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The Rashba4 model is a lattice model of interacting fermions with a tight-binding dispersion
relation that exhibits four Rashba band crossing points at the same energy. The fermions interact
weakly, by an on-site repulsion and an additional nearest-neighbour two-body interaction, which
may be attractive or repulsive. We study this model when the Fermi energy is at or close to the
band crossings, by a combination of renormalization group flow equations and mean-field theory.
We find that the scattering processes between different Rashba points drive superconductivity of an
unusual triplet type not found in models with a single Rashba point.

Fermionic models with a Rashba dispersion relation
and a short-range two-body interaction exhibit a variety
of competing correlations and potential ordered phases,
in particular superconductivity [1, 2]. In this paper and
a more detailed companion paper [3], we consider a gen-
eral class of tight-binding models where several Rashba
points arise naturally. We use renormalization group
(RG) methods to derive a scale-dependent effective ac-
tion. The existence of several Rashba points at the Fermi
level leads to new interaction terms in this effective ac-
tion. We study the interplay of these interactions in the
framework of the g’ology approximation, where the focus
is on the most singular contributions, i.e., the coupling
function is reduced to a finite number of terms that de-
scribe the scattering of particles from one Rashba point
to another in the Brillouin zone. In the case where the
dominant instability is of superconducting type, we use
the RG effective action as an input for BCS-type mean-
field theory, by which we calculate the gap function and
the order parameter in the symmetry-broken phase.

The Rashba4 model is a tight-binding model defined
on the two-dimensional hexagonal lattice by the Hamil-
tonian

Ĥ0 =
∑
R,R′

∑
s,s′

H0
ss′(R−R′) â†s(R) âs′(R

′) , (1)

where R , R′ are direct lattice vectors and s, s′ are spin
indices. The (2×2) matrix H0 can be expanded in terms
of the Pauli matrices σ = (σx, σy, σz)

T, i.e.,

H0(R) = f(R) + g(R) · σ . (2)

The model includes next-nearest neighbor hopping to the
vector 2R1, where R1 is a primitive vector of the hexago-
nal lattice, which by our convention points in the positive
x direction. Concretely, we define

f(2R1) := −γ/6 , (3)

gy(2R1) := iα/6 , (4)

with parameters α, γ ∈ R, and we set gz(R) ≡ 0. Fur-
thermore, we assume Hermiticity, time-reversal symme-
try, three-fold rotation symmetry C3 about the z axis,

(a) Energy dispersion (b) Fermi lines

FIG. 1. Rashba4 model for parameters α = 2 and γ = 1, with
Fermi energy below the band crossings.

and mirror reflection symmetry Mx with respect to the
x-axis [2]. As a result of these conditions, one can show
that in dual space,

f(k) = −γ

3

(
cos(k · 2R1) (5)

+ cos(k · C3(2R1)) + cos(k · C−1
3 (2R1))

)
,

gx(k) =
α
√
3

6

(
− sin(k · C3 (2R1)) (6)

+ sin(k · C−1
3 (2R1))

)
gy(k) =

α

6

(
2 sin(k · 2R1) (7)

− sin(k · C3 (2R1))− sin(k · C−1
3 (2R1))

)
.

The energy bands and Fermi lines of this model are shown
in Fig. 1 (for Fermi energy EF < 0). Band crossings ap-
pear at each time-reversal invariant momentum k (where
k = −k), i.e., at the center O = (0, 0)T of the Brilllouin
zone and at the three inequivalent boundary points

A =
2π

a0

(
0

1√
3

)
, B =

π

a0

(
−1

1√
3

)
, C =

π

a0

(
−1

− 1√
3

)
(8)

For each X ∈ {O,A,B,C} and for κ = a0k = (κx, κy)
T,
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where a0 = |R1| denotes the lattice constant, the Hamil-
tonian is given to second order in κ by

H0(X + κ) = γ |κ|2 + α(κxσy − κyσx) , (9)

which is the Rashba Hamiltonian. Hence, the model is
approximated by the Rashba Hamiltonian near each of
the four time-reversal invariant momenta {O,A,B,C},
which is why we call it the Rashba4 model. The general
case is treated in [3].

To the free Hamiltonian defined above, we add an in-
teraction term, Ĥ = Ĥ0 + V̂ , which consists of an onsite
and a nearest-neighbor density-density interaction,

V̂ = 2U0

∑
R

: n̂↑(R) n̂↓(R) : +
U1

2

∑
⟨R,R′⟩

n̂(R) n̂(R′) .

(10)

Here, n̂s(R) = â†s(R) âs(R) is the spin-resolved density
operator at lattice site R, n̂(R) = n̂↑(R) + n̂↓(R), and
the summation in the second term is over all nearest-
neighbor vectors R and R′. We further assume that the
first term is repulsive, i.e., U0 > 0, while the second term
may be of any sign.

To set up the RG flow, we consider an effective in-
teraction kernel V Λ

s1s2s3s4(k1,k2,k3,k4 = k1 + k2 − k3)
depending on the RG scale Λ, which corresponds to the
interaction operator (10) at the initial scale Λ = Λ0. Fur-
thermore, we project each momentum argument to the
respective closest momentum in the set {O,A,B,C} of
the four time-reversal invariant momenta. Hence, with
each spin index taking values in {↑, ↓}, there are in prin-
ciple 43 × 24 = 1024 complex interaction parameters.
However, assuming that the effective interaction has the
same symmetries as the free Hamiltonian, i.e., Hermitic-
ity, time-reversal symmetry, three-fold rotation symme-
try C3, and mirror reflection symmetry Mx, one can show
that several of these couplings coincide, and there are
in fact only 25 independent real interaction parameters.
These are listed in Table I, which also provides a graph-
ical representation and the initial condition (at Λ = Λ0)
for each interaction parameter.

From the RG equation for the effective interaction ker-
nel [2, 4], one can derive the g’ology equations, i.e., the 25
coupled flow equations for the real couplings listed in Ta-
ble I. Several couplings have identical initial conditions,
and our numerical solution shows that some couplings
even remain degenerate in the flow. Concretely, we find
that a1 = b1, c1 = d1 = h6, e1 = f1, e5 = f5, and e6 = f6,
while all other couplings vanish identically. Thus, we ob-
tain the following simplified RG equations, i.e., a set of
five coupled differential equations for the real couplings
a1, c1, e1, e5, and e6:

Graphical Coupling Initial

a1 = Re V+−+−(O,O,O,O) U0+3U1

b1 = Re V+−+−(A,A,A,A) U0+3U1

c1 = Re V+−+−(O,O,A,A) U0 − U1

d1 = Re V+−+−(B,B,C,C) U0 − U1

e1 = Re V++++(O,A,O,A) 4U1

e2 = Im V+++−(O,A,O,A) 0

e3 = Im V++−+(O,A,O,A) 0

e4 = Re V++−−(O,A,O,A) 0

e5 = Re V+−+−(O,A,O,A) U0 +3U1

e6 = Re V+−−+(O,A,O,A) −U0+U1

f1 = Re V++++(B,C,B,C) 4U1

f2 = Re V+++−(B,C,B,C) 0

f3 = Im V+++−(B,C,B,C) 0

f4 = Re V++−−(B,C,B,C) 0

f5 = Re V+−+−(B,C,B,C) U0+3U1

f6 = Re V+−−+(B,C,B,C) −U0+U1

f7 = Im V+−−+(B,C,B,C) 0

h1 = Im V++++(O,A,B,C) 0

h2 = Re V+++−(O,A,B,C) 0

h3 = Im V+++−(O,A,B,C) 0

h4 = Im V++−−(O,A,B,C) 0

h5 = Re V+−++(O,A,B,C) 0

h6 = Re V+−+−(O,A,B,C) U0 − U1

h7 = Im V+−+−(O,A,B,C) 0

h8 = Re V+−−−(O,A,B,C) 0

TABLE I. Real couplings and their initial conditions. For
better readability, we write spin indices as ↑= + and ↓= − .

a′1 = −2I−(−,+) (a21 + 3c21)

+ 3I+(−,−) (e21 + 2e1e5 + e25 − e26)

+ I+(−,+) (−2a21 − 3(e21 − 2e1e5 + e25 + e26))

c′1 = −4I−(−,+) c1(a1 + c1)

− 2I+(−,−) c1(e1 + e5 + e6)

− 2I+(−,+) c1(2c1 + e1 + e5 − e6)



3

e′1 = −I−(−,−) e21
− I−(−,+) e21
+ I+(−,−) (−3c21 + e21 + 4e1e5 + 2e25 + 2a1(e1 + e5)

− 2e1e6 − e26)

+ I+(−,+) (−3c21 − 2a1e1 + e21 + 2a1e5 − 4e1e5

+ 2e25 + 2e1e6 − e26)

e′5 = −I−(−,−) (e5 + e6)
2

+ I−(−,+) (−4c21 − (e5 − e6)
2)

+ I+(−,−) (−3c21 +2e21 +4e1e5 + e25 +2a1(e1 + e5))

+I+(−,+) (−3c21−2e21+2a1(e1−e5)+4e1e5−3e25)

e′6 = −I−(−,−) (e5 + e6)
2

+ I−(−,+) (4c21 + (e5 − e6)
2)

+ I+(−,−) (−3c21 − e21 − 2e1e6 + e6(−2a1 + e6))

+ I+(−,+) (3c21 + e21 − 2e1e6 + e6(−2a1 + 3e6))

Here, I∓Λ (−,−) are intraband contributions and I∓Λ (−,+)
are interband contributions to the particle-particle loop
L− and the particle-hole loop L+, respectively, which are
defined explicitly as

I∓Λ (ℓ1, ℓ2) = (11)
√
3

4π

∫ ∞

0

dκκ χ̇Λ(eℓ1(κ))χΛ(eℓ2(κ))F
∓(eℓ1(κ), eℓ2(κ)) ,

where eℓ(k) = Eℓ(k) − µ are the eigenvalues of the free
Hamiltonian measured relative to the chemical potential,
χΛ denotes the regulator function, and the functions F∓

are conventionally defined as in [2].
We approximate the free Hamiltonian near each time-

reversal invariant momentum by the Rashba Hamiltonian
(9) with γ = 1 and α = 2, such that the energy bands are
given by E∓(κ) = |κ|2 ∓ 2|κ|. We choose the chemical
potential µ = −0.8, which lies slightly above the bottom
of the lower band (at Emin = −1.0), and a tiny temper-
ature corresponding to β = 104. Furthermore, we use a
strict regulator function,

χΛ(e) = Θ(|e| − Λ) = Θ(e− Λ) +Θ(−e− Λ) . (12)

For these parameters, Figs. 2a and 2b show the intra-
band contribution I−Λ (−1,−1) and the interband con-
tribution I−Λ (−1,+1) to the particle-particle loop L−

Λ as
functions of the scale Λ. The interband contribution is
small compared to the intraband contribution and ap-
proaches a finite value for Λ → 0. By contrast, the intra-
band contribution diverges for Λ → 0 and is singular at
Λ = 0.2, which corresponds to the difference between the
chemical potential and the minimum of the lower band.
Figs. 2c and 2d show the the intraband contribution
I+Λ (−1,−1) and the interband contribution I+Λ (−1,+1)
to the particle-hole loop L+

Λ as functions of the scale Λ.
In this case, the intraband contribution nearly vanishes

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

1

(a) Intraband contribution
I−Λ (−1,−1) to L−

Λ .
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(b) Interband contribution
I−Λ (−1,+1) to L−

Λ .
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(c) Intraband contribution
I+Λ (−1,−1) to L+

Λ .

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

-0.2

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

(d) Interband contribution
I+Λ (−1,+1) to L+

Λ .

FIG. 2. Particle-particle loop L−
Λ and particle-hole loop L+

Λ

as functions of the scale Λ.

for all Λ > 0, while the interband contribution is singular
at Λ = 0.2 and approaches a finite value for Λ → 0.

Next, Fig. 3 shows our numerical solution of the g’ology
equations for a repulsive onsite interaction, U0 = 2, and
a nearest-neighbor interaction, U1 = ±0.2 (at the initial
scale Λ0 = 0.5), which employs the above results for the
loop terms. For U1 < 0, we find a divergence of the flow
at a critical scale Λ∗ (see Fig. 3b). However, the same
divergence is not obtained for U1 > 0 (see Fig. 3a). To
analyze this divergence, Fig. 3c shows the flow of linearly
transformed couplings, and Fig. 3d their absolute values.
It is clearly seen that the coupling (e5 + e6) becomes
dominant in the flow and triggers the divergence. From
this, one can show that the effective interaction kernel at
the critical scale is given by

Vs1s2s3s4(X1, X2, X3, X4) = (13)

v∗ (δX1X3δX2X4 − δX1X4δX2X3) [σx]s1s2 [σx]s3s4 ,

where v∗ < 0.
The above result for the effective interaction serves as

the starting-point of our mean-field analyis. We consider
the superconducting interaction operator

V̂ = −1

2

∫
đ2k

∫
đ2k′

∑
X1,...,X4

∑
s1,...,s4

VX1s1,...,X4s4(k,k
′)

× â†X1s1
(−k) â†X2s2

(k) âX3s3(k
′) âX4s4(−k′) , (14)

where we have abbreviated â
(†)
s (X + k) ≡ â

(†)
Xs(k) and

used the normalized measure∫
đ2k =

1

|B|

∫
B
d2k , (15)
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where |B| denotes the surface area of the Brillouin zone.
The superconducting interaction kernel

VX1s1,...,X4s4(k,k
′) = Vs1s2s3s4(X1, X2, X3, X4) (16)

is independent of k and k′ and given by Eq. (13). The
mean-field interaction is then obtained by the standard
substitution of âX3s3(k

′) âX4s4(−k′) by a thermal expec-
tation value with respect to the mean-field Hamiltonian
itself (see e.g. [2, Eq. (189)]). Thus, we obtain

V̂mf =
1

2

∫
đ2k

∑
X1,X2

∑
s1,s2

∆̄X1s1,X2s2(k)

× â†X1s1
(k) â†X2s2

(−k) + H.a. , (17)

where the (8× 8) gap function is k-independent and fac-
torizes into a spatial part and a spinorial part:

∆̄X1s1,X2s2(k) = ∆X1X2
[σx]s1s2 , (18)

with the spatial part given by

∆X1X2 = (19)

− 2v∗

∫
đ2k′

∑
s3,s4

[σx]s3s4 ⟨âX1s3(k
′) âX2s4(−k′)⟩ .

The anticommutation relations of fermionic annihilation
operators imply the antisymmetry of its spatial part,

∆X1X2 = −∆X2X1 , (20)

such that the diagonal entries vanish,

∆OO = ∆AA = ∆BB = ∆CC = 0 . (21)

By the C3 symmetry, there are only two independent gap
parameters,

1√
3
∆0 := ∆OA = ∆OB = ∆OC , (22)

1√
3
∆1 := ∆AB = ∆BC = ∆CA . (23)

Hence, the spatial part of the gap function is given by

∆ =
1√
3


0 ∆0 ∆0 ∆0

−∆0 0 ∆1 −∆1

−∆0 −∆1 0 ∆1

−∆0 ∆1 −∆1 0

 . (24)

Thus, we have shown that the gap function is of spin-
triplet type. This result differs from the simple Rashba
model, for which we found in [2, Eq. (199)] that the gap
function is of spin-singlet type.

Next, the mean-field Hamiltonian, Ĥmf = Ĥ0 + V̂ mf ,
can be written in matrix form as follows:

Ĥmf − µN̂ =
1

2

∫
đ2k

∑
X1,X2

∑
s1, s2

( â†X1s1
(k), âX1s1(−k)) (25)

×

(
δX1X2

(
H0

s1s2(k)− µδs1s2
)

∆̄X1s1,X2s2(k)

−∆̄∗
X1s1,X2s2

(−k) δX1X2

(
−(H0

s1s2)
∗(−k) + µδs1s2

)
)(

âX2s2(k)

â†X2s2
(−k)

)
.

It can be diagonalized by a Bogoliubov transformation
(see e.g. [2, 5]), which in the present case reads

âXs(k) =
∑
N

X̄Xs,N (k) b̂N (k)

+ ȲXs,N (k) b̂†N (−k) , (26)

â†Xs(−k) =
∑
N

Ȳ∗
Xs,N (−k) b̂N (k)

+ X̄ ∗
Xs,N (−k) b̂†N (−k) , (27)

where we have introduced the multi-index N = (n,m, ℓ)
with n ∈ {0, 1}, m ∈ {0, 1}, and ℓ ∈ {−1,+1}. With

this, the mean-field Hamiltonian is equivalent to

Ĥmf − µN̂ =

∫
đ2k

∑
N

εN (k) b̂†N (k) b̂N (k) , (28)

where εN are the mean-field energies. The (8 × 8) ma-
trices X̄ and Ȳ can be calculated analytically by diago-
nalizing the (16×16) mean-field matrix. As a result, the
mean-field energies are given by

εn,ℓ=∓(k) =

√(
h̄2 |k|2
2m∗ − µ

)2
+ |∆n|2 ∓ αR |k| . (29)

Since they do not depend on the sub-index m, each mean-
field energy is two-fold degenerate.
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(a) U1 > 0: original couplings
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(b) U1 < 0: original couplings
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(c) U1 < 0: transformed
couplings
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1

2

3

4

|a1| |c1| |e1| |e5+e6|/2 |e5-e6|/2

(d) U1 < 0: absolute values of
transformed couplings

FIG. 3. Numerical solution of the g’ology equations with re-
pulsive onsite interaction U0 = 2 and nearest-neighbor inter-
action U1 = ±0.2.

The (8 × 8) pairing wave function, i.e., the order pa-
rameter, is defined as

Ψ̄X1s1,X2s2(k) = ⟨âX1s1(k) âX2s2(−k)⟩ . (30)

Explicit calculation shows that it is of spin triplet type,

Ψ̄X1s1,X2s2(k) = [Ψt]X1X2
[σx]s1s2 , (31)

where the spin-triplet amplitude is given by

[Ψt]X1X2(k) =
∑
Y

∑
nm

∆X1Y XY,nm (32)

× 1− f(εn−(k))− f(εn+(k))

2εn,0(k)
X ∗

X2,nm ,

with the unitary matrix

X =
1√
6


√
6 0 0 0

0 −
√
2 0 −2

0 −
√
2

√
3 1

0 −
√
2 −

√
3 1

 . (33)

In the numerator of Eq. (32) the Fermi distribution f
is evaluated at the mean-field energies (29), whereas the
denominator contains the auxiliary function

εn,0(k) =

√(
h̄2 |k|2
2m∗ − µ

)2
+ |∆n|2 . (34)

Using that σx = σz iσy, Eq. (31) further implies that the
pairing vector points in the positive z direction. These
results for the order parameter also differ from the simple

Rashba model, where we found in [2, Sct. IV.C] that the
order parameter is of a mixed singlet-triplet type.

Finally, the gap equation can be derived by inserting
our result (31) for the order parameter into Eq. (19).
Thereby, we obtain self-consistent equations for ∆0 and
∆1, which turn out to be equivalent to

1 = −2v∗

∫
đ2k

1− f(εn−(k))− f(εn+(k))

εn,0(k)
. (35)

These are two decoupled equations for the two gap pa-
rameters ∆0 and ∆1 defined in Eqs. (22)–(23). Note that
Eq. (35) does not agree with the standard gap equation
[2, Eq. (241)], in particular because the denominator is
not given by the mean-field energies but by the auxiliary
function (34). At zero temperature, Eq. (35) is solved by

|∆0| = 2ER e−c0/c1 e−1/(2c1v
∗D0) , (36)

where ER is the Rashba energy, D0 = 2πm∗/(h̄2 |B|) the
density of states of a single band e(k) = h̄2 |k|2/(2m∗),
|B| the area of the hexagonal Brillouin zone, and c0 and
c1 are positive constants. The same result is obtained
for ∆1. Again, this is in contrast to the simple Rashba
model [2, Eq. (266)], in particular because the constant
density of states D0 appears in the exponent of Eq. (36)
instead of the density of states of the Rashba4 model
under consideration.

In conclusion, we have calculated an RG-effective ac-
tion which results from the interplay of scattering be-
tween inequivalent Rashba points in the Brillouin zone of
a tight-binding model on the hexagonal two-dimensional
lattice. In the case of a nearest-neighbor attraction, we
find an instability towards a symmetry-broken state. We
use the low-energy effective action determined by the RG
flow to study the symmetry-broken phase and find a novel
triplet superconducting state. The model considered here
is part of a larger class of models with multiple Rashba
points, which is discussed in a second paper [3].
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