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The two-loop corrections to the flow of vertices and
susceptibilities in the 1D and 2D Hubbard model are investigated

The results of the two loop approach are closer to the results
of one loop approach with vertex projection; the divergence of
vertices and susceptibilities is however suppressed

The quasiparticle residues remain finite in the paramagnetic state

The quasiparticle damping shows a T? dependence at low T and
T'« dependence at higher T, o 2 0
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> Detail investigations of ImX(0,T)

» Self-consistent treatment of scattering rates

> Two-loop temperature flow

Thank you!
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