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Within the two-dimensional repulsive Hubbard model, anaative coupling in thel-wave pairing channel
is induced by fluctuations of antiferromagnetic spin waWs.investigate this coupling using functional renor-
malization group equations. The momentum dependemave coupling can be bosonized by the use of scale
dependent field transformations. We proposefégcéve coarse grained model for the Hubbard model which is
based on the exchange of antiferromagnetic@mave collective bosons.
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I. INTRODUCTION tron interaction in thed-wave channel and its bosonization,
while a more detailed investigation of the propagators and i
teractions of thel-wave bosons is postponed to a subsequent
blication. Thed-wave-pairing interactions are absent in the
icroscopic Hubbard model. They are induced by the fluctu-
ations of antiferromagnetic bosons, as proposediin![B} .7, 8]
The generation of the interaction in tkdewave channel has
been investigated extensively by the functional renorzaali
tion group study of a momentum dependent four electron ver-
tex [13,[14) 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,|20,/21/ 22| 23]. Our investiga-

The Hubbard model [1,/ 2, 3] for strongly correlated elec-
trons has been used for a wide variety of phenomena, rangi
from high temperature superconductivity [4] to the metal in
sulator transition or antiferromagnetism. Solving thisdalbo
is a major theoretical challenge. This is due to the complex
ity of the efective electron interaction, typically character-
ized by the competition of dierent channels, like antiferro-

magnetic magnon exchangedmwave Cooper-pair exchange =~ & : .
g g 9 berp g tion is complementary to this approach. It focuses exgligit

[5,16,7,[8]. We use a functional integral formalism and em- : . ;
ploy non-perturbative flow equations, based on exact reno?" the role of the antiferromagnetic bosons by using the-tech

malization group equations for the average action, in otwler nique of partial bosonization during the flow [24) 25].

investigate the two-dimensional Hubbard model with netares 1 1€ Partially bosonized model opens the door for a straight-
and next to nearest neighbor hopping. forward computation of the flow below the pseudo-critical

temperaturel oc, where local order sets in and higher order
boson interactions (e.g. corresponding to eight-fernmoeri
actions) play an important role. The low temperature region
notoriously dificult for a purely fermionic description since
the four fermion interaction diverges as the pseudo-atitic
temperaturel ¢ is approached from above. In the partially
osonized description this divergence is due to a bosongmas
&rm” or “gap” changing from positive to negative values-dur
ing the flow. A negative mass term indicates local order,esinc
scribes local antiferromagnetic order, associated to aduse ata given coarse graining scalehe dfective poten'ual _has a
" minimum for a nonzero value of the boson field. If this order
gap, forT¢ < T < Tpe. HereTyc denotes the pseudo-critical . . . o
IperS|sts fok reaching a macroscopic scale, the model exhibits

temperature below which local order sets in. In this PaPCtrectively spontaneous symmetry breaking, associated in our
we extend this approach by including the exchange of collec- Y sp y y 9,

. o g model to antiferromagnetism drwave superconductivity.
tive bosons consisting of Cooper-pairs in thevave channel.

They are assumed to be a crucial ingredient for the under-

standing of the Hubbard model away from half filling. Their

condensate leads to superconductivity. Il. EFFECTIVE AVERAGE ACTION

We have investigated earlier the phase transition to super-
conductivity in an &ectived-wave exchange model [11]. The  We use a functional integral framework and investigate the
phase transition is found to be of the Kosterlitz-Thoulgpet effective average actiory [26,/27], which includes all quan-
[12], characterized by (modified) essential scaling abioya  tum and thermal fluctuations with momemta > k?. This is
jump of the superfluid density &t, and a gapless excitation realized by introducing an infrared cu&y which suppresses
with temperature dependent anomalous dimension b&low the fluctuations witlg? < k?. This cutdF will be removed at
The present note constitutes a step for establishing sueftan the end fork — 0. Fork = 0 one recovers the usual ef-
fective model as a coarse grained version of the microscopifective action — the generating functional for the one péeti
Hubbard model. This mapping is not yet complete, since weérreducible Green functions. Fér— oo, ork — A, with A
concentrate here only on the generation of tfieative elec- a suitable ultraviolet scale, the fluctuatioffieets are negligi-

The aim of this note is the derivation of affective coarse
grained model, valid at intermediate length sc&igslarger
than the lattice distanae but smaller than the scale of macro-
scopic physics. Ourftective model will be based on a de-
scription of the electron interactions by the exchange &f co
lective bosons. Near half-filling such a model with exchang
of antiferromagnetic spin waves has been used successful
[9,10] for a quantitative computation of antiferromagnoeti-
der below the critical temperatufie. This method also de-
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ble andl'y becomes the microscopic or classical acti®n and
Therefore the scale dependent average adtjointerpolates
between the microscopic acti@) and the full quantum ef-

B L
fective actiorT, Z = deZ’ Z =T Z f%
X 0 X Q “r

imIy~Sy, limIy=T. Q) (X=X =6(r = 1")x »
k—A k—0 N 2.42) ,
6(Q- Q) = Bonw(21)767(q-1q'). (4)

Thek-dependent flow of the average action obeys an exack|| components ofX or Q are measured in units of the lattice
renormalization group equation [26], distance a or &. The discreteness of the lattice is reflected
by the Zr-periodicity of the momentg. The momentunil in

KIkx] = %STr{[F(kZ)LV] + RJ20kR) 20 Ea- [@)isgivenby

= (0,nn). (5)
where the “supertrace” STr runs over field type, momentum
and internal indices, and has an additional minus sign for Antiferromagnetic order is indicated by a constant nonzero
fermionic entries. The functional fiérential equatior{{2) in- expectation valuéa(X)) = ap. The simplest description em-
volves the full inverse propagatdf”[x] (second functional ~Ploys a quartic fective potential fom
derivative ofTy), regulated byr¢. Approximations to the so-
lution of Eq. [2) proceed by a truncation on the rhs with a Uala] = mee + },Taa{ (6)
suitable ansatz for the form ©f. 2

On the microscopic level, the Hubbard model is defined agith o, = a2/2. We will see that a vanishing af Corresponds
a purely fermionic model for electrons on a lattice. HOw-yq 3 diverging €ective four fermion coupling, while negative
ever, it is well known that also bosonic degrees of freedom,ﬁg leads to a minimum obJ, atap # 0, and therefore in-
e.g. Cooper-pairs, play an important role on larger lengthyicates spontaneous symmetry breaking. In the renormaliza
scales. Hence, the question arises how the optimal descriggp, group treatmenty? and.1, becomek-dependent running

tion of the relevant degrees of freedom on all scales can b@ouplings. A situation withmZ(K) < 0 for ksg < k < kssg
achieved within a functional renormalization group stugmy. me(k < ksp > O describes local order in domains with linear

the one hand, we want to accommodate the purely fermioni -1 -1 : i )
model at high momentum scales. On the other hand, we wa scale betweetts and ks, while no global antiferromag
’ tism is present. Macroscopic antiferromagnetic ordar ca

to study phase transitions and critical behavior for themmac e ghserved if thi-dependent location of the potential mini-
scopic physics. In the vicinity of the critical temperattine mum,ao(K), stays nonzero s’ reaches the size of the exper-
long range fluctuations are dominated by bosonic compOSiental probe. FonZ < 0 a crucial ingredient for the deter-
ite operators. In order to exploit directly the importande 0 mination ofay is the quartic bosonic coupling. In a purely

the collective bosonic degrees of freedom, we employ partigermionic language this corresponds to an eight fermion ver
bosonization as motivated by a Hubbard-Stratonovich transeay and is quite dficult to access.

formation [28] 29]. Spontaneous symmetry breaking can then \ye start with a Yukawa like ansatz for theztive average
be described simply by nonzero expectation values of suityion
able bosonic fields. In a purely fermionic description the

four fermion coupling often diverges for temperatures telo Tulx] = Trkly] + Faklx] + Traxlx] - ()
a pseudo-critical temperatufg.. This indicates the onset of '

local order fofT < Tpc. In the partially bosonized version this |t describes fermion fields and the “antiferromagnetic boson

simply translates to a vanishing.“mass parameter” or gap fOﬁe|d" a, with y = (a, ¢, ¥*). The fermionic kinetic term
the bosons, and does not constitute an obstacle for ingestig

tionsafl < Tpe. o Tex = ) ¥ (QP(QW(Q) ®)
Antiferromagnetic order for the two-dimensional Hubbard Q
model at half filling has been successfully described in this
framework [9, 10]. One investigates a bosonic fialdhich ~ involves the inverse fermion propagator
represents an antiferromagnetic fermion bilinear
Pr(Q) =iw+£(a), ©)

&(X) = ' () y(X)e™. B3)  where
We use the Matsubara formalism with euclidean tintm- &(q) = —u — 2t(cosqy + cosqy) — 4t cosqy cosap . (10)
pactified on a torus with circumferenge= T~1. The Matsub-

ara frequencies for the fermions ave= (2n+ 1)aT,n € Z.  Thisis the classical inverse propagator for the Hubbardehod
Bosonic fields obey periodic boundary conditions such thatvith next neighbor hopping and diagonal hoppinf. The

w = 2nzT. We use a compact notatioti= (1, x), Q = (w, q) chemical potential is denoted ly The purely bosonic term



is described by a kinetic term and a locéileetive potential
U,, cf. Eq. [@),

Fak=5 2,2 COPQaQ + Y Uaiddl . (1)
Q X

The kinetic termP, involves theQ-dependent part of the in-
verse antiferromagnetic propagator and is discussed ail det
in the appendix. The Yukawa like interaction term couple&s th FIG. 1: d-wave form factor.
bosonic field to the fermions,

Thed-field couples to the fermions by a Yukawa term

Trak = —ha )~ a' (-Q)A(Q) (12) _ . -
0 Teax = —ha ) (d"(X)d(X) + d(X)d"(X)) (16)
= —ha > §(K+T-Q+Q)a(K) - [ (Qoy(Q)]. X ) )
Ko = —hq ) (d"(Qd(Q) + d(Qd"(Q)
Q
This simplest truncation contains fikedependent couplings, ﬁd , ,
namelyng, 1,, h,, as well as the wave function renormaliza- - Ty Z o(K-Q-Q)fa(a-a)
tion A, and the shape paramef@which parameteriz®.(Q). KQQ
Inserting our truncation into the exact flow equatigh (2) x(d*(K)[y " (Qew(Q)] - d(K)[¥ (Qew*(Q)]).

yields a coupled system of flow equations fof, 15, h, and . o
P.. This is solved numerically. We start at the microscopicWith Yukawa couplingys. Thed-wave form factor
scalek = A with initial conditions N o
fa(q) = cosi - cos? , a7)
MEla =Um, Nala =Um, 4ala =0, Pa(QIa=0.(13) s kept fixed and shown in Figl 1. We note the characteristic
change of the sign under rotations of’90n our approxima-
Since for this choice theffective action is quadratic ia, itis  tion, only the momentum independent couplipglepends on
easy to solve fom as a functional ofy, ¥*. Reinserting this the scale&k. The extended truncation has two further running
solution intol', yields the well known microscopic action for couplings,rrﬁ andhy.
the Hubbard model, with four fermion coupling given by The initial values in thel-wave channel are
U = 3Un. Equivalently, we can us8, = I, in the defining _ —
functional integral and perform the Gaussian integratieer o mﬁl,\ =1, hgr=0. (18)
the“auxiliary”fielda. This shows that our model is equivalent at ihe microscopic scale thd-boson therefore decouples
to the fermionic Hubbard model [30]. from the fermions and tha-boson, such that the microscopic
In this paper we want to understand the physics associction is not modified. Our model remains exactly equiva-
ated to fermion bilinears whose expectation value dessribelent to the Hubbard model. Fér< A, however, a non-zero
d-wave superconductivity. We therefore have to extend thérukawa couplinghy is generated, as shown in Figl 2. “In-
simplest truncatior{7). We introduce in addition a bosonictegrating out” thed-boson by solving the field equations as a
field d associated to the appropriate Cooper-pairs functional ofy,, and reinserting intd, yields now an &ec-
tive four fermion interaction in thd-wave pairing channel

(%)= 50706 Drew(x+ )~ T~ Dyeux+ 2. (14) 1)

Q3\L|Q:'ZJ|

Mgy =-ag > deodx), =
X

Here,€,, & are the unit vectors in the plane ane io2. (EQ.  gyen though absent microscopically, this interaction is-ge

(14) is used here only as a shorthand for the definitiod of erated during the flow by the coupling to the antiferromag-

in mom?antumdspa(;]e, IEd:G34), sinzedthfg Qrans]s_ﬁmann_\_/ariablt?]%tic channel, as derived before in a purely fermionic lan-
are not located at the lattice sites. A definitiordoh position guage [18] 14, 15, 16, 18,119, 20] 21| 22, 23]. THedative

space and the appropriate Fourier transformation can meifou counlinad is shown araphically in Fid12

e.g.in[5].) Ping e graphically in Fig.J2.
For the purely bosonic part we add in our truncation solely

a mass term of thd-boson [1l. FLOW EQUATIONS

Tak = rﬁﬁzd*(Q)d(Q)- (15) . In addition to the trunc_ation of theffective average ac-
0 tion, the regulator functions have to be defined. Our
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flow of the d-wave channel fermionic couplingg for T/t = 0.13, The derivative?k acts only onto the explick-dependence in-

p/t=-0.1andt = 0. The dashed line shows the flow of the Yukawa y,q,ced by the regulator functions, not on the couplings. F
coupling in thed-wave channehy, as given by rebosonization for the the quartic coupling the flow equation reads

sameT, u, t’ and initial conditions[{1I8).

= = ~ 1
Oda = 4hg Y O—— (24)
choice for the fermionic regulator is inspired by the fact Z (Pe(Q)Pg (Q+H))2
that at nonzero temperature the inverse fermionic propagat 11_2
Pe(Q) = 2ri(ng + %)T + &q has no zero eigenvalue. The tem- Z k(P (Q) )2
perature itself acts as a regulator. We put this into use &y th
regulator functioni[9] The flow of the kinetic termP,(Q) is discussed in the ap-

. T ) 1 pendix.
R(Q =lo( - =21k + S)(Tk~T),  (20) The flow equation for the Yukawa coupling consists of a di-
rect contnbutlorﬁ’d and a contnbuno;zi%rb which comes from

with rebosonization of regenerated fermlonlc couplings [24],
Te = T4 +K4, (21) s = G0+ (25)
. kNa = b + 57 .
T = (K/TW)® - { 1 .If k=T T T
(kT if k<T - The first contribution reads

Fork > T the cutdf le in the inverse fermion propagator gl = _ng % 1
suppresses the contribution of all fluctuations with moraent h 7@ X PE(QPX(Q + IM)(PK(Q) + m2) -
lg — qel? < (7k)?, even forT = 0. It becomes inective for Q
k < T where no cutff is needed anyhow. Basically, the tem- The second contribution is discussed in the following segti
peratureT is replaced by the scale dependent “temperaturetogether with the flow equation fog. For the mass parameter
Tk — we cool the fermions down to the temperature of interestﬁg for thed-boson we find
during the flow.

For bosons the situation is fiérent. Here, long range _ f$(2q)
bosonic modes ma: infrared probl i oG = Z (27)

y cause infrared problems. In particular, pk( Q)pk(Q)

near a second order phase transition the bosonic cormelatio
length diverges, which is the same as a vanishing boson mass
term. Our regulatoRy is devised in order to cutfbthe long IV. GENERATION OF d-WAVE COUPLING
range bosonic fluctuations. We specify the regularization o
the a-bosons in detail in the appendix. No regularization of
the d-bosons is needed for the investigations in the present

(26)

In this section we discuss how a coupling in tti@vave
aper. channel is generated by the exchange of spin waves. This
pap : . ... mechanism was suggested e.qg. by [%, 15]. At the microscopic

of-trr:]: tfll(_c))\\/lvv :ng;[;grra;c))rgﬂﬁﬁ?}‘éﬂ'gﬁg?'&ﬁifrr]OTn%rnocl)emcitgl)gfscaleA we have a local repulsive four fermion interaction, de-
d P 9 scribed in our picture by the exchangessbosons. No other

fields. For the mass parameter in tHeeetive potential one
channel is present. However, even in the case of purely re-

derives{9] pulsive forces between the electrons the system may become
T = Zszak 1 unstable against Cooper-pair formation!/[31]. On lower mo-
a pk (Q)PX (Q +10) mentum scales we indeed observe a generation of an até&ractiv
coupling in a Cooper-pair channel which turns out to hdwve
+= Aaz ———— wave symmetry. This may become critical in an appropriate
Pk(Q) parameter region.

(22)



We show in Fig[B the box diagrams exchangalgosons.

They generate arfiective momentum dependent four fermion

vertexI'?),

1
Ta= 2 Fg()l,b’yﬁ(Ql’ Q2, Q3, Q1)6(Q1 — Qs + Q3 — Qu)
Q1,....Q4

X (Qu)Yp(Q2)w (Qa)ys(Qa) . (28)

It contains contributions from various channels and we will

next project onto its contributions from tltewave and the
antiferromagnetic channels. For spin rotation invariafs s
tems the spin structure of the four fermion interaction thas t
general form

T s(Qu Q2. Qs Qa) = TEU(QL, Q2 Q3. Qu)Suyis (29)

+TE(Q1, Q2. Qs, Qu) Tayss »

Whel’esay;&s = %((50,5(575 - 6}/[36016) and Tay;ﬁg = %((50,5(575 +

d,80as) are the projection operators onto spin singlet and spin

triplet states in the fermion pair channels, respectivieigre,
we are interested in spin singlet states and we ch@ase
-Q3 =L =(@T,)andQ; = -Q4 = L’ = (aT,I"). Forthe
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FIG. 4. Momentum dependence dfwave coupling. In (a), (c)
we show the normalized momentum dependence of the rhs of the

projection onto thed-wave Cooper-pair channel we use the flow equation for the fermionic coupling; (kA2 (1, 1) /8kAg). In
fact that thed-wave coupling changes its sign under rotation(b), (d) we display the residual coupling after the subteexcof the

of 90°. We therefore define a momentum dependeniave
channel couplingd(l,1") by

1 ’ ’
E{ 5:4,)S(L’ L s _L, _L )

~-TE(R(L), L', -R(L), -L)},

27,1 = (30)

whereR(L) denotes a rotation of the spatial compondras
L by 9C°. For the definition[(30) we have keft fixed and
subtracted the same contribution after a rotation 6f&Ghe
space-like components &f For instance, the antiferromag-

netic channel and the-wave channel are subtracted in this

way.
We compute?kl"(F“) andak/l,‘i(l, I’) by taking the fourth func-
tional derivative of Eq.[{[2) with respect to the fermion field

Within our truncation this corresponds to the box diagrams i a(rk[‘”’ v B|<]|Bk = dly. v, B]|B:Bk

Fig. 3. We find that?k/l,‘i(l, I”) is well approximated by the
flow of a simpled-wave channel couplin@,‘i of the form

22(1,1") = fq(21) fq(2)28 . (31)

In Figs. [4a,c we show the flow of the |hs of E4.(31) as a

function ofl for I’ = (0, x) (for k = A and with appropriate
overall normalization). There is a good qualitative agreetn

with thed-wave form factor displayed in Fig] 1. We determine

the flow of 22 by choosing = (r,0),1"” = (0, ), i.e. 4yl
ﬁk/lg ((r, 0), (0, )).

bosonized part3 (a2 (1,1")/8Ag — fa(2) fa(21")) (cf. Eq. [31)). We
useU/t = 3,t = 0in all plots, but notice that these plots are inde-
pendent oUJ.

the functional flow equatiori{2). The flow equatidn (2) de-
scribes the scale dependencdpfat fixed fieldsy. We will
now switch to newk-dependent variableg, and derive new
flow equations which describe thedependence dfy at fixed
xk- For a suitable choice ofy this will realize the desired
bosonization[24, 25].

More precisely, we choose scale dependent bosonic fields
Bk = Bk, ¢",B;Kl = (&, dk, di) and perform the variable
transformation in the exact flow equation

d

(32)

0

+ ZQ: (mrk[w, v, Bk])akak(Q)

0

+ ZQ: (mrk[lﬁ, lﬁ*, Bk])akdk(Q)

+ ZQ] ( 5d;(Q) Ty ', B)od(Q).

This equation is our starting point for the constructiontad t
“perfect bosons”|[24] on all scales. The first term on the rhs

Next, we show how this fermionic quartic coupling can beis given by Eq.[(R).

bosonized on all scalds This means that we trade the four

fermion coupling/l,‘i in favour of a Yukawa-coupling of the
d-bosons. After this transformation, tdeboson exchange in-
duces the fective interaction in the-wave pairing channel.
We achieve this reformulation by a variable transformation

The scale dependent boson fields are defined by adding suit-
able fermion bilinears

a(Q) = ar(Q) - 2&(Q)
d(Q) = da(Q) - ¥d(Q) .

(33)



6

This means that its flow is obtained from the row/tﬂf(I, 1)

¥"(Qs) ————> ¢ (Qu) (at fixedB) by subtracting the “bosonized piece”
|
|
i d AR5, = Bt (L)) - deaR fa(@)fa(2) . (38)
|
l . . . d .
¥(Qa) — W(Qy) In particular, if we deﬂnei,:|8k in analogy to Eq. [[31), one

hasak/l‘é|8k = 0. We showdad(l,1") s, in Figs. [@b,d (in a

FIG. 5: Effective four fermion interaction in tiswave pairing chan-  Suitable normalization whe@A¢ is divided out). Compari-

nel mediated by-boson exchange. son with Figs[#a,c shows that the major panﬁpfg(l, I”) can
indeed be absorbed by the bosonization. The “residual part”
6k/l‘é(l, I’)lBk contains higher harmonics — the dominant piece

Here the fermion bilinears in Figs.[2b,d has a periodicity in momenta with perigdn-
. : stead of the leading piece with periodicity t Figs. [4a,c.
aQ) = Z y'(Poy(P-11+Q), (34)  In principle, this residual interaction can be partiallpatbed
P by a more complek-dependent field in EqL(33). We will not
3 _ 1 T do this here and simply neglect in our truncation the redidua
dQ = 2 zpl fa(2p - )" (P)ey(Q—P). interaction inak/l,fi 11 B As can be seen by a comparison of

Figs.[4b and}4d, the accuracy of this approximation gets bet-
correspond to the Fourier transforms of EqE] (B)] (14). Inter for largerju/t|. After the variable transformation, we can
Eqg. (33), we denote by, andd, the original microscopic work with a vanishing four fermion coupling in tretwave
fields appearing in the microscopic actibp. These are the pairing channel.
k-independent fields which are kept fixed in Elq. (2) or inthe From Eg. [32) we can now infer the additional contribu-
first term on the rhs of Eq[(B2). The fermion fields are kepttions to the flow of the Yukawa coupling. It accounts for

scale independent and we infer the fact that after the variable change a leading contobuti
to the four fermion interaction is mediated by the excharfge o
ha(Q) = —efa(Q), (35)  bosons and no longer containediin One obtains a modified
5kd,(<*)(Q) _ —6kaﬂa(*)(Q) . flow equation for the Yukawa coupling for tlteboson
6kﬁd = 6kﬁd|5 + rﬁﬁakaﬂ . (39)

The variable transformation in Eqg. [(32) induces new ) ) g )
Yukawa and four fermion couplings, given in our truncation ' €reby insertingiaj from Eq. [37) yields

by

S o
d = ) okhg = okl + TV (40)
G, = g, — D@D (Pa(Q) + Ma(-Q) - Q) d
g _Q o - for the d-boson. In our truncation one ha;aﬁd|B = 0. The
- Z(akak)nﬁ{dk(Q)d(Q) +d(Qd"(Q)} numerical solution to this flow equation is shown in Fig. 2.
Q We can reconstruct théfective four fermion interaction in the
+ ad)haA(Q) - A(-Q d-wave pairing channel by computing the tree diagram from
ZQ:( @Ihea(Q) - &(-Q) thed-boson exchange (cf. Figl 5)

+2 )" (Baf)had" (QA(Q). (36)
Q A2 1(Q1. Q2. Q3. Qu) = = fa(01 — ga) fu(dz — ds) (41)

Here the couplingss,, hy etc. correspond to suitable func- X6(Q1— Q2+ Q3 —Qq).
tional derivatives of ' at fixedBy.

For a suitable choice afY, we can use the four fermionin-  Similar as for thed-boson, the Yukawa coupling of the
teraction in thed-wave pairing channel generated by the vari-a-boson receives an additional contribution due to the re-
able transformation, in order to cancel a correspondingepie bosonization of the four fermion interaction in the antier
A3 generated by the diagrams of Figl 3dd\|,. More  magnetic channel[9],

precisely, we fiﬁkag by the requirement

=k

oha = dhalg + TBOKaf . (42)
_aqd oo d
0= ke — 2Nadicey 37 We define the projection onto the four fermion interaction in

where the first term is computed from Edd. (B)](28)H(31). Thethe antiferromagnetic channel by

coupling/l,‘i|Bk(I, I’) is defined similar to Eq.[(30). However, . @
it is now given by the functional derivative 0% at fixedBy. Ag = érF,lZZl(o’ I1,0,-11), (43)
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and determinéyaf by

0= A2 + hadial. (44)
This yields
Oha = diha|, - %amé =By + B (45)

for the flow of the Yukawa coupling of th&boson. The first

0.14
0.12f
0.10f
0.08f

Toc/t |
0.06F

0.04f

0.02f

16 1.8 20 22 24 26 28 30

0.00t : : :

u/t

FIG. 8: Pseudo-critical temperatufig./t as a function ofU/t for
u = 0,t = 0 (solid line) andu/t = -0.12,t'/t = —-0.05 (dashed
line).

remain positive for alk. Below the pseudocritical temperature
Tpe, the “mass termirg becomes zero for a certain valuekof
This signals the onset of local antiferromagnetic orderan d
mains of linear siz& . For smallek, the flow has to be con-
tinued in the “spontaneously broken regime” [9| 10], where
the minimum of the fective potential occurs for nonzeeo

In the present paper we do not continue the flow beyond the
scale wherenZ vanishes, but rather stop oncé reaches zero.
The corresponding pseudocritical temperaftygis shown in

contribution was given in Eq[(26). The second contributionFig. [7 as a function of the chemical potential. We also show
comes from rebosonization and we find in agreement with [9the dependence dfp,c on the Hubbard coupling in Fig. [8.

1
46
(P&(Q) + M)(PK(I1 - Q) + 1Y) (

AR = 8 ) hakdk )
Q

y 1 { 1 B 1}
PE(-QPE(T-Q)  PE(Q)’

V. PSEUDOCRITICAL TEMPERATURE

We have solved the flow equations for the coupliﬁgsﬁd,
Mg, Ma, As and D numerically. In Fig. [ we show thk-
dependence af, M andA,. ForT > Ty bothré andng

0.14f -

012} o :
0.10¢ -

Tpo/t 0.08]
0.06] {
0.04]
0.02F

-0.2 —0.1 0.0 0.1
ult

FIG. 7: Pseudo-critical temperatufig./t as a function ofu/t for
U/t = 3 andt’ = 0 (solid line) and’ = —0.05t (dashed line).

0.00

ForU/t = 3 andu =t = 0 we find for Ty a value that is
about 30% smaller than in/[9]. This is due to thefelient
ansatz for the propagator of theboson and may be taken as
an indication for the size of the error.

Another interesting quantity is the relative strength af th
effective four fermion interaction in thd-wave pairing and
the antiferromagnetic channel. We plot the ratio

R= j_f - EE% (47)
F a''d
0.08 —
0.06}
R 0.04}
0.02}
0.00

—Ink/t

FIG. 9: Relative strength af-wave and antiferromagnetic coupling.
The ratioR, defined in Eq.[(4l7) is plotted for four parameter choices:
1) T/t =012354 =0, 2.) T/t = 0.115u/t = -0.09, 3.) T/t =
0.08 u/t = —0.15 and 4.)T/t = 0.05, u/t = —0.3. We useU/t = 3,
t'=0.
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in Fig. [9 for different values of:. In these plots the ratio nel couplinga? = hgirﬁg becomes much smaller than tte
Rfirst increases due to the generation of a non-vanishing - wave couplingtd = hZ/mé. The corresponding large values
and subsequently decreases simé@pproaches zero or small of R are reached, however, only in a region fgt where our
values. We see the tendency that the maximuiR ioicreases  present approximation for the propagator of the antifeergm
with increasingu. netic bosons becomes irffigient.

Our present truncation does not remain valid for liouf As we have mentioned in Sect. V, our present investigation
lu/tl gets large. The reason is th&g or 1, reach zero be- s |imited to the range ok where the propagator for the
fore eitherm?, or ny; vanishes. This means that our approx-a-boson is well described by the approximation discussed
imation for the momentum dependenceRg(Q), or for the  in the appendix. In particular, this requirdg > 0. Within
polynomial approximation folJ,, becomes indiicient. An  the present truncation this is not realized foralt,t’ , U, T
extended truncation can cure these problems, which will bg k becomes small. Also the simple dependencé®gpbn
addressed in a future publication. In our figures the breakthe Matsubara frequency does not remain appropriate for
down of the approximations can be seen by the end of thg —, 0. We will discuss a more general form Bf, as well
curves in Fig[7 and Fid.]19. The iniciency of the trunca-  as a momentum dependent propagator fordHmson, in a
tion is the reason why we cannot access the valugd ahd  forthcoming work. We are confident that a suitable trunca-
k whereR becomes large in the present paper. tion of the functional renormalization group equations| wil

give access to the whole phase diagram of the Hubbard model.
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We have shown how the renormalization flow turns the mi-edges financial support by the DFG research unit FOR 723 un-
croscopic Hubbard model into arffective boson exchange der the contract WE 1038-1. JAM acknowledges financial
model at intermediate length scalés®. This “mesoscopic” support by the Helmholtz-University Young Investor Grant
model is characterized by the exchange of collective edactr VH-NG-332.
or electron-hole pairs, which are described by bosonicdield
The most important channels are the exchange of magnons of
the antiferromagnetic type — tleeboson — andl-wave pairs
— thed-boson. The coupling of these bosons to the electrons
is described by Yukawa type couplingg, hy, which mul-
tiply the form factors appropriate for the respective cresn In order to gain some first information on the general shape
The dfective model is characterized by thigeetive action, cf.  of the momentum dependent piece in the inverse propagator
Eqgs. (7),[(I5),[M6)" = I'r + Ta+ra+ g+ T'rq. Besides the for the antiferromagnetic boson, we compute the contrituti
Yukawa couplings, important ingredients are the propagatoffom the fermionic loop
and the &ective potential for tha-bosons and thd-bosons. _
The dfective boson exchange (EBE) model has several cou- 1 h2
pling constants, as,, hy, M, rﬁg as well as bosonic self inter- AG,(Q) = Z P:(Q+ P+ II)Pe(P) +(Q--Q. (Al
actions and couplings parameterizing the bosonic propeagat P
(cf. appendix). These couplings depend on the momentu
scalek at which the &ective model is considered. We may
consider the EBE model as a coarse grained version of th
microscopic Hubbard model, with coarse graining lerigth
Its couplings can therefore be related to the couplintjsand
U of the Hubbard model, and we have done so by the use of 1.0F—=——— — T
the functional renormalization flow. This flow shows how an [ T L ]
effective coupling in thel-wave pairing channel is generated 08¢ : . ]
by the fluctuations of tha-bosons. 0 6: ]
One may also consider the EBE-model with arbitrary pa- Tl ]
rameters. This can then be interpreted as a generalizadtiono ¢ .4[ b
the Hubbard model. The particular cdse= 0, where thea- I ]
bosons play no role, has already been discussed with the help 0.2} 1
of functional flow equations in Ref. [11]. For low temper- [ ]
atures one finds superfluidity. The investigation|of [11] has 0.0¢ ]
covered the critical behavior at the phase transition aed th 10 _5 0 5 10
low temperature “ordered phase”. The phase transition was m
found to be in the universality class of the Kosterlitz-Thess
phase transition. Reinterpreted in the context of our itives FIG. 10: Mean field calculation of the frequency dependeridae
gation of the Hubbard model, the model|[11] becomes a valid?0Sonic propagator at zero spatial momentg, + AG;*(2rmT. k =
approximation if at some scalethe antiferromagnetic chan- 0) forU/t=3,T/t=025t =0andu = 0.

APPENDIX: BOSONIC PROPAGATOR

he general features of this one loop contribution will bedus
ig order to motivate a suitable truncation. Performing theg-M
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P4(0, 7, ) computed from Eqs[(Al3) E(AI5) deviates slightly
from the mean field result for this momentum choice.) The
lowest order perturbative contribution from the fermioeads

1
fa= Z aalzF>'<(Q)F>'<(K+Q+H)

(A6)

For frequencies dlierent from zero we set for aij

FIG. 11: The mean field approximation for the spatial momen-

tum dependence of the bosonic propagator at zero fre - — —

AG;l(O,pk) is shown in (a). We upseJF/)tg: 3,u=-01 1u%ﬁ§ﬁd Pa(w #0,0) = mglA a mglk' (A7)

T/t = 0.25. In (b) the parameterization in terms of Eq._(A 3) is

displayed for a renormalization scale- 0. In practice, this means that we include the fluctuatifiacts
only for the zero Matsubara frequency mode. In the temper-
ature range of interest in this work, this is a well justifigd a

subara sum one finds proximation, cf. Fig.[I0. On the other hand, the truncation
_ (A7D) is not suited for very low T and therefore limits the tem-
AG-L : h2 ™ d?p tanh tanh({q*’”” = perature range for our investigation in the present paper.
a (@.0) = _r (27)2 g—‘p Eqipir — W Within the functional renormalization group approach, we
+(Q - -Q). (A2) describe the scale dependence of the inverse bosonic propga

tor by flow equations for the parametekg andD. The flow
In Fig. [I0 we plot the frequency dependence at vanishingquation for the gradient cfiient is
spatial momenta while the dependence on spatial momenta at
vanishing frequency is plotted in Fig.J11 (a).
We approximate the inverse bosonic propagator at zero fre-  9kAa = Z hzak
quency by

1
12 PE(QPE(K + Q+1T) |

. (A9)

[q]?D? 3 whereK = (0,1,0). At the initial scale the gradient cfiie
D2+[q]2’ (A3) cient vanishe®\,Jy = 0. The boson is not dynamic on this
scale and can be regarded as an auxiliary field. Thierénce
where [j]? is defined asq]? = g + ¢ for g € [-m,n] and  Pa(0,7,7) — P4(0,0,0) in Eq. [AB) is also scale dependent.
continued periodically otherwise. It is convenient to defin From this, and Eqs[_(Al5)_Al8), one infers the flow equation

Pak(0,0) = AG4(Q) + MG|x — Mk = Aa

the gradient coicientA, and the shape céiecientD by for D. Again, D vanishes at the initial scalé. The result
of our approximatiof{AB), as calculated from the flow equa-
A, = 14? ¥ b0 O)| (A4) tion, is displayed in Fig._11 b. Comparison with the one loop
2012 27 =0 result in Fig[ Il a shows satisfactory agreement.

The infared cutéi R? for the a-boson is adapted to Eq.

and (A3). We use an “optimized cufd [25, 32,33]
1
Aa(Pa(O, n,m) — Pa(0,0,0)). (A5) , [q]2D? , [q]2D?
RAQ) = Aa- (K — —5—=5)0(K" - ﬁf (A9)
Comparison between Figs[]11a and 11b shows that this [a] +[al
choice reproduces the mean field result rather well. (Nate th
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