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Susceptibility and vertex corrections for a square Ferm isurface
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Departm entofPhysics,University ofVirginia,Charlottesville,VA 22903

(D ecem ber3,1997)

W e investigate the response ofan electron system which exhibits idealnesting features. Using

the standard M atsubara form alism we derive analytic expressionsforthe im aginary and realparts

ofthe bare particle-hole susceptibility. The im aginary parthas sharp peakswhose m axim a atthe

nesting m om enta approxim ately scale with (!=T):Thepeak lineshapesresem bleneutron scattering

data on chrom ium and som e copperoxidesuperconductors.The realpartofthebare susceptibility

atthe nesting vectorsdivergeslogarithm ically atlow tem peratures.Analytic form ulasforthe �rst

vertex correction to the susceptibility are derived for a Hubbard interaction,and its m om entum

and tem perature variations are calculated num erically. This term detracts substantially from the

ordinary RPA term s for interm ediate values of the Coulom b repulsion. Exact cancellation of a

certain class ofdiagram sathalf�lling isshown to resultfrom particle-hole sym m etry. W e discuss

the consequencesofthese resultsforspin uctuation theoriesofhigh tem perature superconductors

and spin density wave instabilities.

I.M O T IVA T IO N

Nested Ferm isurfaceswith nearlyparallelorbitsegm entsaretraditionallyassociated with electronicinstabilities.A
peakin thesusceptibilityatanestingm om entum can createachargedensitywaveforstrongelectron-phononcoupling,
oralternately induce a spin density wave (SDW )when the Coulom b repulsion dom inates.1 These instabilitiesoften
appearin system swith reduced dim ensionality forelectron dynam icslike the quasione-dim ensionalorganic m etals
and layered structurem aterials.2

ThepresentworkonasquareFerm isurfaceism otivated bythediscoveriesofnestingphenom enain high tem perature
superconductors.In thesem aterials,theanom alousnorm alstatequasiparticledam pingthatislinearin frequency and
tem perature can be explained by nesting,providing thatelectron-electron scattering isthe prim ary dam ping source.
The m icroscopic nested Ferm iliquid3 (NFL) theory derives this unconventionaldam ping from electron scattering
acrossnested regionsofFerm isurfacethatapproxim ately satisfy the nesting condition "(k + Q )+ "(k)= 2�;where
Q is the nesting vector. This im plies scaling ofthe spin susceptibility at the nesting vector in frequency divided
by tem perature (!=T) which has been observed by neutron scattering experim ents. By contrast,the weak Ferm i
liquid dam ping thatisthe hallm ark ofordinary m etalsowesitsquadratic frequency and tem perature variation to a
susceptibility that is essentially independent oftem perature. W ithin a self-consistentschem e,the NFL theory has
provided a physicalexplanation oftheopticalconductivity,electronicRam an spectrum ,and m any othernorm alstate
featuresofcupratesuperconductors.4 Ferm isurfacenestinghasbeen discovered by photoem ission5 in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8

and som eothercupratecom pounds.
O urpresentstudy isrelevantto the spin uctuation m echanism ofd-wavesuperconductivity which wasoriginally

exam ined thirty years ago by Berk and Schrie�er.6 The basic Ferm isphere yields extrem ely sm alltransition tem -
peraturesTc ford-waves,and thusthisconceptbecam e dorm antuntilevidence foran unconventionalm echanism in
heavy ferm ion m etals revived interest. The possibility ofraising Tc by a susceptibility enhancem enttreated in the
random phase approxim ation (RPA) was suggested by Scalapino etal.7 and subsequently used by m any groups in
2D tight-binding m odelcalculationsforcuprates.Nesting enhancesd-waveelectron pairing in leading orderexchange
ofantiferrom agneticspin uctuations.8 Schrie�er,9 however,hasstressed the need to exam inevertex correctionsand
otherterm sbeyond the sim ple RPA.Ifthe RPA seriesyieldsa large susceptibility enhancem ent,itisreasonable to
expectthatselfenergy and vertex contributionsbecom ecorrespondingly im portant.10

W ithin the nesting approxim ation,Virosztek and Ruvalds11 have derived analytic expressionsfor the selfenergy
and vertexcorrectionstothesusceptibility atthenestingvector.Thesehigherordercontributionspreservethescaling
ofthesusceptibility and they becom ecom parableto theRPA term sforinterm ediatevaluesoftheCoulom b repulsion.
Thusthe RPA m ethod by itselfcan be m isleading,especially when the system iscloseto an SDW instability.
In thispaperwestudy theseissuesby using a 2D linearized dispersion m odelwhich givesa squareFerm isurfaceat

any �lling. The linearization allowsthe im aginary and realpartsofthe noninteracting susceptibility to be obtained
analytically and the perfectnesting allowsusto exam ine the validity ofthe NFL theory.
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Thelineardispersion m odelwas�rstintroduced by M attis12 asa sim pli�ed version ofthe2D tightbinding m odel.
A sim ilarm odelwith squareFerm isurface hasalso been studied by Luther.13 M attis12 and Hlubina14 haveclaim ed
thatthe m odelisexactly solvable using bosonization and thatthe system isa 2D Luttingerliquid,with spin-charge
separation,ratherthan a Ferm iliquid.Indeed,bosonization isoneofthepowerfulm ethodsthatcan beused to solve
the1D version ofthism odel| which isa variantoftheTom onaga-Luttingerm odel.15 In higherdim ensions,however,
bosonization (atleastin the sim ple version used by M attis and Hlubina) isexpected to give an incom plete picture
ofthe system due to the presence ofthe particle-hole continuum .16 Haldane17 has pointed outthat the distinctive
feature of1D ferm ion system sisthe nonexistence oflow-energy particle-hole pairswith sm allm om enta,whereasin
higherdim ensionsthiscontinuum alwaysexists. Thisabsence ofexcitation decay channelsallowsthe response ofa
1D system to becom pletely described in term sofbosoniccollectiveexcitations.In thelanguageofsusceptibility,the
im aginary partofthe spin and charge susceptibilitiesin 1D willconsistonly ofdelta function peakscorresponding
to these bosonic m odes.10 In higherdim ensions,we geta qualitatively di�erentpicture. In addition to peaks from
the collective excitations,there is also a regular contribution to the susceptibility,corresponding to excitations of
particle-holepairswhich m ay also serveasa decay channelofthe collectiveexcitationsiftheirdispersionslie within
the particle-holecontinuum .Thisfeature appearsclearly in ouranalyticresultsforthe susceptibility,and m ay shed
lightto the currentcontroversy concerning the existence ofLuttingerliquidsin dim ensionshigherthan one.18

W ede�nethesquarem odeland ourconvention forunitsin Sec.II.In Sec.IIIweproceed toevaluatetheim aginary
and realparts of the bare susceptibility and display the key features em anating from this square m odelin the
noninteracting lim it.E�ectsofelectron-electron interaction arestudied in Sec.IV wherewenum erically com putethe
leading vertex correction to the susceptibility and com pare itwith the RPA term ofthe sam e order. In thissection
we also prove a particle-hole theorem that is relevantto a large class ofdiagram snear half�lling. W e discuss the
resultsofourinvestigation in Sec.V.

II.SQ U A R E FER M I SU R FA C E M O D EL

W e considera m odi�ed Hubbard m odelon a squarelatticede�ned by the Ham iltonian

H = H 0 + H U =
X

k;�

("(k)� �)c+
k;�

ck;� + U
X

i

ni;"ni;#; (1)

with a noninteracting energy dispersion given by

"(k)= vF (jkxj+ jkyj); (2)

form om enta in the�rstBrillouin zone� �=a � kx;ky � �=a.In thecoordinatespacethenoninteracting Ham iltonian
hasthe form

H 0 = �
X

i;�

1X

m = � 1

t(m )(cy
i;�
c
i+ xm ;�

+ c
y

i;�
c
i+ ym ;�

); (3)

with xm � (2m � 1;0);ym � (0;2m � 1);and hopping am plitudes

t(m )=
2vF
�a

1

(2m � 1)2
: (4)

Note that the electronsare only allowed to hop from one sublattice to another,but not between sites in the sam e
sublattice.
In the rest ofthis paper we willuse the following convention for units: vF = �=a = kB = 1;where kB is the

Boltzm ann constant. The unitofenergy istherefore vF (�=a)= W =2;where W isthe noninteracting bandwidth. If
the bandwidth were 2 eV,tem perature T = 0:03 would correspond to 360 K .The sym bol� willbe reserved forthe
chem icalpotential.W e also de�ne a usefulvariable � 1=(2T)= �=2:
TheFerm isurfaceforthism odelwith � = 0:9 isthesquareshown in Fig.1.Thearrowsspecify thenesting vectors

forthisvalueofthe chem icalpotentialthatwillbe used throughoutthispaper.
Assum ing the velocity to be independentofm om entum avoidsthe logarithm ic divergence in the density ofstates

thatcharacterize othersquare Ferm isurface m odels(such asthe 2D tightbinding band athalf�lling). Thisallows
usto study thecharacteristicfeaturesdueto nesting separately from thosecaused by theVan Hovesingularities.For
the presentm odel,the density ofstates(perspin)is
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N (")= " �(")�(1� ") + (2� ")�("� 1)�(2� "): (5)

W e use the standard M atsubara �nite tem perature form alism to calculate the bare and the �rstvertex correction
to the spin susceptibility ofthism odel.The baresusceptibility isgiven by

�0(q;i!)= �
T

N

X

k;i�

G 0(k;i�)G0(k + q;i! + i�); (6)

where G 0(k;i!) = [i! � "(k)]� 1 is the bare G reen’s function. Doing the frequency sum and perform ing analytic
continuation to realfrequency,wegetthe standard resultforthe bareparticle-holesusceptibility

�0(q;!)=
1

4

Z

dk
f["(k + q)]� f["(k)]

! � "(k + q)+ "(k)+ i�
; (7)

where f(x) = [exp �(x � �)+ 1]� 1 is the Ferm ifunction. At ! = 0 and q ! 0 this reduces to the tem perature
independentPaulisusceptibility �(0;0)= N (�):

III.SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y FO R N O N IN T ER A C T IN G ELEC T R O N S

A .Im aginary Part ofSusceptibility

The susceptibility com prises realand im aginary parts �0(q;!) = �00(q;!)+ i�000(q;!):The expression for the
im aginary partis

�
00
0(q;!)=

�

4

Z 1

� 1

dx

Z 1

� 1

dy

n 1

e�("(x;y)� �) + 1
�

1

e�("(x+ a;y+ b)� �) + 1

o

�

n

! � "(x + a;y+ b)+ "(x;y)
o

; (8)

where a = m ax(jqxj;jqyj) and b = m in(jqxj;jqyj)with 0 � b < a � 1 for q 2 1BZ:The integralcan be carried out
directly by dividing the region � 1 � x;y � 1 into 16 regions separated by the lines x = f� 1;� a;0;1� a;1g and
y = f� 1;� b;0;1� b;1g:Theresultisconveniently expressed in term softhe following functions:

S1(x;!)=
�

16

n

f

�
x � !

2

�

� f

�
x + !

2

�o

= � S1(x;� !); (9)

S2(x)=
�2

24
�
ln2

2

�
x � �

T

�

+
1

8

�
x � �

T

�2

+
1

2
Li2

h

� exp
�
� � x

T

�i

; (10)

S3(x;!)=
�
�!

16

�

+
�
�T

8

�

ln

"
cosh

�
x+ !� 2�

4T

�

cosh
�
x� !� 2�

4T

�

#

= � S3(x;� !); (11)

K 1(a;b;!)= (a+ b� j!j)�(a+ b� j!j)�(j!j� a+ b) + 2b�(a� b� j!j); (12)

K 2(a;b;!)= �(a+ b� !)�(! � a+ b) + �(a+ b+ !)�(� ! � a+ b); (13)

K 3(a;b;!)= �(a+ b� !)�(! + a� b) + �(a+ b+ !)�(� ! + a� b); (14)

D 1(a;b)=
�
�T2

2

�n

S2(1� a)� S2(1+ a)+ S2(1� b)� S2(1+ b)+ S2(2)� S2(0)+ S2(a+ b)� S2(2� a� b)
o

;

(15)

D 2(a;b)=
�
�T2

2

�n

S2(1+ a� b)� S2(1� a+ b)+ S2(2� a)� S2(2� b)+ S2(b)� S2(a)
o

: (16)
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In the de�nition ofS2(x);wehaveused the dilogarithm function which isde�ned by

Li2(x)=

Z 0

x

dt ln(1� t)=t: (17)

Using these functions,the im aginary partofthe susceptibility can be written as

�
00
0(q;!)= �

00
0;reg(q;!)+ �

00
0;sing(q;!); (18)

with a regularpart

�000;reg(q;!) =
n

S1(4� a� b;!)+ S1(2+ a� b;!)+ S1(2� a+ b;!)+ S1(a+ b;!)
o

K 1(a;b;!)

+
n

S3(4� a� b;!)� S3(2+ a� b;!)+ S3(2� a+ b;!)� S3(a+ b;!)
o

K 2(a;b;!)

+
n

S3(4� a� b;!)+ S3(2+ a� b;!)� S3(2� a+ b;!)� S3(a+ b;!)
o

K 3(a;b;!);

(19)

and a singularcontribution

�
00
0;sing(q;!)= D 1(a;b)

n

�(! � a� b)� �(! + a+ b)
o

+ D 2(a;b)
n

�(! + a� b)� �(! � a+ b)
o

: (20)

Forsm all(!=T)wecan expand S1(x;!)and S3(x;!)

S1(x;!)=
�
�!

64T

�

sech2
�
x � 2�

4T

�

+ O ((!=T)3); (21)

S3(x;!)=
�
�!

16

� h

1+ tanh
�
x � 2�

4T

�

+ O ((!=T)2)
i

: (22)

Theseexpansionscan beused to obtain theleading term in (!=T)oftheregularpartatthenesting vectorQ = (�;�)

�
00
0;reg(Q ;!)= �(2� � j!j)

�
��!

32T

� n

1+ 2 sech2
�2� 2�

4T

�

+ sech2
�4� 4�

4T

�

+
4T

�
tanh

�4� 4�

4T

�o

+ O

�
j!j!

�T

�

: (23)

Fora half-�lled system (� = 1);thisreducesto

�
00
0;reg(Q ;!)= �(2� j!j)

�
�!

8T

�

+ O

�
j!j!

�T

�

; (24)

which isjustthe leading term ofthe exactexpression thatcan be obtained using the nesting condition3

�
00
0;reg(Q ;!)= (�=2)N (1� !=2)tanh(!=4T): (25)

The m om entum variation of �000;reg(q;!) is sharply peaked at the nesting vectors as shown in Fig.2. Neu-
tron scattering experim ents have observed this type ofpeak structure in chrom ium and also in high tem perature
superconductors.19 Thestrong tem peraturevariation ofthepeak lineshapeiscaused by nesting sincethe quasiparti-
cle dam ping doesnotenterin the noninteracting susceptibility. A 3D plotshowsthe fullm om entum dependence of
�000;reg(q;!)in Fig.3.
Theim aginary partofthesusceptibility atthenestingvectorin Eqs.(23){(25)approxim ately scaleswith frequency

divided by tem perature.Theweak energydependenceofthedensity ofstates,which isnowheresingularin thism odel,
introduces only a slow m odulation which can be neglected for sm all!;leaving only the tem perature T to set the
e�ectiveenergy scale.Scaling ofthesusceptibility was�rstobtained by m eansofthenesting approxim ation,3;4 and it
determ inesthe anom alousquasiparticledam ping thatdistinguishesthe cupratesfrom ordinary m etals.Fig.4 shows
the frequency variation of�000;reg(Q ;!)atseveraltem peratures.
Thesingularpartofthesusceptibility com esfrom forward scattering processeswhich arestrongly enhanced in this

m odelby the synergetic com bination ofthe lineardispersion and the atnessofthe Ferm isurface. These term sare
key ingredientsforcollectivechargeand spin m odesand they arerelevantto the issueofchargeand spin separation.
In Fig.5 weshow thefrequency dependenceof�000(q;!)forsm allq:Thedelta function peak carriesa spectralweight
which is two ordersofm agnitude largerthan the integrated weightofthe continuum . Nonlinearenergy dispersion
or�nite curvature ofthe Ferm isurface,however,willrem ove thissingularity and replace itwith a very sharp,but
nonetheless�nite,peak.20 The 2D nearest-neighbortight-binding m odel,forexam ple,givesa �nite susceptibility for
allq exceptforthe half-�lled casewhen there isa Van Hovesingularity in the density ofstates.
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B .R ealPart ofSusceptibility

Therealpartofthesusceptibilitydeterm inestheSDW instabilityand isavitalcom ponentin theexchangeprocesses
thatm ay create a d-wavesuperconducting state fora system with highly anisotropic Ferm isurface.Taking the real
partofEq.(7)weobtain the expression forthe realpartofsusceptibility

�
0
0(q;!)=

�1

8

�

P

Z 1

� 1

dx

Z 1

� 1

dy
tanh[ ("(x;y)� �)]� tanh[ ("(x + a;y+ b)� �)]

! � "(x + a;y+ b)+ "(x;y)
: (26)

Both integralsare principalvalue integralsasindicated by the sym bolP :The integralcan be done by dividing the
region ofintegration into 16 regionsaswaspreviously done forthe im aginary part. The resultcan be expressed in
term soffunctionsR 1 and R 2 which arede�ned in the Appendix.W e �rstde�ne severalauxiliary functions:

L1(a;b) = ln[cosh(2� a� �)]� ln[cosh(2� �)]� ln[cosh(2� a� b� �)]+ ln[cosh(2� b� �)]

+ ln[cosh(1� �)]� ln[cosh(1� b� �)]+ ln[cosh(1+ a� b� �)]� ln[cosh(1+ a� �)]

+ ln[cosh(1� �)]� ln[cosh(1+ b� �)]+ ln[cosh(1� a+ b� �)]� ln[cosh(1� a� �)]

+ ln[cosh(a� �)]� ln[cosh(a+ b� �)]+ ln[cosh(b� �)]� ln[cosh(� �)];

(27)

L2(a;b;!) =
�
b

16

� n

R 1(1;1� a+ b;2� a+ b� !)+ R1(1+ a� b;1;2+ a� b� !)
o

+
�
b

16

� n

R 1(a;b;a+ b� !)+ R1(2� b;2� a; 4� a� b� !)
o

;

(28)

L3(a;b;!) =
�
a+ b� !

32

� n

R 1(2� a;2� a� b;4� a� b� !)+ R1(2;2� b; 4� a� b+ !)
o

+
�
a+ b� !

32

� n

R 1(1� a+ b;1� a; 2� a+ b� !)+ R1(1+ b;1; 2� a+ b+ !)
o

+
�
a+ b� !

32

� n

R 1(1+ a;1+ a� b;2+ a� b+ !)+ R1(1;1� b; 2+ a� b� !)
o

+
�
a+ b� !

32

� n

R 1(b;0;a+ b� !)+ R1(a+ b;a; a+ b+ !)
o

;

(29)

L4(a;b;!) = R 2(2� a; 2� a� b;4� a� b� !) + R2(2;2� b;4� a� b+ !)

+ R 2(1� a+ b;1� a;2� a+ b� !) + R2(1+ b;1;2� a+ b+ !)

� R2(1+ a; 1+ a� b;2+ a� b+ !) � R2(1;1� b;2+ a� b� !)

� R2(b; 0;a+ b� !) � R2(a+ b;a;a+ b+ !):

(30)

W ith these functions,the realpartofthe bareparticle-holesusceptibility is

�00(q;!) = (T=4)L1(a;b)+
�
D 1(a;b)

�

�n 1

! + a+ b
�

1

! � a� b

o

+
�
D 2(a;b)

�

�n 1

! � a+ b
�

1

! + a� b

o

+
n

L2(a;b;!) + L2(a;b;� !) + L3(a;b;!) + L3(a;b;� !) + (T=4)(L4(a;b;!) + L4(b;a;!))
o

:

(31)

The m om entum variation ofthe realpartofthe susceptibility exhibitsbroad peaksatthe nesting vectors,asseen
in Fig.6 fora frequency ! = 1 m eV and bandwidth W = 2 eV.Atroom tem peraturethesenesting peaksexceed the
Paulisusceptibility by roughly a factoroftwo.
For a = b = � = 1 (nesting vector ofa half-�lled system ) the expression for the realpart ofthe susceptibility

sim pli�esto

�
0
0(Q ;!)�= 1 = � 2T ln[cosh(1=2T)]+

�2� !

4

�

R 1(1;0;2� !)+
�2+ !

4

�

R 1(1;0;2+ !): (32)

Atthe staticlim itand T ! 0 thisasym ptotically goesto

�
0
0(Q ;0)�= 1 = � 2T ln[cosh

� 1

2T

�

]+ ln
�2E
�T

�

; (33)

whereE = 1:781:::istheEulerconstant.Thesusceptibility attheselim itscan also bederived m oreeasily using the
density ofstatesand the nesting condition,which isexactly satis�ed athalf-�lled.3

Thelogarithm icdivergencethatappearsin thesusceptibility isvitalto theSDW and thecom peting d-wavesuper-
conducting stateinstabilities21 thatneed to becarefully exam ined when weturn on theelectron-electron interaction.
In the nextsection weproceed to the study ofvertex correctionsto the susceptibility.
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IV .C O U LO M B IN T ER A C T IO N S

In thissection wewillusethestandard diagram m aticanalysisto discussthee�ectsoftheinteraction Ham iltonian
H U in Eq.(1).TheHubbard onsiteCoulom b repulsion U only coupleselectronswith oppositespin on thesam elattice
site.This,in particular,m eansthatallexchangediagram svanish sincethereisno interaction between electronswith
equalspin.

A .R andom P hase A pproxim ation

The RPA isoneofthe m ostusefulapproxim ation m ethodsin m any-body physicsand hasbeen used e�ectively to
describeplasm a oscillationsand density waveinstabilities.In thisapproxim ation,thelongitudinalspin susceptibility
forthe interacting Ham iltonian isgiven by the sim pleform ula

�
s
rpa(q;iq0)=

2�0(q;iq0)

1� U �0(q;iq0)
: (34)

Thediagram scorresponding to the�rstthreeterm sin thisseriesareshown in Fig.7(a){(c)wherethebaresuscepti-
bility \bubble" is(a).Note thatforeach diagram thereisanotherdiagram in which allthe spinsareipped.In the
param agneticstate,which willalwaysbeassum ed in thefollowing calculations,thisspin degeneracy givesriseto the
factoroftwo in Eq.(34).
Despite itspopularity,the RPA should be used with caution since occasionally itsapplication can lead to serious

m istakeswhose rem edy requiresa study ofvertex corrections. Forexam ple,one m ay incorrectly inferthata single
com ponentelectron gasshould besuperconducting when thescreened Coulom b interaction istreated by thism ethod,
but Sham etal. have shown that the true situation ofa net repulsion between electrons is con�rm ed when vertex
correctionsaretaken into account.22

Forourdiscussion,itisusefulto de�ne the spin-dependentparticle-holesusceptibilities23

�
��

0

(q;iq0)=
1

N

Z �

0

d� e
iq0� hT�[n�(q;�)n�0(� q;0)]i; (35)

where

n�(q;0)=
X

k

c
y

k+ q;�
c
k;�

: (36)

From thissusceptibility wecan getthe chargeand spin susceptibilities

�
c(q;iq0)= �

""(q;iq0)+ �
##(q;iq0)+ 2�"#(q;iq0); (37)

�
s(q;iq0)= �

""(q;iq0)+ �
##(q;iq0)� 2�"#(q;iq0): (38)

Atzeroth orderin U;wehave�""(q;iq0)= �##(q;iq0)= �0(q;iq0)and �"#(q;iq0)= 0:Itisusefulto de�neseparate
RPA seriesforthese susceptibilities

�
""
rpa(q;iq0)=

�0(q;iq0)

1� (U �0(q;iq0))2
= �

##
rpa(q;iq0); (39)

�
"#
rpa(q;iq0)= �

U (�0(q;iq0))2

1� (U �0(q;iq0))2
= �

#"
rpa(q;iq0): (40)

W ithin RPA,the chargeand longitudinalspin susceptibilitiesaretherefore

�
c
rpa(q;iq0)= 2(�""rpa(q;iq0)+ �

"#
rpa(q;iq0)); (41)

�
s
rpa(q;iq0)= 2(�""rpa(q;iq0)� �

"#
rpa(q;iq0)): (42)

The RPA would give an exact susceptibility ifin the form ula we replace the bare susceptibility �0(q;iq0) with
the exactirreduciblesusceptibility which requiresallpossible selfenergy and vertex corrections.Clearly thisisvery
di�cult. For the tight-binding m odel,the spin and charge susceptibilities have been calculated to second order in
U:24 The calculation,however,wasdone on a �nite lattice and the susceptibilitieswerecalculated only atq = (0;0)
and q = (�=a;�=a):In thenextsubsection wewilldiscussthem om entum and tem peraturedependenceoftheleading
ordervertex correction to the bareparticle-holesusceptibility forthe squarem odel.
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B .V ertex C orrection to �
""
(q;iq0)

The �rstvertex correction to �""(p;ip0)isshown in Fig.7(d)and isgiven by the expression

�corr(p;ip0)= �
T

N

X

k

X

ik0

�(k;p;ik0;ip0)G 0(k + p;ik0 + ip0)G 0(k;ik0); (43)

where

�(k;p;ik0;ip0)=
U 2T

N

X

q

X

iq0

�0(q;iq0)G 0(k + q;ik0 + iq0)G 0(k + p + q;ik0 + ip0 + iq0): (44)

Note thatthisisthe only vertex correction to �""(q;iq0)in the second order.To calculatethiscorrection wede�ne

�corr(p;ip0)= �
U 2

N

X

k

F (k;p;ip0); (45)

with

F (k;p;ip0)=
1

N

X

q

G 13 � G23 � G14 + G 24

(�1 � �2)(�3 � �4)
; (46)

G
�� = T

2
X

ik0

1

ik0 � ��

X

iq0

�0(q;iq0)

iq0 + ik0 � ��
; (47)

where � 2 f1;2g;� 2 f3;4g;�1 = �k+ q;�2 = (�k+ p+ q � ip0);�3 = �k;�4 = (�k+ p � ip0):Note thatq0 and p0 are
boson frequencies,k0 isa ferm ion frequency,and �0(q;iq0)= �00(q;! ! iq0):Thetwo frequency sum m ationsin G ��

can be perform ed using the analytic expressionsfor�0(q;iq0)thatwe have obtained previously. Firstnote thatfor
a sim ple pole 1=(iq0 � z)we have

T
2
X

ik0

1

ik0 � ��

X

iq0

1

iq0 + ik0 � ��
:

1

iq0 � z
=

[coth(z)� tanh(��)]
n tanh((�� � z))� tanh(��)

�� � z� ��

o

:

(48)

Now observethatin theexpressionsfor�0(q;iq0)each term hasexactly onesim plepoleoftheform 1=(iq0� zi)where
zi variesfrom term to term .(L1(a;b)and L3(a;b;iq0)clearly arenotin thisform ,butonecan check easily thattheir
sum can be written in thisform .) Exceptforthe polesm ultiplying D 1(a;b)and D 2(a;b);allthe otherpolesreside
in an integral. W e assum e that the integration and the frequency sum m ation operations com m ute so that we can
perform the frequency sum m ation �rst.W ith allthis,G �� can be obtained from �0(q;iq0)by a sim ple substitution
rule

1

iq0 � zi
! [coth(zi)� tanh(��)]

�

n tanh((�� � zi))� tanh(��)

�� � zi� ��

o

:

(49)

Perform ing this substitution,G �� is now expressed as a sum ofone dim ensionalintegrals. These integrals can
be calculated analytically using the piecewise polynom ialapproxim ation to the functions tanh(x);ln[cosh(x)];and
coth(x) as presented in the Appendix. Note that the num ber ofterm s that need to be calculated in this m ethod
increasesvery rapidly com pared to thenum berofterm sin thebaresusceptibility.Theanalyticexpressions,however,
allow usto perform theprincipalvalueintegrationsexactly within thisapproxim ation.W ith thisanalyticexpression
forG �� ;the com putation of�corr(p;ip0)isreduced to a num ericalcom putation ofa fourdim ensionalintegral.
The integralover q was carried out num erically to give the function F (k;p;0) de�ned in Eq.(46).W e have

perform ed thesecom putation using SP2parallelprocessorsattheM auiHigh Perform anceCom puting Centerand the
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University ofVirginia. Each ofthe plotsofF (k;p;0)shown in Fig.8 typically requiresabout4 daysofCPU tim e
on 10 processors.The vertex correction �corr(p;0)isthen obtained by integrating F (k;p;0)overk:
In Fig.9 weshow theresultfor�corr(p;0)atT = 0:03 atseveralpointsin the�rstBrillouin zone.Theinuenceof

thisvertex correction to thestaticsusceptibility isdem onstrated in Fig.9 by thedashed curve,in com parison to the
bare susceptibility (dotted curve)and the second orderRPA term (dot-dashed curve). Com bining these corrections
yieldsthesolid curveforthetotalsusceptibility,which exceedsthebarecurvebyroughlyafactoroftwowhen U = 0:5:
The tem perature variation ofthe �corr(p;0) at the nesting vector Q = (�;�) is displayed in Fig.10.The bare

susceptibility (solid curve)and the second orderRPA (dot-dashed curve)diverge atlow tem peraturesasln(T)and
ln3(T)respectively.Thestandard RPA spin susceptibility Eq.(34)yieldsa N�eeltem peratureforan SDW instability
atTN = 60 K forW = 2 eV and U = 0.5 eV.The vertex correction �corr(p;0)isexpected to diverge also asln3(T)
and we have�tted the com puted points(circles)using a third orderpolynom ialin ln(T):

C .V ertex C orrections to �
"#
(q;iq0)

At second order in U;there are two vertex correction diagram s to �"#(q;iq0) which are shown in Fig.11.The
expressionsforthese diagram sare

�A (q)= U
2
X

k1

X

k2

X

p

G 0(k1)G 0(k1 + q)G 0(p)G 0(k2 � k1 + p)G 0(k2)G 0(k2 + q); (50)

�B (q)= U
2
X

k1

X

k2

X

p

G 0(k1)G 0(k1 + q)G 0(p)G 0(k2 + k1 � p)G0(k2)G 0(k2 � q) (51)

wherewehaveused q� (q;iq0)and

X

q

� T
X

iq0

X

q

: (52)

Thesediagram sareusually expressed in term softhebareparticle-holesusceptibility Eq.(6)and theparticle-particle
susceptibility

�0(q;i!)=
T

N

X

k;i�

G 0(k;i�)G0(q � k;i! � i�): (53)

W e rem ark thatathalf�lling thesetwo susceptibilitiesarerelated by

�0(Q � q;i!)= �0(q;i!); (54)

where Q isthe nesting vectorathalf�lling: Q = (1;1):Forthe following discussion we willuse the form sgiven in
Eq.(50)-(51).The factthatthe Hubbard interaction vertex doesnotdepend on m om entum directly im plies

�A (q;iq0)= �corr(q;iq0); (55)

therefore our previous results for �corr(q;iq0) are stillusefulfor this section. The other diagram �B (q;iq0) di�ers
from �A (q;iq0)only in thattheparticlelinesin oneofitstwoloopsarereplaced by holepropagators.In generalthese
two diagram sm ustbecalculated separately.W eshow,however,thatathalf�lling,wherewehaveexactparticle-hole
sym m etry,these two diagram sexactly canceleach other.To show this,wewrite

�A (q)+ �B (q)= U
2
X

k1

X

p

G 0(k1)G 0(k1 + q)G 0(p)�(k 1;p;q); (56)

�(k 1;p;q) =
P

k2
G 0(k2 � k1 + p)G 0(k2)G 0(k2 + q)

+
P

k2
G 0(k2 + k1 � p)G0(k2)G 0(k2 � q):

(57)

The sym m etry between the two term scan be seen m oreclearly ifin the second sum wewrite k2 = � k3
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�(k 1;p;q) =
P

k2
G 0(+ (k2 � k1 + p))G 0(+ k2)G 0(+ (k2 + q))

+
P

k3
G 0(� (k3 � k1 + p))G 0(� k3)G 0(� (k3 + q)):

(58)

The m om enta in the second sum arejustthe negativeofthe m om enta thatappearin the �rstsum .Now considera
propagatorG (� k)= (� ik0 � �(� k))� 1 = (� ik0 � �(k))� 1:Ifweperform the following transform ation

ik0 ! ip0; k ! p + Q ; �(k)! � �(p); (59)

we getG (� k)! (� ip0 + �(p))� 1 = � G (p):This m eans that ifwe do the sam e transform ation in the second sum
in Eq.(58) by writing ik30 = ik40 and k3 = k4 + Q ;each propagator becom es the negative ofthe corresponding
propagatorin the �rstsum .Since therearethreepropagatorsin each sum ,thisdirectly im pliesthat

�(k 1;p;q)= 0: (60)

W e thusconcludethat�A (q;iq0)+ �B (q;iq0)= 0 fora half-�lled system .Thiscancellation isvalid forany external
m om entum and frequency. For non half-�lled system s,we expect the sum to vanish in powers of(~�/W ) where ~�
is the chem icalpotentialm easured from the center ofthe band,and W is the bandwidth. The absolute scale is
determ ined by �A (q;iq0)which,aswe have shown,isexactly equalto �corr(q;iq0)which hasbeen analyzed in the
previoussection.

D .Particle-hole Sym m etry

Thecancellation ofdiagram spresented in theprevioussection clearly can begeneralized to higherorderdiagram s.
This leadsto a sim ple theorem : for a Hubbard interaction athalf�lling,a diagram which hasa loop consisting of
n > 1 particle linesisequalto (� 1)n tim esa sim ilardiagram where the direction ofallparticle linesin the loop is
reversed. There are three things to note: (a) The theorem does not hold for the sim ple Hartree loop (n = 1) but
appliesto any otherparticleloop.(b)Thiscancellation dependsonly on theparticle-holesym m etry which isexactly
satis�ed athalf�lling.Itisthereforevalid forany sym m etricdispersion in any dim ension.(c)In any diagram ,particle
lines which are not continuously connected to the externallines m ust reside in a loop. Therefore the theorem has
relevancefora largeclassofdiagram s.
Asa sim pleapplication ofthistheorem ,considertheself-energy diagram sin Fig.12.Thesecond orderdiagram in

Fig.12(a)isthe �rstnontrivialself-energy diagram in a Hubbard m odel.Theexpression forthisdiagram is

�(k)= U
2
X

q

G 0(k � q)�0(q): (61)

Fora nested Ferm isurface,Virosztek and Ruvaldshaveshown thatthisdiagram yieldsaquasiparticledam pingwhich
islinearin frequency and tem perature.3 The RPA m ethod,which isusually used to selectively include higherorder
diagram s,replacethe baresusceptibility �0(q)with �##rpa(q):Theself-energy in thisapproxim ation isgiven by

�rpa(k)=
1X

n= 1

�(2n)
rpa (k); (62)

�(2n)
rpa (k)= U

2n
X

q

G 0(k� q)�2n� 10 (q): (63)

Notethatthereisno odd orderterm in thisseries.Thefourth orderRPA self-energy,�(4)
rpa(k);isshown in Fig.12(b).

Fora Hubbard interaction,which doesnotdepend on m om entum ,thisdiagram isexactly equalto anotherself-energy
diagram due to the particle-holeladderwith fourrungs,�(4)

ph
(k);which isshown in Fig.12(c).In general,wehave

�(2n)
rpa (k)= �(2n)

ph
(k): (64)

Athalf�lling,we can use the previoustheorem to relate the self-energy diagram sdue to the particle-hole ladder
with the corresponding diagram sfrom the particle-particleladder.The exactrelation is

�(m )

ph
(k)= (� 1)m �(m )

pp (k): (65)
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Com bining these results,weconcludethatathalf�lling

�(2n)
rpa (k)= �(2n)

ph
(k)= �(2n)

pp (k); (66)

�(2n+ 1)

ph
(k)+ �(2n+ 1)

pp (k)= 0: (67)

Using these relations,togetherwith �(2n+ 1)
rpa = 0;we can write the sum ofthe contributionsto the self-energy from

the RPA,particle-holeladder,and particle-particleladderathalf�lling to be

�sum (k)= U
2
X

q

G 0(k� q)�sum (q); (68)

where

�sum (q)=
3�0(q)

1� (U �0(q))2
� 2�0(q): (69)

W e havesubstracted 2�0(q)since thereisonly onediagram forthe three seriesatthe second order.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

The presentresultsfora squareFerm isurfacein generalsupportthe nested Ferm iliquid theory ofthe anom alous
dam pingthatdistinguisheshigh tem peraturesuperconductorsfrom ordinarym etals.Analyticform sfortheim aginary
partofthesusceptibility revealasharp peak structurein m om entum spacewhich willassurethedom inanceofelectron
collisionsacrossnested regions. Scaling ofthe susceptibility asa function of!=T ism odi�ed slightly by the energy
dependenceofthedensity ofstates,butotherwise�tstherequirem entstoproducealinearfrequency and tem perature
variation ofthe quasiparticledam ping.
Therealpartofthesusceptibility forthesquarem odeldem onstratesa broaderpeak shapein m om entum spaceand

itsm axim a atthe nesting vectorsdisplay a slow divergencein ln(T)thatisim portantforthe spin density waveand
the com peting d-wave superconducting phase instabilities.The analytic resultspresented in thispaperm ay provide
a basisforestim ating the transition tem peraturesforHubbard m odels.
Thecum bersom etaskofevaluatingthem ultidim ensionalintegralsforthe�rstvertexcorrection isslightly sim pli�ed

bytheanalyticform ulasofthebaresusceptibilityand som eapproxim ationsthatwedevelop fortherequired hyperbolic
functions.Thenum ericalevaluation oftheresultingexpressions,however,stillrequiresconsiderablecom puting power
and tim e. The calculated vertex correction counteractsthe susceptibility enhancem entthatcom esfrom the sim ple
RPA and thereforeshould notbe neglected in com putationsofd-wavesuperconducting transition tem peratures.
Particle-hole sym m etry in a half-�lled energy band leads to a theorem for the cancellation ofa generalclass of

diagram sfora Hubbard interaction.Thistheorem elim inatestheneed to evaluatediagram scontaining loopswith an
odd num berofpropagatorsathalf�lling.
In contrasttothestandard BCS theoryin sim plem etals,whereM igdal’stheorem allowstheneglectofcertain vertex

correctionsfortheelectron-phonon coupling,spin uctuation theoriesnorm ally cannotrely on adisparity between the
energy scalesfortheinteraction m edium and thebandwidth.Hencethereliability ofm any calculationsforthed-wave
superconducting transition tem peraturesaredi�cultto estim atebecausevertex correctionsfortight-binding m odels
are particularly di�cultto com pute.O urproofforcancellation ofm any typesofhigherorderdiagram sappliesalso
to the tight-binding m odels athalf�lling and itis reasonable to expectthatthese diagram swillbe less im portant
even in the realistic casessuch asthe copperoxide superconductors. Neverthelessitwould be interesting to derive
these correctionsin term softhe chem icalpotentialplacem entaway from half�lling.
A quantitative constrainton ourweak-coupling analysisisthe strength ofthe Coulom b repulsion U which should

rem ain m uch less than the bandwidth. For U=W � 1;the com bined RPA and �rst vertex correction yield a net
enhancem entofthe susceptibility. Higherordervertex correction term sclearly should be included forlargerU:Self
energy correctionshave been exam ined using the nesting approxim ation in the nested Ferm iliquid theory.3 The self
energy correctionsforthe squarem odelwillbe explored in future work.
Finally,the controversialissue ofchargeand spin separation in two dim ensionalsystem swith nesting m ay bene�t

from thecom pleteanalyticresultsforthebaresusceptibility which includestheregularpartin addition tothesingular
term sem anating from the atsidesofthe Ferm isurface. Both term sshould be included in future com putationsof
the electron selfenergy,with particular em phasis on particle-hole decay channels and their im pact on the spectral
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function. Sim ilarly these susceptibility form ulas m ay feature new charge and spin collective m odes which m ay be
relevantto a variety ofinteresting m etals.
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A P P EN D IX

The functionsR 1 and R 2 arede�ned by (the dependence on  and � areim plicit)

R i(a;b;c)= M i((a� �);(c=2� �))� Mi((b� �);(c=2� �)); i2 f1;2g; (70)

with

M 1(x;w)= P

Z x

0

tanh(z)

z� w
dz; (71)

M 2(x;w)= P

Z x

0

lncosh(z)

z� w
dz: (72)

These integrals cannot be expressed in term s ofknown functions. In this paper we have chosen to analyze these
integralsby approxim ating the functionstanh(x)and ln[cosh(x)]

tanh(x)! x�(c1 � jxj)+
n

[1+ m (jxj� c2)
3 ]�(jxj� c1)�(c2 � jxj)+ �(jxj� c2)

o

sign(x); (73)

ln[cosh(x)]!
x2

2
�(c1 � jxj)+ fjxj+

m

4
(jxj� c2)

4
� c3g �(jxj� c1)�(c2 � jxj)+ fjxj� c3g�(jxj� c2); (74)

with c1 = (4=25);m = (625=11907);c2 = (67=25);c3 = (1691=2500):Using these approxim ations,the integralscan
be analytically calculated.ForM 1(x;w)weobtain

M 1(x;w)= Q (x;w)�(x)� Q (� x;� w)�(� x); (75)

Q (x;w)= Q 1(x;w)�(c1 � x) + Q2(x;w)�(x � c1)�(c2 � x) + Q3(x;w)�(x � c2); (76)

Q 0(x;w)=
3X

n= 1

1

n
(w � c2)

3� n(x � c2)
n + (w � c2)

3 lnjx � wj; (77)

Q 1(x;w)= x + w ln
�
�
�
x � w

w

�
�
�; (78)

Q 2(x;w)= Q 1(c1;w)+ m (Q 0(x;w)� Q0(c1;w))+ ln
�
�
�
x � w

c1 � w

�
�
�; (79)

Q 3(x;w)= Q 2(c2;w)+ ln
�
�
�
x � w

c2 � w

�
�
�: (80)

Sim ilarly,forM 2(x;w)we get

M 2(x;w)= B (x;w)�(x)+ B (� x;� w)�(� x); (81)
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B (x;w)= B 1(x;w)�(c1 � x) + B2(x;w)�(x � c1)�(c2 � x) + B3(x;w)�(x � c2); (82)

B 0(x;w)=
4X

n= 1

1

n
(w � c2)

4� n(x � c2)
n + (w � c2)

4 lnjx � wj; (83)

B 1(x;w)=
x2

4
+
wx

2
+
w 2

2
ln
�
�
�
x � w

w

�
�
�; (84)

B 2(x;w)= B 1(c1;w)+ (m =4)(B 0(x;w)� B0(c1;w))+ (x � c1)+ (w � c3) ln
�
�
�
x � w

c1 � w

�
�
�; (85)

B 3(x;w)= B 2(c2;w)+ (x � c2)+ (w � c3)ln
�
�
�
x � w

c2 � w

�
�
�: (86)

Finally,in the calculation ofthe vertex correction,we also need to approxim ate the function coth(x):W e do this
using the following polynom ial

coth(x)! (1=x)�(c4 � jxj)+ sign(x)(1+ c5=x
2)�(jxj� c4); (87)

with c4 = 1=2 and c5 = 1=4:
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FIG .1. Ferm isurface for the square m odelusing a chem icalpotential� = 0:9:The arrows denote the nesting vectors for

thisFerm isurface.
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FIG .2. �000;reg(q;!)showssharp peaksatthenesting vectorsQ 1 = (�;�)and Q 2 = (2� �;2� �)atlow tem peratures.The

m odelparam etersare chosen to be W = 2 eV,! = 1 m eV,and � = 0:9 eV.The three curvesare for2T/W = 0.01,0.02,and

0.03. These nesting peaks contrast with isotropic electronic structure results which yield a susceptibility that has a sm ooth

m om entum dependence.

FIG .3. The m om entum dependenceof�
00

0;reg(k;!)for� = 0:9;! = 0:01 and T = 0:03:Thepeaksatthenesting vectorsare

strongly tem perature dependent.

FIG .4. Frequency variation of�
00

0;reg(Q ;!)isshown at60 K (solid curve),120 K (dashed curve),and 240 K (dotted curve)

using W = 2 eV and � = 0:9 eV.

FIG .5. Frequency dependence of�000(q;!)for q = (q;q)consists ofa regular particle-hole continuum and a singular peak.

The peak hasthe form A(q)�(! � 2q)with A(q)increaseslinearly with q asshown in the inset.

FIG .6. Realpart ofthe susceptibility �
0(k;!) in the static lim it (! = 0) as a function ofm om entum shows the nesting

peaks.W euseT = 0:03 and � = 0:9:Notethattheverticalscalebeginsfrom 0.9,which isthedensity ofstatesatthechem ical

potentialN (�):

FIG .7. The �rstthree term softhe RPA series(a{c)and thesecond ordervertex correction diagram (d)for�
""
:Note that

diagram (b)belongsto �
"#
:

FIG .8. Clockwise from top left: the function F (k;p;0)plotted asa function ofk forp = (0.1,0),(0.5,0),(0.9,0.9),and

(0.9,0).

FIG .9. The static susceptibility asa function ofm om entum showing the bare susceptibility �(q;0)(dotted curve),second

orderRPA contribution U
2
�
3
(q;0)(dashed curve),vertex correction �corr(q;0);and thetotalofthesethreeterm s(solid curve).

U = 0.5 (W /2).

FIG .10. The static susceptibility at a nesting vector �(Q ;0) diverges as ln(T) at low tem peratures as shown by the solid

curve.Thesecond orderRPA contribution U
2
�
3
(Q ;0);which divergesasln

3
(T);isshown by thedot-dashed curve.Thecircles

representthe resultsofournum ericalcom putation for�corr(Q ;0):Thisvertex correction isexpected to diverge asln3(T)and

wehavedrawn a �t(dotted curve)forthedata using a polynom ial3:766+ 3:483x+ 0:9530x
2
+ 0:08844x

3
wherex = ln(2T/W ).

W e have used � = 0:9 (W /2)and U = 0.5 (W /2).

FIG .11. The �rsttwo vertex correction diagram sfor�
"#
(q;iq0):The diagram sonly di�erin the orientation oflinesin the

second loop.These two diagram sexactly canceleach otherathalf�lling.

FIG .12. D iagram s (a)and (b)are the �rsttwo selfenergy diagram s in the RPA;diagram (c)isthe third term in the self

energy seriesdueto theparticle-holeladder;diagram (d)isthethird term in theparticle-particleladder.Fora Hubbard onsite

interaction diagram s(b)and (c)are equaland athalf�lling diagram (d)isalso equalto diagram (c).
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