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We investigate the Hatsugai-Kohmoto (HK) model on a square lattice, which describes both a
Mott insulator at half-filling and a non-Fermi liquid phase on doping. Through the solution of this
exactly solvable model with the inclusion of pairing interactions, we demonstrate the emergence
of strong pair-density-wave (PDW) fluctuations associated with center-of-mass momentum Q =
(π, π) at finite temperatures for low dopings up to a critical doping and intermediate U interaction.
Furthermore, we also confirm that a superconducting instability appears in the model within a wide
regime of interaction U and doping parameter x. In view of the fact that it has been recently put
forward that the metal-insulator transition of the HK model belongs to the same universality class as
the Mott transition of the paradigmatic Hubbard model [Huang et al., Nat. Phys. 18, 511 (2022)],
our work may thus shed light on an interesting scenario regarding the emergence of a fluctuating
PDW phase on doping a Mott insulator, which has been argued to be relevant for understanding
the physics of the cuprate superconductors in the underdoped regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

The construction of a robust microscopic theory explain-
ing the mechanism of a pair-density-wave (PDW) phase [1],
i.e., an unconventional superconducting state with finite
Cooper-pair center-of-mass momentum with no explicit
breaking of time-reversal symmetry, remains a formidable
challenge to this date. The underlying motivation for this
investigation is that, from an experimental point of view,
a PDW phase has been recently detected in a number of
correlated materials, which include, e.g., Kagome metals
[2, 3], the UTe2 compound [4, 5], and some Fe-based su-
perconductors [6, 7]. Another reason for the widespread
interest in this correlated phase is due to the fact that the
possible existence of fluctuations associated with such an
order has been argued [8] to be relevant for understanding
some aspects of the physics of cuprate superconductors in
the underdoped regime, such as, e.g., LBCO at 1/8 hole
doping and some compounds in the La-214 family [9–12]
and in the Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+δ (Bi-2212) [13, 14].
On the theoretical side, the existence of a PDW phase has

only been established in a few quasi-one-dimensional mod-
els, such as, e.g., the Heisenberg antiferromagnetic chain
interacting via a Kondo coupling to a one-dimensional Lut-
tinger liquid [15], among other examples (see, e.g., Refs.
[16, 17]), using the density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) approach. However, extending this analysis to
fully two-dimensional models has proven to be very diffi-
cult and, for this reason, progress in this direction has been
somewhat hindered. In recent years, many additional works
have appeared employing a wide variety of techniques, all of
which reporting evidence on the existence of such an uncon-
ventional superconducting phase in two dimensions, both
approximately in some correlated models (see, e.g., Refs.
[18–27]) or exactly in other models [28, 29] and also nu-
merically [30–36]. These works suggest that intermediate-
to-strong interactions may be needed in order to unravel the
microscopic mechanism underlying the formation of PDW
phases in these systems.
In the present work, we address this fundamental prob-

lem from the perspective of an exactly solvable strongly cor-
related model in two dimensions – the Hatsugai-Kohmoto
(HK) model [37] (see also Ref. [38] for a similar model).
The HK model was proposed in the early 1990s as a min-

imal model for describing both a Mott insulating state
[37, 39–41] at half-filling and a non-Fermi liquid (NFL)
phase that emerges on doping [42]. It involves a ki-
netic term with nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude t on
a square lattice and an all-to-all constant interaction U
among the fermions1, which permits the model to be an-
alytically tractable. For this reason, the HK model can
be viewed as a simplified system that arguably has some
analogies, e.g., to the paradigmatic and hard-to-solve two-
dimensional Hubbard model. The latter is generally as-
sumed to be central for capturing the physics of many un-
conventional high-Tc superconductors [46]. In the past few
years, there has been an increase of interest in the investi-
gation of the HK model with the derivation of many new
results, some of which consisting of, e.g., the demonstration
of a superconducting (SC) instability from the NFL phase
[42, 47, 48], the existence of Fermi arcs and a pseudogap if
the corresponding interaction becomes momentum depen-
dent [49], and the exact computation of many thermody-
namic properties [41, 50] and also of topological properties
(see, e.g., Refs. [51–57]).

In addition to the fact that the HK model hosts a Mott
insulator at zero doping and a NFL state with an instabil-
ity towards a superconducting phase on doping, the struc-
ture of the single-particle Green’s function of the model
at half-filling exhibits some similarities with a phenomeno-
logical theory that describes the properties of the pseu-
dogap state in underdoped cuprates: the so-called Yang-
Rice-Zhang (YRZ) ansatz [58]. Furthermore, it has been
recently argued that the metal-insulator transition of the
HK model lies in the same universality class of the Mott
transition in the Hubbard model [59]. As a result, it seems
reasonable to consider the HK model as a possible starting
point that may also give some insight into other (potentially
universal) aspects of the physics of strongly correlated ma-
terials. Given the conjectured relevance of the scenario of

1 It is worth emphasizing that the all-to-all interaction in the HK
model is constant, rather than random. Therefore, the HK
model should be contrasted with the well-known Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev
(SYK) model [43, 44], which in turn invokes the presence of disor-
der as a key ingredient for its exact solution. Interestingly, it was
shown in Ref. [45] that the HK model within the Mott insulating
regime does exhibit SYK dynamics.
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PDW fluctuations [1, 8] as either a “mother state” or a
competing phase for describing the cuprate compounds in
the underdoped regime, one important question that we
wish to address in this work is whether the HK model also
exhibits such an order, at least in some part of its phase
diagram. As will become clear shortly, we will answer this
question affirmatively. We will then explore an interesting
scenario that arises as a consequence of this result, which
could emerge in real materials.

We organize the remainder of this paper as follows: In
Sec. II, we define the HK model and discuss some previous
exact results obtained for this system that, in fact, were
part of the motivation of the present study. In Secs. III
and IV, we set out to show that strong PDW fluctuations
do emerge in the model for low dopings up to a critical
doping regime for intermediate interactions, and then we
discuss some potential consequences of this result. Finally,
in Sec. V, we end with our conclusions and also provide an
outlook of some future directions of our present work.

II. HATSUGAI-KOHMOTO MODEL

As mentioned before, our starting point is the Hamil-
tonian of the strongly correlated HK model on a square
lattice [37, 42], which is given by

HHK =
∑
k,σ

(ϵk − µ) c†kσckσ + U
∑
k

nk↑nk↓, (1)

where c†kσ and ckσ are, respectively, the creation and anni-
hilation of electrons with momentum k and spin projection
σ =↑, ↓, ϵk = −2t(cos kx + cos ky) is the band dispersion
with t being the hopping parameter, µ is the chemical po-

tential, nkσ = c†kσckσ is the number operator and U > 0
represents a local repulsion in momentum space. Because
of the latter choice of interaction, the momentum k clearly
remains a good quantum number. Because of this, since all
eigenstates turn out to have a fixed nonfluctuating occu-
pancy nkσ in momentum space, the ground state factorizes
as a tensor product of such states at different momentum
and the model becomes exactly solvable.

One interesting aspect of this model is that, even though
the kinetic and potential energy operators commute, as can
be seen in Eq. (1), it nevertheless displays a metal-insulator
transition induced by correlations as a function of U/t.
Therefore, this Hamiltonian emerges as a minimal model in
order to understand (exactly) how the proximity of a Mott
insulator affects the strongly correlated non-Fermi liquid
and superconducting phases described by it.

Due to the repulsive interaction U , the momentum
space in the ground state becomes divided into three
different regions: empty region (Ω0), single-occupied
region (Ω1), and double-occupied region (Ω2). As
a result, the ground-state expectation value of the
number operator, ⟨g|nkσ |g⟩ ≡ ⟨nkσ⟩ (where |g⟩ =[
Πk∈Ω2c

†
k↑c

†
k↓

] [
Πk∈Ω1

1√
2
(c†k↑ + c†k↓)

]
|0⟩) at zero temper-

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the band dispersions ϵk and
ϵk+Q [for Q = (π, π)] as a function of k in the HK model. Note
the overlap of the momentum regions for this particular case of
µ and U : Ω0 on the left (dark blue) translates into Ω2 and Ω1

regions on the right, while Ω1 on the left (light blue) translates
into itself and Ω0 on the right, and lastly Ω2 on the left (light
red) translates into Ω0 on the right. These are indicated by the

curly brackets on the right with nQ
i (ki) (i = 0, 1 and 2), given

by Eqs. (9) to (11).

ature becomes2:

⟨nkσ⟩ =


0, µ < ϵk <

W
2 (k ∈ Ω0),

1
2 , µ− U < ϵk < µ (k ∈ Ω1),

1, −W
2 < ϵk < µ− U (k ∈ Ω2),

(2)

where W = 8t is the bandwidth. We point out that, due
to the existence of a single-occupied region Ω1, the ground
state of the model displays a huge degeneracy, which will
be lifted due to a small perturbation that will be added
shortly to the system. Writing Eq. (2) in a more compact
way, we have:

⟨nkσ⟩ =
1

2
Θ (ϵk − µ+ U)Θ (−ϵk + µ) + Θ (−ϵk + µ− U) .

(3)

Hence, it can be shown that the exact retarded Green’s
function of the HK model is given by [42]:

Gσ(k, iω) =
1− ⟨nkσ̄⟩
iω − ξk

+
⟨nkσ̄⟩

iω − ξk − U
, (4)

where ξk ≡ ϵk − µ and σ̄ = −σ. Therefore, the low-energy
effective description of the HK model possesses two “emer-
gent Fermi surfaces” (associated with the lower and upper
Hubbard bands) with their corresponding fractionalized ex-
citations resembling the holon and doublon composite op-
erators generally used as an approximation to describe the
Hubbard model near the atomic limit [60, 61].

Since ⟨nkσ⟩ = ⟨nkσ̄⟩ due to spin-rotation invariance,
Gσ(k, ω) actually does not depend on the spin projection.
As for the doping parameter x of this model, which is given
by x = 1−

∑
kσ⟨nkσ⟩ (the “volume” of the system has been

2 We assume here that the Ω1 region in the ground state of the HK
model is not spin polarized [47].
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set equal to unity), we get by demanding that the Ω1 region
lies within the band the following conditions at T = 0:

x =


1
2 − µ̃, if µ̃− u < − 1

2 and − 1
2 < µ̃ ≤ 1

2 ,

u− 2µ̃, if µ̃− u > − 1
2 and − 1

2 < µ̃ ≤ 1
2 ,

u− µ̃− 1
2 , if − 1

2 ≤ µ̃− u ≤ 1
2 and µ̃ ≥ 1

2 ,

0, if µ̃− u < − 1
2 and µ̃ > 1

2 ,

(5)

where u = U/W and µ̃ = µ/W . At finite temperatures,
since we must fix the overall charge density in the HKmodel
given by:

2

∫
d2k

(2π)2
e−βξk + e−β(2ξk+U)

1 + 2e−βξk + e−β(2ξk+U)
= 1− x, (6)

by solving the above equation, we obtain that, for a fixed
x and U , µ varies as a function of T . In Appendix V, we
show some expressions of µ(T, x, U) for physically interest-
ing regimes.
For the case of half-filling x = 0 and U > W , it can

be shown that the exact Green’s function given in Eq. (4)
becomes:

Gσ(k, iω) =
1

iω − (ξk + U/2)−
(
U2

4

)
1

iω−(ξk+U/2)

. (7)

Since both real and imaginary parts of the self-energy di-
verge at ω = 0 for ξk = −U/2, this quantity turns out to
be clearly nonanalytical. As a result, the latter property
violates the central tenet that forms the basis of the effec-
tive Landau’s Fermi liquid theory and indicates that the
HK model indeed describes a non-Fermi liquid.

III. PAIR BINDING ENERGIES FOR PDW AND
SC IN THE HK MODEL

Following a straightforward generalization of Cooper’s
original argument [62, 63], we assume that there is an in-
finitesimal attraction in a pairing channel associated with
momentum q. This leads to the definition of a HK-SC
model described by H = HHK +HV , where:

HV = −Vq
∑
k,k′

c†k+q↑c
†
−k↓c−k′↓ck′+q↑. (8)

For the analysis of the instability towards a PDW phase,
the ground-state expectation value of the operator nk+q,σ

can be calculated from Eq. (3). In what follows, we will
use the notation where the subscript i in the momentum ki

refers to the momentum region, i.e., ki ∈ Ωi (for i = 0, 1, 2),
and nqi (ki) ≡ ⟨nki+q,σ⟩. Therefore, we can write:

nq0 (k0) =F(k0 + q)Θ (ϵk0 − µ) , (9)

nq1 (k1) =F(k1 + q)Θ (−ϵk1 + µ)Θ (ϵk1 − µ+ U) , (10)

nq2 (k2) =F(k2 + q)Θ (−ϵk2 + µ− U) , (11)

with F(ki + q) = 1
2Θ(ϵki+q − µ+ U)Θ (−ϵki+q + µ) +

Θ (−ϵki+q + µ− U). Note that the Heaviside functions
that appear in Eqs. (9) to (11) essentially define the mo-
mentum regions Ωi. These functions are depicted in Fig. 1,
which shows a possible overlap between Ωi for a particular
choice of pair momentum q and chemical potential µ.

We will consider the case in which q = Q [where Q =
(π, π)]. This choice is related to the fact that it has been
recently demonstrated for different correlated models via
both analytical and numerical methods [34–36, 64] that
the PDW susceptibility at q = Q indicates that this phase
turns out to be a close competitor to SC. We also note
that because of this particular finite pair momentum, one
does not need to consider −Q in order to produce the
PDW state. This PDW order emerges, e.g., in fundamental
strongly correlated models such as in the two-dimensional
σz-Hubbard model [35], the Hubbard model defined on a
bilayer square lattice [34] and the t− J model on a square
lattice [64]. Last, we mention that the PDW at Q = (π, π)
has close connections with the so-called η pairs, which turn
out to be exact (high-energy) eigenstates of the Hubbard
model displaying off-diagonal long-range order [65].

We now construct a PDW wavefunction |ψq⟩ from the

pair creation operator b†k+q = c†k+q,↑c
†
−k↓ by acting on the

ground state of the HK model given by |g⟩. Consequently,
we have:

|ψq⟩ =

(∑
k0

αk0 b
†
k0+q +

∑
k1

βk1 b
†
k1+q

)
|g⟩ . (12)

The normalization of this state yields:∑
k0

|αk0 |
2
(1− nq0 (k0)) +

1

2

∑
k1

|βk1 |
2
(1− nq1 (k1)) = 1.

(13)

To obtain the pair binding energy E
(b)
q ≡ E −E0 associ-

ated with this PDW state, which represents the energy gain
of forming a Cooper pair with a center-of-mass momentum
q in the model, we compute the following average energies
E0 = ⟨g| (HHK +HV ) |g⟩ and E = ⟨ψq| (HHK +HV ) |ψq⟩.
By setting Vq = V ′, we find:

E(b)
q =

∑
k∈Ω0

|αk|2 [ξk+q + ξk](1− nq0 (k)) +
∑
k∈Ω1

|βk|2 [ξk+q + ξk](1− nq0 (k)) + U
∑
k∈Ω0

|αk|2 (1− nq0 (k))n
q
0 (k)

+
U

2

∑
k∈Ω1

|βk|2 (1− nq0 (k))

(
1

2
+ nq1 (k)

)
− V ′

∑
k∈Ω0,k′∈Ω0

α∗
kαk′(1− nq0 (k))(1− nq0 (k

′))

− V ′

2

∑
k∈Ω0,k′∈Ω1

(α∗
kβk′ + αkβ

∗
k′)(1− nq0 (k))(1− nq1 (k

′))− V ′

4

∑
k∈Ω1,k′∈Ω1

β∗
kβk′(1− nq1 (k))(1− nq1 (k

′)).

(14)



4

FIG. 2. Cooper pair binding energy ε′ and ε associated, re-
spectively, with the emergence of PDW and SC in the HK-SC
model: (a) ε′ and (c) ε as a function of the interactions v′ = v
for different doping parameters x (we set u = 1), and (b) ε′

and (d) ε as a function of the doping parameter x for different
choices of the repulsion u (we set v′ = v = 0.1).

Next, we follow a standard variational approach [42, 47,

62] by defining a function Q = E
(b)
q − λ′(⟨ψq|ψq⟩ − 1)

subject to the constraint of the renormalization condition

⟨ψq|ψq⟩ = 1 given by Eq. (13), where λ′ = E
(b)
q corre-

sponds to a Lagrange multiplier. Employing the variational
conditions given by ∂Q/∂α∗

k = 0 and ∂Q/∂β∗
k = 0, the

equations for the coefficients αk and βk can be derived in a
straightforward manner. Summing αk over the momentum
region Ω0 and βk over the Ω1 region, we finally obtain the
following self-consistent equation:

1

V ′ =
∑
k∈Ω0

(1− nq0 (k))

ξk+q + ξk + Unq0 (k)− λ′

+
1

2

∑
k∈Ω1

(1− nq1 (k))

ξk+q + ξk + U(nq1 (k) +
1
2 )− λ′

. (15)

The above expression can be computed in the energy rep-
resentation using the density of states (DOS) denoted by
ρ(ω). For simplicity, we consider here a constant DOS given
by ρ(ω) =

∑
k δ(ω − ξk) = 1/W (for −W/2 ≤ ω ≤ W/2).

Therefore, we have ρ(ω) = ρ0(ω)+ρ1(ω)+ρ2(ω), with ρi(ω)
corresponding to the contribution of the momentum region
Ωi. For the term associated with the region Ω0, we have:

ρ0 (ω) =
∑
k∈Ω0

δ (ω − ξk) = Θ (ω) ρ (ω + µ) , (16)

whereas, for k ∈ Ω1, the corresponding quantity becomes:

ρ1 (ω) =
1

2

∑
k∈Ω1

[δ (ω − ξk) + δ (ω − ξk − U)]

=
1

2
[Θ (−ω)Θ (ω + U) ρ (ω + µ)

+Θ (−ω + U)Θ (ω) ρ (ω + µ− U)] , (17)

and finally, if k ∈ Ω2, then we obtain that

ρ2 (ω) =
∑
k∈Ω2

δ (ω − ξk) = Θ(−ω)ρ(ω − µ). (18)

Since ϵk+Q = −ϵk, and inserting Eqs. (16) and (17) into
the self-consistent equation given by Eq. (15), we get:

1

v′
=

∫ 1
2−µ̃

0

(1− n0(ω))dω

−2µ̃+ un0(ω)− λ′
Θ(ω)Θ

(
−ω − µ̃+

1

2

)
Θ

(
ω + µ̃+

1

2

)
+

1

4

∫ 0

−u

(1− n1(ω))dω

−2µ̃+ u(n1(ω) +
1
2 )− λ′

Θ(−ω)Θ(ω + u)Θ

(
−ω − µ̃+

1

2

)
Θ

(
ω + µ̃+

1

2

)
+

1

4

∫ u

0

(1− n1(ω))dω

−2µ̃+ u(n1(ω) +
1
2 )− λ′

Θ(ω)Θ(−ω + u)Θ

(
ω + µ̃− u+

1

2

)
Θ

(
−ω − µ̃+ u+

1

2

)
, (19)

where we have also defined the dimensionless variables v′ =
V ′/W and ε′ = λ′/W . By integrating Eq. (19), we obtain
the (rescaled) pair-binding energy ε′ associated with the
emergence of the PDW phase in the HK-SC model.

In Fig. 2(a), we plot the resulting Cooper pair binding
energy ε′ as a function of the pair interaction v′, for several
doping parameters. We observe from this figure that in the
underdoped regime up to a critical doping (xc ≲ 0.25), ε′

remains negative for any v′. This means that this pairing
channel is capable in principle of generating an instabil-
ity towards the formation of a PDW in the model for this

doping range. Moreover, in Fig. 2(b), we also display the
same quantity ε′ obtained from the self-consistent equation
in Eq. (19), but now as a function of the doping parameter
x for several choices of the dimensionless interaction u. As
a result, we observe that, while increasing the interaction
U (for U ≤ W ) is beneficial for the emergence of PDW
order in the model with ε′ becoming more negative, fur-
ther doping away from half-filling turns out to be instead
detrimental to this phase. The latter behavior is confirmed
by the fact that the pair-binding energy ε′ in Fig. 2(b)
is positive on sufficient doping, indicating that forming a
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Cooper pair with finite center-of-mass momentum becomes
unfavorable in the model for higher dopings.
To investigate the competition between the tendency to-

wards the formation of a PDW and the familiar SC order in
the HK-SC model, we also revisit the pair binding energy
associated with a pairing state with q = 0. By defining
Vq=0 = V , we find the self-consistent equation

1

V
=
∑
k∈Ω0

1

2ξk − λ
+

1

4

∑
k∈Ω1

1

2ξk + U − λ
, (20)

where λ = E
(b)
q=0. By solving Eq. (20) in the limit of

|E(b)
q=0| < U and V ≪ W , we get the results plotted in

Figs. 2(c) and 2(d), where ε = λ/W and v = V/W .
As shown in Fig. 2(c), we obtain that a small nonzero v

is sufficient for a SC phase to emerge in the model. This
is related to the fact that the pair binding energy ε as-
sociated with the SC instability decays exponentially as a
function of 1/v. This agrees with the original BCS result
[62, 63], and it is valid in the present model for any inter-
action U > 0. We also point out that our results are in
good agreement with the conclusions of Ref. [42], where
a similar expression was derived for U < W at half-filling.
However, it agrees only partially with the result of Ref.
[47], where a slightly different formula for the pair binding

energy E
(b)
q=0 was obtained. The latter disagreement stems

from a different prefactor multiplying ξk in the term of Eq.
(20) corresponding to the sum over Ω1 that we derived here
compared with the result in Ref. [47]. In Fig. 2(d), we dis-
play our results of ε as a function of the doping parameter x
for several interactions u. We note that although ε always
remains negative, its absolute value decreases by raising
U , indicating that increasing the U interaction is actually
worse for SC (unlike the case for PDW order). Moreover,
doping away from half-filling in the model has a positive ef-
fect on the SC phase, since it enhances the tendency toward
its formation.

IV. CRITICAL TEMPERATURES ASSOCIATED
WITH PDW AND SC ORDERS

The previous result regarding the calculation of the

Cooper-pair binding energy E
(b)
q associated with PDW or-

der is suggestive of an important tendency towards the for-
mation of such a phase in the HK-SC model. However, in
order to establish the final fate of the PDW phase (and also
of SC order), we must compute the pair susceptibility as a
function of temperature, which is given by

χ(iνn,q) =

∫ β

0

dτ eiνnτ ⟨T∆q(τ)∆
†
q⟩Vq , (21)

where ∆q =
∑

k bk+q =
∑

k c−k↓ck+q,↑, ⟨...⟩Vq refers to
the expectation value in the grand-canonical ensemble with
density operator e−βH/Z, with Z being the partition func-
tion, β = 1/kBT (henceforth, we will use natural units such
that kB = 1), and νn = 2πn/β is a bosonic Matsubara fre-
quency.
We will perform here an exact calculation of Eq. (21) in

an intermediate-to-low temperature regime, i.e., such that

FIG. 3. (a) Critical temperature TPDW
c in the HK-SC model

as a function of the doping parameter x (for some choices of
u) for v′ = 0.75. (b) Critical temperature TPDW

c as a function
of u for some doping parameters x. [(c) and (d)] Static pair
susceptibilities χ(0,q) for SC and PDW as a function of T for
v = v′ → 0 and v = v′ = 0.75, respectively.

T ≪ U,W . To this end, we will follow the demonstration of
Ref. [42] where χ(iνn,q) of the HK model in the presence
of a finite Vq is related to the ‘bare’ susceptibility χ0(iνn,q)
for zero pairing interactions (i.e., Vq = 0) by means of the
Dyson equation:

χ = χ0 + Vqχ0χ. (22)

The ratio L ≡ −Vq χ/χ0 then satisfies

L =
1

χ0 − 1/Vq
, (23)

and, consequently, the critical temperatures TPDW
c and

TSC
c associated with an instability of PDW and SC in the

model can be obtained from the following expressions:

χ0(iνn = 0,q = 0)

∣∣∣∣
T=TSC

c

= 1/V, (24)

χ0(iνn = 0,q = Q)

∣∣∣∣
T=TPDW

c

= 1/V ′. (25)

By using Eq. (4), we can show that the above calculation
of the susceptibilities can be divided [42] into contributions
from the lower Hubbard band (with energy dispersion ξlk =
ξk and number operator nlk,σ = 1− ⟨nk,σ̄⟩) and the upper

Hubbard band (with energy dispersion ξuk = ξk + U and
number operator nuk,σ = ⟨nk,σ̄⟩), yielding:

χ0(iνn,q) =
∑
k,a,b

nak,σn
b
k,σ

f
(
ξak+q

)
+f
(
ξb−k

)
−1

iνn − ξak+q − ξb−k

, (26)

where a, b = u or l and f(ξ) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution
function.



6

In the SC channel (q = 0), the only finite contributions
for T ≪ U arise from the same Hubbard bands (i.e., for
a = b). Consequently, we arrive at the result:

χ0(0,q = 0) =

∫ W/2

−W/2

dω ρ′(ω)
tanh

(
βω
2

)
2ω

, (27)

where ρ′(ω) = ρ0(ω) + (1/2)ρ1(ω) + ρ2(ω) is an effective
density of states. Following standard methods (see, e.g.,
Ref. [42]), we integrate exactly the above equation for any
chemical potential µ. In the following, we obtain two results
depending on whether the momentum region Ω2 appears in
the band or not. For the first case (i.e., −W/2 ≤ µc −U ≤
W/2), the SC critical temperature is given by:

TSC
c =

2eγ

π
U1/5

(
W

2
− U + µc

)2/5(
W

2
− µc

)2/5

e−
4W
5V ,

(28)

where γ ≈ 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. As for
the second case (i.e., µc < U −W/2), we obtain that:

TSC
c =

2eγ

π
U1/5

(
W

2
− µc

)4/5(
W + 2µc

2U −W − 2µc

)1/5

e−
8W
5V .

(29)

We point out that µc in Eqs. (28) and (29) refers to the
chemical potential at the SC critical temperature3. Inter-
estingly, for U < W at half-filling (µc = U/2), there is
indeed a SC instability at a finite critical temperature in
the model, in good agreement with the conclusions of Ref.
[42]. By contrast, for U > W at the same doping regime
(µc = W/2), there is not such a pairing instability (i.e.,
TSC
c = 0) due to the presence of the Mott gap in the latter

regime.
Regarding the calculation of the critical temperature as-

sociated with PDW with Q = (π, π) in the model, we point
out that in addition to the ll and uu contributions in Eq.
(26) coming from the lower and upper Hubbard bands, the
mixed terms (i.e., ul and lu) also contribute to the PDW
channel. By making a similar analysis as in the SC case,
we arrive at

χ0(0,Q) =
∑
k,a,b

nak+Qn
b
k

ξak+Q + ξbk

×
sinh

(
βωab

k,Q

2

)
cosh

(
βωab

k,Q

2

)
+ cosh

(
β
2

(
ξak+Q − ξbk

)) ,
(30)

where a, b = u or l and ωab
k,Q = ξak+Q + ξbk. Since ξk+Q =

−ξk−2µ, ωab
k,Q becomes independent of k. This means that

the integral in Eq. (30) can also be performed exactly. The

3 We also note that the regime µc > U +W/2 is not discussed here,
because this would correspond to a strongly electron-doped situa-
tion in the model, which does not yield any new physics.

FIG. 4. Schematic phase diagram displaying the leading pairing
instabilities (PDW or SC) as a function of the interaction u
and doping parameter x in the HK-SC model with two pairing
interactions v and v′. The dashed line is only a guide to the eye.
Here, we set v = v′ = 0.75. For completeness, we also depict
the Mott insulating phase in the model for u > 1 and x = 0.

analytical result concerning this calculation turns out to be
too cumbersome and, therefore, we leave it to Appendix.

In Fig. 3(a), we plot the dependence of TPDW
c as a

function of x (for different values of u). In this plot, we
observe that TPDW

c exhibits a nonmonotonic behavior as
a function of u. It gets strongly suppressed with doping
for small u, but this reduction becomes relatively milder
for intermediate u, which indicates that the PDW phase
is indeed more robust for the latter interaction regime. In
Fig. 3(b), we depict the behavior of TPDW

c as a function of
u (for different doping parameters x), which provides fur-
ther evidence of the aforementioned nonmonotonic behav-
ior. While we confirm that doping is detrimental to PDW,
we observe that there are minimum and maximum values
for the (rescaled) HK interaction u, where a PDW phase
can in principle appear at finite temperatures in the HK-
SC model. Furthermore, we obtain for a finite v′ that the
PDW susceptibility wins against SC for low doping (pro-
vided that u is larger than a critical value), while it loses to
SC at sufficiently large dopings (for any u). These results
are displayed in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d). In this connection, we
point out that a minimal v′ is necessary for a long-range
PDW order to emerge in the present model at T > 0. If
v′ turns out to be smaller than such a critical value (whose
magnitude decreases as a function of u and increases as a
function of x), then the PDW susceptibility at Q = (π, π),
although strongly enhanced with lowering T , remains nev-
ertheless nondivergent at finite temperatures [see Fig. 3(c)].
This result implies that for v′ → 0 one cannot interpret the
emergence of a PDW order as a true instability in the HK
model, but rather as a correlated phase that exhibits promi-
nent PDW fluctuations at finite temperatures that emerge
on doping a Mott insulator.

A schematic phase diagram displaying the leading pair-
ing instabilities in the HK-SC model as a function of both
u and x is depicted in Fig. 4. From this plot, we observe
that a sufficiently weak U -coupling is always beneficial to
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SC order. However, the tendency towards the formation
of a PDW at Q = (π, π) becomes more favorable within
an intermediate u regime and low doping in the phase di-
agram, for a moderate v′. We also note that stronger in-
teractions (i.e., u > 1) in the HK-SC model become in fact
detrimental to both SC and PDW phases, with the effect
on the former being less severe than in the latter phase.
Moreover, far from half-filling, the SC instability always
tends to dominate. We point out that all these results are
in agreement with our calculation in the previous section

regarding the analysis of the pair binding energies E
(b)
q as-

sociated with SC and PDW phases and, for this reason,
the latter provides yet another confirmation of the scenario
obtained in this work. We thus conclude from our data
that low dopings up to a critical doping regime and inter-
mediate U interactions turn out to be crucial for a PDW
fluctuating regime to appear at finite temperatures in the
HK-SC model. Interestingly, our results share some qual-
itative similarities with the conjecture of the possible ex-
istence of strong PDW fluctuations at finite temperatures
in underdoped cuprates (well-known to be the archetypal
doped Mott insulator), which have been argued to be rele-
vant in order to understand the pseudogap phase displayed
by those compounds [1, 8]. It also agrees with the fact that
superconductivity emerges from such a PDW fluctuating
regime with further doping.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

The HK model [37] is an interesting minimal correlated
model that describes both a Mott insulator and a non-Fermi
liquid with an instability towards a SC phase [42], which
turns out to be analytically solvable for any value of the
interaction U and doping parameter x. For this reason,
we believe this model may open a new perspective in the
study of strongly correlated systems. In the present work,
we have shown that its phase diagram is in fact richer, by
demonstrating via an exact analysis of the pairing suscepti-
bilities of the model that it also describes the appearance of
a PDW fluctuating phase [with wavevector Q = (π, π)] at
finite temperatures for intermediate values of the U interac-
tion and within a low doping up to a critical doping regime.
In other words, PDW indeed emerges as a close competi-
tor to SC within these interaction and doping regimes in
the HK-SC model. With further doping, we recover the
expected SC phase with zero pair momentum.

Recently, it has been argued [59] that the HK model
should correspond to a stable fixed point in the renormal-
ization group flow of the paradigmatic and hard-to-solve
Hubbard model, e.g., in two dimensions, which is widely
assumed to be a central model in order to describe many
strongly correlated materials. For this reason, one could in

principle expect some degree of universality in the predic-
tions coming from the exact solubility of the HK model,
and try to use these results to interpret some qualitative
aspects of the physics of correlated materials.

Furthermore, in order to achieve detailed quantitative
agreement with realistic systems, a new avenue of research
has been put forward recently in terms of an orbital exten-
sion of this model, dubbed orbital HK model [52, 66, 67].
Indeed, it has been shown in Ref. [66] that by decorat-
ing each k state in the model by n local (orbital) degrees
of freedom, one can achieve rapid numerical convergence
as n increases, paving the way for a new computational
tool to address strongly correlated systems. In this connec-
tion, quantitative agreement was obtained, e.g., in the one-
dimensional Hubbard model reproducing the results ob-
tained by exact diagonalization and DMRG approach [66],
and in the Mott insulating phase of the two-dimensional
Hubbard model that emerges regardless of the strength of
the local interaction U at half-filling [66], which is consis-
tent with quantum Monte Carlo simulations.

Another promising direction of investigation regarding
the HK model concerns the calculation of various trans-
port properties of the non-Fermi liquid phase that appears
in this system. Recent theoretical work [68] has argued
that the Kubo formalism is perhaps not a good strategy
to compute these properties in the model since by using
this approach one obtains some inconsistencies that origi-
nate from the presence of a local interaction in momentum
space. However, a suitable framework to tackle non-Fermi
liquids in general turns out to be the memory matrix ap-
proach [69–77], which employs a coarse-graining procedure
of separating the irrelevant modes and deriving an effec-
tive theory for the relevant ones by means of projecting the
transport theory onto a basis of nearly conserved operators.
Therefore, we believe that by solving this model using the
latter methodology, one could in principle address the im-
portant question of whether strange metal physics appears
in the HK model or not.
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APPENDIX: RESULTS FOR TPDW
c AND µ(T )

The susceptibility for PDW order displayed in Eq. (30)
can be analytically calculated for the two regimes defined in
the main text. In this Appendix, we show the correspond-
ing expressions for completeness. For the first regime, in
which −W/2 ≤ µ′

c − U ≤W/2, we get:
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χ0(0,Q) =
1

16Wµ′
cβ(U − 2µ′

c)(U − µ′
c)

[
8(U − µ′

c)
(
Uβ(U − 2µ′

c) + U ln
(
2(1 + eβU )

)
+ 4µ′

c

[
ln
(
e

βU
2 + e

1
2β(W+U−2µ′

c)
)

− ln
(
eβ/2 + eβ(U−µ′

c)
)]

− U
[
ln
(
1 + eβ(U−2µ′

c)
)
+ ln

(
eβU (1 + e−2βµ′

c)
)])

+ U
{
−β(U − 2µ′

c)(5U − µ′
c) + (µ′

c − U) ln
(
1 + e2βµ

′
c

)
− 4U ln(2) + µ′

c ln(16)− 4µ′
c ln
(
1 + eβU

)
+4µ′

c ln
(
1 + eβ(U−2µ′

c)
)
+ 5(U − µ′

c) ln
(
eUβ(1 + e−2βµ′

c)
)}

Θ(µ′
c)

]
. (31)

As for the second regime, such that µ′
c < U −W/2, we obtain:

χ0(0,Q) =
ln
(
cosh

(
βU
2

)
sech

(
β(U−2µ′

c)
2

))
Θ(µ′

c)

8Wβ(U − µ′
c)

−
ln
(
cosh (βµ′

c)− sinh (βµ′
c) tanh

−1
(

βU
2

))2
Θ(µ′

c)

16Wβ(U − µ′
c)

+

(
2βµ′

c + ln

(
(1+eβU )(1−tanh(βµ′

c)
eβU+e2βµ′

c

))
Θ(µ′

c)

4Wβ(U − 2µ′
c)

−
ln
(
cosh

(
β(W−2µ′

c)
4

)
sech (βµ′

c) sech
(

β(W+2µ′
c)

2

))
4Wβµ′

c

+
βµ′

c + ln
(

2

1+e2βµ′
c

)
4Wβµ′

c

Θ(µ′
c)−

−3βµ′
c + 3 ln

(
1 + e2βµ

′
c

)
+ ln

(
1
8 cosh

(
β(W−2µ′

c)
4

)
sech

(
β(W+2µ′

c)
4

))
4Wβµ′

c

−

(
2βµ′

c + 2 ln

(
4

(1+e2βµ′
c)

))
Θ(µ′

c)

4Wβµ′
c

+

Wβ + 2βµ′
c − 2 ln

(
e
Wβ
2

(
1+e2βµ′

c

)
e
Wβ
2 +eβµ′

c

)
− 2 ln

(
(eβU+e

βW
2

+βµ′
c

1+eβU

)
8Wβ(U − 2µ′

c)

+

ln

(
(1+eβ(U−2µ′

c))(1+e2βµ′
c )

2(1+eβU )

)
Θ(2µ′

c)

8Wβ(U − 2µ′
c)

+

Wβ + 2βµ′
c − 2 ln

(
1+e2βµ′

c

1+eβ(−W
2

+µ′
c)

)
− 2 ln

(
eβU+e

β(W
2

+µ′
c)

1+eβU

)
8Wβ(U − 2µ′

c)

+

ln

(
(1+eβ(U−2µ′

c))(1+e2βµ′
c )

2(1+eβU )

)
Θ(2µ′

c)

8Wβ(U − 2µ′
c))

−

(
2 ln

(
2

1+e2βµ′
c

)
+ 2 ln

(
1+eβU

eβU+e2βµ′
c

))
Θ(µ′

c)

4Wβ(U − 2µ′
c)

−

2

(
− βµ′

c + ln

(
1+e2βµ′

c

)(
eβU+e

β(W
2

+µ′
c)

)
(1+eβU )

(
e
βW
2 +eβµ′

c

)
+ 2βµ′

cΘ(2µ′
c)

)
4Wβ(U − 2µ′

c)
. (32)

We note that µ′
c in Eqs. (31) and (34) refers to the

chemical potential at the PDW critical temperature. From
the above expressions, we obtain the results related to the
discussion of the PDW fluctuating phase that emerges at fi-
nite temperatures in the HK-SC model. The corresponding

analysis appears in the main part of the text. Last, we show
the dependence of the chemical potential as a function of
β, x, and U for the two regimes described above and in the
main text. For the first regime, i.e., −W/2 ≤ µ−U ≤W/2,
we have:

µ =
1

β
ln

eβ(U−W )
(
−e

3βW
2

(
eβWx − 1

)
+
√
2
√
eβ(−U+W (3+x)) (−eβU + cosh (βW ) + (−1 + eβUβ) cosh (βWx))

)
(
eβW (1+x) − 1

)
 ,

(33)

whereas for the second regime, i.e., µ < U −W/2, we get:

µ =
1

β
ln

e
β
2 (W+2U) − 2eβ(W( 1

2+x)+U) + 4

√
4
(
eβW (1+x) − 1

) (
eβ(W+U) − eβ(Wx+U)

)
+
(
e

β
2 (W+2U) − 2eβ(W( 1

2+x)+U)
)

2
(
eβW (1+x) − 1

)
 .

(34)
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[57] M. M. Wysokiński and W. Brzezicki, Quantum anomalous

Hall insulator in ionic Rashba lattice of correlated electrons,
Phys. Rev. B 108, 035121 (2023).

[58] K.-Y. Yang, T. M. Rice, and F.-C. Zhang, Phenomenologi-
cal theory of the pseudogap state, Phys. Rev. B 73, 174501
(2006).

[59] E. W. Huang, G. L. Nave, and P. W. Phillips, Discrete
symmetry breaking defines the Mott quartic fixed point,
Nature Physics 18, 511 (2022).

[60] L. M. Roth, Electron Correlation in Narrow Energy Bands.
I. The Two-Pole Approximation in a Narrow S Band, Phys.
Rev. 184, 451 (1969).

[61] L. Haurie, M. Grandadam, E. Pangburn, A. Banerjee,
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