BC S case, ie. the inclusion of uctuations both in the diagonal and o -diagonal
com ponents of the Nam bu selfenergy does not change the basic BC S condensation picture. Only the diagonal
spectral function su ers the e ect of correlations F gure 1), as should be, due to the presence of strong correlations.
W e have chosen k; and k, In unitsof =16.

In F igure 3 we present the In agihary part ofthe two-particle G reen’s function, Im G, (g;!). T heC ooper resonance
aln ost dissapears since the peak weights for | < 0 are negligble (see inset). In addition, for every value ofk we
nd (! > 0) amalh peak with som e two broad peaks of reasonable weights. T hese additional broad peaks have an
eecton ;i ). As k;i!,),G Kk;i!',) and F k;1i!,) are coupled together, then, these peaks which in the are
going to have an e ect on the quasiparticle spectra. A Il this is due to the fact that our equations are selfconsistent.
W e observe a well de ned two-particle structure or all values ofmom entum for ! > 0. The fact that the C ooper
resonance is, In certain sense, washed out is probably due to the fact that the e ect of doublk uctuations favor
pairing fom ation, which im plies that the Interaction is stronger. A discussion of this point is treated in the paper of
Ranninger and R obin @]. Another di erence between our results and those of the Zurich group, is that our band of

tw o particles is w ider than theirs. T his has desp physical consequences, as we w i1l see later.
In Figure 4 we present the inm aginhary part of the diagonal selfenergy, Im [ h( =16; =16);!)] for the same
param eters of F igure 3. W e observe an opening of the gap at the chem icalpotential, ! = 0. This gap ismuch bigger



than tw ice the order param eter. In the inset we have a blow up of the energy scale concluding that it is com posed
of two peaks, one of them broad. T he authors ofRef. EH] found that Im aln ost has a peak in the nom alphase.

T he presence of this peak is the origin to the two peaks in A (n ( =16; =16);!)]. In the superconducting phase, the
authors of Ref. E] nd that Im still has one peak which in plies the presence of four peaks, sym m etric in pairs,

both in A n( =16; =16);!)]and B n( =16; =16);!)]. Now, in our approach w ith double uctuations, we ocbserve
that Im hasno wellde ned singlk peak structure. This, we argue, w illwash out the pair symm etry. T he presence

of doubke uctuations is responsble for the cancellation of the leftest peak of A (n ( =16; =16);!)]. So, the picture
w hich em erges is a H ubbard-type-T solution com bined w ith a superconducting gap in the lower branch E].

In Figure 5 we show the realpart of the diagonal selfenergy, Re[ 0 ( =16; =16);!)], for the sam e param eters
given In Figure 3. W e observe In F igure 4 that the w idth ofthese peaks isbigger than those ofthe Zurich group. The
consequence of this is that we are no longer able to de ne a wellde ne peak In the selfenergy, so that the four peak
structure (W ih sym m etric pair of peaks) of the Zurich group is not longer valid. T hus, the picture is the follow ing:
above T. we have two peaks which are due to the pair form ation physics, ie., the upper and ower branches; below T.
one of the bands is split into two to the spontaneous sym m etry breaking, € 0.

In Figures 6 and 7 we show the frequency dependence of the realand in aghary part ofthe o -diagonal selfenergy,
ie,Re[ 12 ( =16; =16);!)]and Im [, ( =16; =16);!)], for the sam e param eters as given previously. For the
case of Im [ 1, 0 ( =16; =16);!)] we have not shown the full energy range. However, i is fully antisym m etric.
To the best of our know ledge, this is the rst presentation of these results in the literature. W e cbserve that
Im [ 1200 ( =16; =16);!)]and Im [ b ( =16; =16);!)]have alm ost the sam e values for Jarge frequencies. H ow ever,
the position of their peaks is at a di erent frequency for each n. In addition, the e ect of correlations ( uctuations)
is In portant since they decrease the value ofRe[ 1o 0 ( =16; =16);! )] from down to almost =2, orn = 0 and
! = 0. Ifwe take a closer ook at Eqs.@ﬂ) we see that 1, plays the role of an energy gap. Then, the energy gap
is (k;! )-dependent and i of the sam e order of m agniude than the order param eter, (T ). This analogy leads us
to conclide that the order param eter, (T ), and the energy gap are two di erent quantities. So, a local interaction
produces a ;! )-dependent energy gap, which is the quantiy that experin entalists are m ost lkely m easuring.

In Figure 8 we have a plot of vs fordi erent xed values of the order param eter, . W e see that there is an
abrupt change of density as a function of . Also, fora xed value of there are up to three di erent values of the
chem icalpotential. T hen, our schem e isnot valid for large densities, a condition we take as granted by the de nition of
the T M atrix form alism . O n the other hand, when we Increase the tem perature the step of vs tends to dissapear.
This in plies that our schem e is valid for tem peratures which are not too low . W e would like to point out that the
In plem entation ofthe T -M atrix approach in the nom alphase ( = 0) did not converge for am all tem peratures and
high densities E]. W e interpret the non-convergence ofthe T M atrix program above T. as due the fact that we are
approaching a param eter region w here there are no physical solutions. For exam ple, n another context, F igueira and
Foglio E], have found m ultivalues for the chem ical potential in the periodic A nderson m odel and they choose the
solution ofm Inin un Heln holtz free energy.

IV.CONCLUSION S.

U sing the analytical results ofRef. E], we have In plem ented a program where we have included uctuations both
In the diagonaland o -diagonal selfenergy. T his approach we calldouble uctuation since we have full uctuations
In the diagonal part of the selfenergy whilke going beyond the mean eld solution B CS) in the order param eter.
T his represents a higher order approxin ation than those used in Ref. E]. W e have presented the oneparticle and
tw o-particle spectral functions pointing out the di erencesw ith the low order approxin ation performm ed by the Zurich
group E]. W e have indicated that the pair form ation, which is a phenom enon valid even above T. ram ains valid in our
schem e. However, the e ect of uctuations in the o -diagonal part of the diagonal selfenergy (doubke uctuations)
does not produce a wellde ned peak in the diagonalpart of the oneparticle selfenergy and thisbreaks the four peak
structure found by the Zurich group, resulting In a clarer picture since only one of the Hubbard bands is split into
two around the chem ical potential. The o -diagonal spectral density is qualitatively sin ilar to the one ofBC S, but
the diagonal spectral function su ers the e ect of strong correlations. A s has been said before, the physical picture
which em erges from our work is that of superconductivity opening a gap in the lower branch of a H ubbard-typeT
solution. W e have perform ed additional calculations and found that the opening of the correlation gap is hard to
achieve. For U=t = 120, T=t= 0l and =t= 85 we nd that the correlation gap is m ore or lss visble but
not fully developed. This is due to the fact that the shifting of the electronic states around the chem ical potential
sends electronic states above  and this closes the correlation gap. W e have also discussed the param eter space w here
our approxin ation is valid and we have m ade a connection w ith the calculations above the transition tem perature
discussing the validity ofeach. To end, we m ention that a previous calculation by Rodr guez —Nunez, C ordeiro and



Del no E] has used the ideas presented in this work w ithin the fram ew ork of the m om ent approach ofN olting E]
In the superconducting phase.
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F igures.

FIG.1l. The diagonal oneparticle spectral function, A (n L;pi);!) vs ! for di erent m om enta along the diagonal of the

Brillouin zone k = (n;n) =16) forU=t = 60, T=t= 005, = 15and = 55. W e have used an extermal dam ping of
=t= 0:1.W ehaveused 16 16 points in the Brillouin zone and 1024 M atsubara frequencies. A fter selfconsistent calculation
of the coupled non-linear equations, we obtain a density, = 0:035942. we have runned our source code In single precision

requiring 18 M B of RAM mem ory. Each iteration takes 2.5 m nutes ofCPU time.

FIG .2. The o diagonaloneparticle spectral function, B (n ( =16; =16);!) vs ! for di erent m om enta along the diagonal
of the Brillouin zone. Sam e param eters as in Figure 1.

FIG.3. Im G2 m (=16; =16);!)]vs ! fordi erent m om enta along the diagonalofthe Brillouin zone (= (@ ;m ) =16).
Sam e param eters as in Figure 1.

FIG .4. Im [ W (=16; =16);!)]vs ! for di erent m om enta along the diagonal of the Brillouin zone k = n;n) =16).
Sam e param eters as in Figure 1.

FIG.5. Re[ n(=16; =16);!)]vs! fordi erentm om enta along the diagonalofthe B rillouin zone (k = (n;n) =16). Sam e
param eters as in Figure 1.

FIG.6. Im [ 12 (=16; =16);!)]vs ! fordi erent m om enta along the diagonal of the B rillouin zone (k = ([n;n) =16).
Sam e param eters as in Figure 1.

FIG.7. Rel[ 12 (=16; =16);!)]vs ! for di erent m om enta along the diagonal of the Brillouin zone (k = (@;n) =16).
Sam e param eters as in Figure 1.

FIG.8. vs fordi erent xed values of the order param eter, ,at T=t= 005 and T=t= 02.



