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We study the square-lattice extended Hubbard model with on-site U and nearest-neighbor V
interactions by exact diagonalization. We show that non-equilibrium quench dynamics can help
determine the equilibrium phase transition boundaries, which agree with the calculations of fidelity
metric, dynamical structure factor, and correlation function. At half filling, the phase diagrams in
the strong-coupling regime include spin density wave and dx2−y2 -wave superconductivity at large
positive U , charge density wave (extended s∗-wave superconductivity) at large positive (negative) V ,
and s-wave superconductivity at large negative U with vanishing V . The energies of different particle
sectors also help determine the phase separation region. With carrier doping, charge fluctuation
result in strong competition between different orders, making it more difficult to identify the leading
instability on finite-size cluster. Nevertheless, the more exotic p-wave superconducting pairing is
found to be enhanced when the system is heavily overdoped by 37.5% − 50% holes, especially in
interaction parameter range relevant to the cuprate superconductors.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most intriguing but challenging topics in
condensed matter concerns studying correlation effects
in many interacting particles. Strongly correlated sys-
tems exhibit various symmetry-breaking states, such as
superconductivity, which can arise from the interplay
of spin, charge, and lattice degrees of freedom [1, 2].
Already in 1950s, the Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer the-
ory successfully explained the mechanism of conven-
tional superconductors through phonon-mediated elec-
tron pairs [3]. In late 1980s, the discovery of copper-
based high-temperature superconductors – later identi-
fied with a d-wave pairing symmetry [4] – reformed our
understanding of correlated materials [5]. Although the
ultimate theory for high-temperature superconductivity
remains controversial, the strong electron repulsive in-
teractions in copper 3d orbitals are believed to play cru-
cial roles [6–8]. Unconventional superconductivity also
has been explored in other transition-metal oxides. For
example, the infinite-layer nickelates share similar elec-
tronic structures with the cuprates and become supercon-
ducting at ∼20% hole doping [9]. Moreover, supercon-
ductivity in the ruthenates was identified with a triplet
p-wave pairing [10–14], although the claim was challenged
by recent experiments [15, 16]. In any case, these uncon-
ventional superconducting phases are believed to origi-
nate from strong electron correlation effects.

The simplest toy model to describe electronic corre-
lation is the single-band Hubbard model with a local
on-site interaction U . This simple model already can
explain the behaviors of Mott insulator, stripe order [17–
20], strange metal [21–23], and to some extent d-wave
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superconductivity [24–27]. As a natural extension, more
recent studies have considered a non-local Coulomb in-
teraction (denoted as V ) in the so-called extended Hub-
bard model (EHM). A repulsive V can induce a charge
density wave (CDW), and an attractive V was argued
to favor spin-triplet superconductivity [28, 29]. Already
in 1D systems, a p-wave superconducting phase was pre-
dicted for repulsive U and attractive V in EHM [30–34].
Similar studies have been explored in 2D systems [35–
40], using weak-coupling theory or with approximation
in treating interaction effect. To understand and design
exotic phases like p-wave superconductivity, it is neces-
sary to study EHM in the strong-coupling regime.

Moreover, recent ARPES experiments on 1D cuprate
chains have revealed a sizeable attractive Coulomb inter-
action between nearest-neighbor (NN) electrons [41]. Al-
though not as strong as the on-site Coulomb repulsion,
this attractive interaction is comparable to the electron
hopping integral, and thereby should not be ignored [42].
The structural similarities among the cuprates also sug-
gest that attractive NN interaction may exist in quasi-2D
cuprate materials in general. Since electron-phonon cou-
pling may be its origin, this attractive interaction should
be even stronger in a 2D copper-oxide plane, because of
the richer phonon modes and stronger impact of ligands.
Therefore, studying the 2D EHM could be important for
understanding high-Tc pairing mechanism.

In this paper, we systematically study the phase dia-
grams of the square-lattice EHM as functions of interac-
tion strengths and doping levels. Studying strong cor-
relation effect is challenging, and most theoretical and
computational methods are based on various levels of ap-
proximation in handling the interaction. Here we choose
to use exact diagonalization (ED), which has the advan-
tage that electron interaction effect can be treated ex-
actly. We employ ED to compute quench dynamics, fi-
delity metrics, and various correlation functions. While
the ED study is restricted to finite-size clusters, we will
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FIG. 1. Schematic phase diagram of the square-lattice
extended Hubbard model. Depending on the onsite U
and nearest-neighbor V interactions, as well as hole dop-
ing levels, the model can support various symmetry break-
ing phases, such as spin density wave (SDW), charge density
wave (CDW), s-wave superconductivity, dx2−y2 -wave super-
conductivity, and the more exotic p-wave superconductivity.
A phase separation (PS) also can occur near the d-wave phase
especially with negative V .

show that the phase boundaries determined by ED agree
with the functional renormalization group (fRG) results
in the weak-coupling limit [38], and our approach remains
valid in the strong-coupling limit. Figure 1 illustrates the
main results of our study. At half filling, spin density
wave (SDW) is dominant at positive U , and s-wave su-
perconductivity is dominant at negative U and small |V |.
On the other hand, a positive V induces a charge density
wave (CDW), and a negative V can cause phase sepa-
ration. When the system is heavily overdoped by hole
carriers, the more exotic p-wave superconducting corre-
lation can be enhanced at large positive U and small neg-
ative V . We also determine the phase separated region
by computing the energies of different particle sectors.
These results will be relevant to various physical systems
such as the cuprates and cold-atoms experiments [43, 44].

II. MODEL AND METHODS

The extended Hubbard model (EHM) reads

H = −th
∑
⟨ij⟩,σ

(c†iσcjσ + h.c.) + U
∑
i

ni↑ni↓ + V
∑
⟨ij⟩,
σσ′

niσnjσ′ .

(1)

Here, c†iσ creates an electron with spin σ (= ↑ or ↓) at lat-
tice site i, and niσ = c†iσciσ is the corresponding fermion
number operator. ⟨...⟩ represents a pair of near-neighbor
(NN) sites. th is the hopping amplitude. U and V are
respectively the on-site and NN interaction strengths; a
positive (negative) value corresponds to repulsive (attrac-
tive) force. Here, th ≡ 1 and we explore both positive and

negative interactions in the range |U | ≤ 10 and |V | ≤ 10.
We note that a small, attractive NN Coulomb interaction
V has been identified in ARPES experiments in doped
cuprate chains [41]. While longer-range interactions be-
yond NN might also be present, their strengths are ex-
pected to be weaker and remain to be established ex-
perimentally. We solve Eq. (1) using the ED technique,
which can treat correlation effects exactly for arbitrary
interaction strength. The main challenge of ED is that
the Hilbert space size grows exponentially with the lattice
size, so the calculations are limited to finite-size clusters.
Here, we focus on a 4× 4 square cluster (under periodic
boundary condition), which exhibits the proper D4 sym-
metry for studying the competition between d−wave and
p-wave superconductivity. On this N = 16 site cluster,
we study hole doping levels at 0% (half filling with 1 elec-
tron per site on average), 12.5%, 25%, 37.5%, and 50%
(quarter filling with 0.5 electron per site on average).

The ED algorithm proceeds as follows. We first con-
struct the Hamiltonian matrix using an eigenbasis of the
fermion number operator. We then perform matrix diag-
onalization to obtain the ground state |Gλ⟩ with interac-
tion parameters λ ≡ (U, V ). Depnding on λ and the dop-
ing level, ground state degeneracy can occur, and these
degenerate states have to be considered when computing
the expectation values of physical observables. The ac-
tual diagonalization is performed using iterative Krylov
sub-space methods as implemented in the PETSc [45, 46]
and SLEPc [47, 48] libraries. The Krylov-Schur technique
is utilized to resolve degenerate eigenstates.

After obtaining the ground state(s) |Gλ⟩ for a Hamil-
tonian H0 with interactions λ = (U, V ), we next perform
an interaction quench, where the Hamiltonian undergoes
a sudden change to H1 with interactions λ∗ = (U∗, V ∗)
at time t = 0+. The state at time t + δt is obtained by
acting the time evolution operator on the state at time t:

|ψ(t+ δt)⟩ = e−iH1δt|ψ(t)⟩, for t ≥ 0. (2)

Here, |ψ(t = 0)⟩ ≡ |Gλ⟩ is the ground state of H0. The
time evolution calculation is again performed using a
Krylov method in PETSc, which requires only repeated
matrix-vector multiplications to construct the Krylov
subspace {|ψ(t)⟩, H1

1 |ψ(t)⟩, H2
1 |ψ(t)⟩, H3

1 |ψ(t)⟩, ...}, with-
out the need to explicitly construct the matrix exponen-
tial operator e−iH1δt. In our calculations, we typically
evolve the system to a final time t = 50th

−1, with a time
step δt = 0.01−0.05th

−1. For selected sets of interaction
parameters, we have performed additional calculations
with varying time steps to ensure that the numerical er-
ror due to a finite time discretization is negligible.

With |ψ(t)⟩ available, we compute the equal-time cor-

relation functions ⟨ψ(t)|Ô†Ô|ψ(t)⟩ for different order pa-
rameters. In particular, the correlations with the follow-
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ing operators Ô are predominant at half filling:

ρq =
1√
N

∑
i

eiq·ri(c†i↑ci↑ + c†i↓ci↓), (3)

ρsq =
1

2
√
N

∑
i

eiq·ri(c†i↑ci↑ − c†i↓ci↓), (4)

∆s =
1√
N

∑
i

ci↑ci↓, (5)

∆dx2−y2 =
1

2
√
N

∑
i

(ci↑ci+x̂↓ + ci↑ci−x̂↓ (6)

− ci↑ci+ŷ↓ − ci↑ci−ŷ↓).

Here, ρq (ρsq) is the charge (spin) density operator in mo-
mentum space, relevant to a CDW (SDW) phase at order-
ing vector q. ∆s and ∆dx2−y2 are real-space s-wave and

dx2−y2-wave pairing operators, respectively. Upon dop-
ing, other superconducting instabilities can occur, and
we also study the pairing operators for extended s-wave
(s∗-wave), dxy-wave, and px-wave superconductivity:

∆s∗ =
1

2
√
N

∑
i

(ci↑ci+x̂↓ + ci↑ci−x̂↓ (7)

+ ci↑ci+ŷ↓ + ci↑ci−ŷ↓),

∆dxy
=

1

2
√
N

∑
i

(ci↑ci+x̂+ŷ↓ + ci↑ci−x̂−ŷ↓ (8)

− ci↑ci−x̂+ŷ↓ − ci↑ci+x̂−ŷ↓),

∆px
=

1√
2N

∑
i

(ci↑ci+x̂↓ − ci↑ci−x̂↓). (9)

By symmetry, the value of py-wave correlation is identical
to that of px-wave in our ED calculations. After obtain-
ing ⟨ψ(t)|Ô†Ô|ψ(t)⟩ for the above order parameters, we
Fourier transform the time-domain data to extract the
spectral features in frequency space. As shown later, the
Fourier spectra are closely related to the equilibrium sys-
tem’s charge and spin excitation energies, which exhibit
distinct behaviors in different broken-symmetry phases.

To extract the charge and spin gaps of the equilibrium
system, we also compute the charge N(q, ω) and spin
S(q, ω) dynamical structure factors:

N(q, ω) =
1

π
Im

〈
Gλ∗

∣∣∣∣ρ−q
1

H1−EG∗−ω−iΓ
ρq

∣∣∣∣Gλ∗

〉
,(10)

S(q, ω) =
1

π
Im

〈
Gλ∗

∣∣∣∣ρs−q

1

H1−EG∗−ω−iΓ
ρsq

∣∣∣∣Gλ∗

〉
.(11)

Here, |Gλ∗⟩ is the equilibrium ground state of H1 with
energy EG∗ , and Γ is a finite spectral broadening chosen
to be 0.1th in this study.

Finally, we also compute the fidelity of quantum state
overlap f(λ∗, λ) ≡ |⟨Gλ∗ |Gλ⟩|, where |Gλ⟩ is the ground
state with interactions λ ≡ (U, V ), and λ∗ ≡ λ+ δλ rep-
resents a small deviation from λ. If ground state degen-
eracy occurs, the fidelity value can be obtained by a sin-
gular value decomposition of the overlap matrix with ma-
trix elements Mkℓ ≡ ⟨Gλ∗,k|Gλ,ℓ⟩. Here, |Gλ,ℓ⟩ (|Gλ∗,k⟩)

is the ℓ-th (k-th) degenerate ground state for interac-
tion λ (λ∗), and the largest singular value is chosen to
represent the fidelity. The fidelity approach is powerful
for determining phase transitions in quantum many-body
systems [49, 50]. In particular, if |Gλ⟩ and |Gλ∗⟩ belong
to the same broken-symmetry phase, f is expected to
be equal or close to unity. On the other hand, if |Gλ⟩
and |Gλ∗⟩ have a distinct nature, f will be reduced from
unity, which thereby signals a quantum phase transition
with a small change δλ in the interaction parameters. Us-
ing quench dynamics, spectral gaps, and fidelity metrics,
we are able to probe quantum phase transition bound-
aries using ED with results in agreement with fRG in the
weak-coupling limit, and to propose phase diagrams in
the strong-coupling regime.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Weak-Coupling Limit

We first focus on a small interaction range |U | ≤ 1
and |V | ≤ 1, where we can benchmark ED against
fRG [38, 51]. Figure 2 shows equilibrium correlation func-

tions ⟨Gλ|Ô†Ô|Gλ⟩ for different order parameters in Eqs.
(3)-(9) as functions of interaction strengths λ = (U, V ).
The phase separation (PS) region is determined from
the energy difference between different particle sectors
(see Appendix). Overall, a positive V > 0 will stabilize
a (π, π) charge density wave (CDW), as manifested in
Fig. 2(a). Moreover, V > 0 with U < 0 will further en-
hance the tendency towards the CDW state. In contrast,
a predominant positive U > 0 is expected to support a
(π, π) spin density wave (SDW), as seen in Fig. 2(c).
The ED results show several salient features for the

evolution of superconducting correlations with interac-
tions. In particular, s-wave correlation is largely en-
hanced when −0.5 ≤ V ≤ 0 and U < 0 [Fig. 2(b)].
The dx2−y2 -wave correlation can increase when V < 0
and U > V [Fig. 2(d)]. The p-wave correlation also can
increase when V < 0 and U > 0 [Fig. 2(f)]. Other corre-
lations with different pairing symmetries, such as dxy or
s∗, also can be suppressed or enhanced depending on the
interactions [Fig. 2(e) and (g)]. As discussed later, these
more exotic superconductivity pairings may be enhanced
at larger interaction strengths or at higher doping levels.

In principle, correlation functions computed on a finite-
size cluster cannot determine directly the symmetry
breaking phases, as we cannot observe true phase transi-
tions but only cross-over phenomena. Other approaches
such as finite-size extrapolation for all orders are needed
to determine the leading instability in the thermody-
namic limit [27, 52–55], which for ED is not practical
beyond 16-site calculations. In our results, however, it
is clear that the regions where correlation functions show
apparent enhancement or suppression are already remi-
niscent of the actual phase boundaries obtained by previ-
ous fRG studies [38]. Our weak-coupling phase diagram
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FIG. 2. Correlation functions for different order parameters computed by exact diagonalization (ED) for half-filled extended
Hubbard model in the weak-coupling regime: |U | ≤ 1 and |V | ≤ 1. Panel (h) depicts the corresponding phase diagram with
phase boundaries determined by ED calculations of fidelity metric, correlation function, and total energy. Gray dashed lines
indicate regions where phase separation (PS) would occur.

at half filling is summarized in Fig. 2(h). Compared to
fRG [38], our result includes additionally a PS region, and
a region with strong p-wave superconducting instability,
which is also suggested by mean-field theory [39].

To help determine phase boundaries, we first consider
equilibrium calculations of the quantum fidelity f(λ∗, λ).
Figure 3(a) shows the fidelity calculations along the path
V : −1 → 1 at a fixed U = −1, with an interaction step
δλ = ∆V = 0.1. This path is depicted by the arrow line
in the figure inset. The fidelity (blue line) exhibits two
dips around V = −0.5 and 0, and the number of ground
state degeneracy (green line) also changes at V = 0. We
emphasize that our correlation and fidelity calculations
are always performed on a “homogeneous state”, instead
of a phase-separated one. Our 16-site cluster at a fixed
particle sector is too small to show the spatially inho-
mogeneous PS with both hole-rich and hole-deficient re-
gions. Instead, the PS information is obtained by com-
puting the ground-state energies in different particle sec-
tors (see Appendix). Therefore, although in Fig. 3(a)
the fidelity path shows a transition between d-wave and
s-wave superconductivity in the homogeneous state, it is
understood that the actual ground state of the system
should be phase separated when there is a strong nega-
tive V . Gray dashed lines are utilized to indicate the PS
region in Fig. 3. The same understanding and labeling
scheme apply to all the following discussion and figures.

With the above caveat in mind, Fig. 3(a) together with
the correlation functions in Fig. 2 suggest that the system
starts from PS at (U = −1, V = −1), transits to s-wave
superconductivity around (U = −1, V = −0.5), and en-

ters the (π, π) CDW state at (U = −1, V > 0). Since
s-wave superconductivity and the (π, π) CDW phase are
expected to be degenerate when V = 0 and U < 0, this
explains why our calculations appear to show a broader
boundary near V = 0.

Figure 3(b) shows the fidelity calculations along the
path U : −1 → 1 at a fixed V = −0.2, with an interaction
step ∆U = 0.1. The fidelity exhibits three dips around

V

-0.8 -0.4 0 0.4
U
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0.2

0.6
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0.4

0.8 -0.8 -0.4 0 0.4 0.8
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d
e
li
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d
e
g
e
n
e
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d-wave SDWs-wave

(b)V=-0.2

CDWs-wave

(a)U=-1

d-wave

FIG. 3. Quantum fidelity (blue line) and the number of
ground state degeneracy (green line) for the extended Hub-
bard model at half filling. The calculations are performed
along different paths shown by arrow lines on the inset weak-
coupling phase diagram: (a) V : −1.0 → 1.0 at fixed U =
−1.0, with an interaction step ∆V = 0.1. (b) U : −1.0 → 1.0
at fixed V = −0.2, with an interaction step ∆U = 0.1. Dips
in the fidelity indicate phase transition boundaries. The cal-
culations are performed on a homogeneous state; gray dashed
lines indicate regions where phase separation would occur.
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U = −0.2, 0.1, and 0.3, while the ground state remains
non-degenerate throughout the whole path (indicated by
the arrow line in the figure inset). In accord with our
phase diagram in Fig. 2(h), the system starts from the
s-wave phase at (U = −1, V = −0.2), transits to dx2−y2-
wave superconductivity around (U = −0.2, V = −0.2),
and enters the (π, π) SDW state at (U = 0.3, V = −0.2).
We note that the fidelity calculation and correlation func-
tions in Fig. 2 appear to show additional presence of a
p-wave state. Since our ground state is a true quantum
many-body wavefunction, both leading and sub-leading
instabilities may be picked up in the ED calculations. In
fact, since dx2−y2 and p-wave superconductivities have
similar mean-field energies when V < 0 and U > 0 [39],
these different orders may coexist in certain regions of
the phase diagram.

We next discuss using non-equilibrium quench dynam-
ics to determine equilibrium phase boundaries. Unlike
the fidelity metric, which is mainly a theoretical tool,
quantum quench of interaction can be prepared for exam-
ple in optical-lattice or ultrafast experiments [56–59], and
the subsequent dynamics can be obtained by measuring
correlation functions in time domain. Figure 4(a) shows
an example equal-time measurement for charge correla-
tion with (π, π) ordering N(π, π, t) [corresponding to the
operator in Eq. (3)]. The original equilibrium system at
time t < 0 is the ground state of Hamiltonian H0 with
interactions (U = −1, V = 1), which supports a (π, π)
CDW. At time t = 0+, the Hamiltonian is quenched to
H1 with interactions (U = −1, V = 0.9). N(π, π, t) then
oscillates in time at t > 0. For each quenched calcu-
lation, we perform Fourier transformations for different
equal-time correlations for the operators in Eqs. (3)-(9),
in order to extract the characteristic oscillation frequen-
cies associated with quenched dynamics.

Figures 4(b)-(e) show the resulting Fourier spectra of
quenched dynamics for CDW, SDW [for q = (π, π)], s-
wave, and dx2−y2-wave superconductivity [for q = (0, 0)],
respectively. The horizontal axis represents the post-
quench value of V . We follow the same path as depicted
in Fig. 3(a) inset: V : −1 → 1 at a fixed U = −1, with
a quench step of ∆V = 0.1. The Fourier spectra exhibit
distinct behaviors depending on the quenched Hamilto-
nian. In Fig. 4(b), the Fourier spectra of charge correla-
tion N(π, π) show a clear gap for V ⪆ 0. The gap size
rises with increasing V , changing from ∼ 3.7 at V = 0.0
to ∼ 7.7 at V = 1. In Fig. 4(c), the Fourier spectra of
spin correlation S(π, π) also show a similar gap for V ⪆ 0.
The spectral intensity of this gap is largely suppressed
between −0.5 ⪅ V ⪅ 0. Noticeably, new low-energy
modes emerge below V ⪅ −0.5. In general, the Fourier
spectra of quenched s-wave [Fig. 4(d)] and dx2−y2-wave
[Fig. 4(e)] superconducting correlations resemble those
of charge and spin correlations. We note again that the
calculations are performed on a homogeneous state; gray
dashed lines in the figure indicate regions where phase
separation would occur. Based on the quench behav-
iors, Figs. 4(b)-(e) can be separated into three regions

(b) N(p,p) (c) S(p,p)

(d) P (s) (e) P (d)
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!me [t
h

-1]
0 10 20 30 40 50

CDWs-wave CDWs-wave

(a) N(p,p; t)

10

6

w

0

2
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8

12
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6

d-wave d-wave

FIG. 4. (a) Time evolution of the equal-time correlation
function for (π, π) charge order for the extended Hubbard
model at half filling. The initial parameters (U, V ) = (−1, 1)
at time t < 0 are quenched to (U∗, V ∗) = (−1, 0.9) at t =
0+. (b)-(e) Fourier spectra of the equal-time measurements
for (π, π) CDW, (π, π) SDW, s-wave, d-wave superconducting
correlations, respectively. The horizontal axis represents V ∗

after the quench. Vertical dashed red lines indicate phase
boundaries near V = 0 and V = −0.6, which agree well with
the fidelity calculations. The calculations are performed on a
homogeneous state; gray dashed lines indicate regions where
phase separation would occur.

[indicated by the vertical dashed red lines]: a phase sep-
arated state for V ⪅ −0.5, s-wave superconductivity for
−0.5 ⪅ V ⪅ 0, and (π, π) CDW for V ⪆ 0. The quench
calculations agree well with the fidelity results, demon-
strating the applicability of using a novel non-equilibrium
approach to probe equilibrium phase transitions.
To understand the spectral features of quenched mea-

surements, we compute the charge N(q, ω) and spin
S(q, ω) dynamical structure factors at the ordering vec-
tor q = (π, π). Here, |Gλ∗⟩ in Eqs. (10)-(11) is the equi-
librium ground state of H1 (the Hamiltonian with the
after-quench interactions). As seen in Fig. 5(a), N(q, ω)
shows a clear charge gap for V ⪆ 0, and the gap be-
haves similarly as that in Fig. 4(b): The gap starts as
∼ 3.7 at V = 0 and increases with increasing V , and
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(b) N(p,p) (c) S(p,p)

CDWs-wave CDWs-wave

1010.1
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1 1
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d-waved-wave

FIG. 5. The charge N(q, ω) and spin S(q, ω) dynamical
structure factors at q = (π, π) for the extended Hubbard
model at half filling. The false color intensities are plotted
in a log scale. The strong elastic peak in N(q, ω) for V ⪆ 0 is
caused by doubly degenerate ground states in a (π, π) CDW
phase. The calculations are performed on a homogeneous
state; gray dashed lines indicate regions where phase separa-
tion would occur.

it reaches ∼ 7.7 at V = 1. For V ⪆ 0, the system de-
velops (π, π) CDW order by spontaneously breaking the
discrete charge symmetry, so it lacks a low-energy ex-
citation (Goldstone mode). On the other hand, N(q, ω)
exhibits a strong elastic peak for V ⪆ 0. This elastic peak
in the CDW phase is due to doubly degenerate ground
states: one with zero momentum and the other with mo-
mentum (π, π). As seen in Fig. 5(a), N(q, ω) changes its
behavior for V ⪅ 0, where the elastic peak disappears
and the charge gap increases with decreasing V . The
result implies a phase transition near V = 0. Another
phase boundary near V = −0.5 can be inferred from
S(q, ω) in Fig. 5(b), where a low energy mode emerges
below V ⪅ −0.5. The above results show that the Fourier
spectra of equal-time correlations after quantum quench
can track the excitation energies in N(q, ω) and S(q, ω).
However, while dynamical correlations provide informa-
tion on the underlying broken-symmetry phase (if there
is one), they cannot inform directly how close the ground
state is to a phase transition, which instead can poten-
tially be inferred by experiments with varying strengths
of quenched interaction to examine whether the system
resides in proximity to a phase boundary or in a deeply
ordered state.

B. Strong-Coupling Regime

After establishing the abilities of using quantum fi-
delity and quench dynamics to probe phase boundaries
in the weak-coupling limit, we now focus on the strong-
coupling regime: |U | ≤ 10 and |V | ≤ 10. Figure 6 shows

equilibrium correlation functions ⟨Gλ|Ô†Ô|Gλ⟩, which
exhibit overall four distinct regions: A positive V > 0 will
favor a (π, π) CDW [Fig. 6(a)], and together with U < 0
it will further enhance the CDW state. In contrast, a
predominant positive U > 0 will stabilize a (π, π) SDW

[Fig. 6(c)], and the SDW phase boundary along the V -
axis is enlarged with increasing |V |. In the atomic limit,
on a half-filled N -site square lattice, the energy of the
CDW state is U×N/2 (since there are N/2 doubly occu-
pied sites), while that of the SDW phase is V ×2N (since
there are 2N distinct interaction bonds without dou-
ble counting). Therefore, the CDW to SDW transition
boundary should occur at U ≥ 4V , which is consistent
with our calculations and previous studies [36, 37, 60].

Near V ∼ 0 and U < 0, the system exhibits strong
s-wave pairing correlations, as indicated by the dark
red strip in Fig. 6(b). When V < 0, the phase dia-
gram has a substantial region dominated by dx2−y2 -wave
pairing [Fig. 6(d)]. However, we note that with a pre-
dominant negative V , the system will tend to be phase
separated (into hole-rich and hole-deficient regions) [60],
which again can be understood qualitatively using en-
ergy consideration in the atomic limit. The actual phase
boundary between a homogeneous ground state and a
phase-separated one can be quantitatively determined
from the total energy calculations in different particle
sectors (see Appendix). Based on the above results, we
depict the strong-coupling half-filled EHM phase diagram
in Fig. 6(h).

Following the strategy used in the weak-coupling sys-
tem, we first resort to fidelity calculations to help deter-
mine the phases boundaries. For U < 0, the ED correla-
tion functions in Fig. 6 suggest that the phase diagram
consists of three regions, separated by phase boundaries
around V = 0. The evolutions of correlation strengths
for different order parameters as functions of V (with
U = 8) and of U (with V = −0.2) are further displayed
in Fig. 7. Figure 8(a) shows the fidelity (blue line) and
the number of degenerate ground states (green line) along
the path V : −1.4 → 1.4 at U = −6, as depicted in the
figure inset. The fidelity deviates from unity between
−0.6 ≲ V ≲ 0.4, and the number of ground state de-
generacy also changes accordingly. Therefore, based on
the correlation function and fidelity results, the system
begins as PS at (U = −6, V ≲ −0.6), then transits to the
s-wave phase at (U = −6,−0.6 ≲ V ≲ 0.4), and reaches
the CDW state at (U = −6, V ≳ 0.4). Compared to the
U = −1 case in Fig. 3(a), a more attractive U will slightly
enlarge the s-wave phase boundary along the V -axis.

For U > 0, the s-wave pairing is largely suppressed,
and the phase diagram shows three regions consisting
of CDW, SDW, and PS. Figure 8(b) shows the fidelity
and the number of ground state degeneracy along the
path V : −4.8 → 2.4 at U = 8, as depicted in the fig-
ure inset. The fidelity basically remains unity except
at the critical values V = −4.3 and 2.2, where the fi-
delity drops to almost zero, signaling two phase transi-
tion boundaries. Therefore, the system begins as PS at
(U = 8, V ≲ −4.3), transits to the (π, π) SDW phase at
(U = 8,−4.3 ≲ V ≲ 2.2), and reaches the CDW state
at (U = 8, V ≳ 2.2). Overall, the phase boundaries sug-
gested by fidelity match the regions where correlation
functions change more abruptly.
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FIG. 6. Correlation functions for different order parameters computed by exact diagonalization (ED) for half-filled extended
Hubbard model in the strong-coupling regime: |U | ≤ 10 and |V | ≤ 10. Panel (h) depicts the corresponding phase diagram with
phase boundaries determined by ED calculations of fidelity metric, correlation function, and total energy. Gray dashed lines
indicate regions where phase separation (PS) would occur.

We next discuss the quench dynamics. Figure 9(a)
shows the equal-time measurement for charge correla-
tion at (π, π). The original system at time t < 0 is
the ground state of Hamiltonian H0 with interactions
(U = 8, V = 2.6), which supports a (π, π) CDW. At time
t = 0+, the Hamiltonian is quenched to H1 with interac-
tions (U = 8, V = 2.5). N(π, π, t) then oscillates in time
at t > 0. Figures 9(b)-(e) show the resulting Fourier spec-
tra of quenched dynamics for (π, π) CDW, (π, π) SDW,
s-wave, and dx2−y2-wave superconductivity, respectively.
The horizontal axis represents the post-quench value of
V . Here we follow the same path as depicted in the inset
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(a) U =8cut

P (p)
P (d)
P (s)

×N

×N

×N

V 
-4 0 4 8

0

4

8

12

16

20

U
-1 0 0.5 1-0.5

(b) V=-0.2cut

co
rr

e
la

!
o

n
 f

u
n

c!
o

n

FIG. 7. (a) Evolution of correlation strengths for different
order parameters as a function of V for U = 8 at half filling.
The gray area near V ∼ −4 indicates the phase separation
regime (same as the gray dashed regime in Fig. 6). (b) Same
as panel (a) but for the evolution along the U direction with
V = −0.2, which is above the phase separation boundary.

of Fig. 8(b), V : −4.8 → 2.4 at a fixed U = 8, with a
quench step of ∆V = 0.1. As shown in Fig. 9(b), the
“charge gap” behaves quite differently below V ≲ −4.6
and above V ≳ 2.0. Above V ≳ 2, the gap is enhanced
by V , showing an increasingly more robust CDW phase.
Between −4.6 ≲ V ≲ 2, the spectra for the S(π, π) corre-
lation in Fig. 9(c) exhibits low-energy excitation (Gold-
stone mode) of the spontaneous spin symmetry break-
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FIG. 8. Quantum fidelity (blue line) and the number of
ground state degeneracy (green line) for the extended Hub-
bard model at half filling. The calculations are performed
along different paths shown by arrow lines on the inset strong-
coupling phase diagram: (a) V : −1.4 → 1.4 at fixed U = 6,
with an interaction step ∆V = 0.2. (b) V : −5 → 2.8 at fixed
U = 8, with an interaction step ∆V = 0.1. Dips in the fi-
delity indicate phase transition boundaries. The calculations
are performed on a homogeneous state; gray dashed lines in-
dicate regions where phase separation would occur.
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FIG. 9. (a) Time evolution of the equal-time correla-
tion function for (π, π) charge ordering computed for the ex-
tended Hubbard model at half filling. The initial parameters
(U, V ) = (8, 2.6) at time t < 0 are quenched to (U∗, V ∗) =
(8, 2.5) at t = 0+. (b)-(e) Fourier spectra of the equal-time
measurements for (π, π) CDW, (π, π) SDW, s-wave, d-wave
superconducting correlations, respectively. The horizontal
axis represents V ∗ after the quench. Vertical dashed red lines
indicate phase boundaries near V = −4.6 and V = 2, which
agree with the fidelity calculations. The calculations are per-
formed on a homogeneous state; gray dashed lines indicate
regions where phase separation would occur.

ing (π, π) SDW state. We note again that the calcula-
tions are performed on a homogeneous state; gray dashed
lines in the figure indicate regions where phase separation
would occur. Overall, the quench dynamics spectra can
track the charge and spin gaps in the dynamical structure
factors N(q, ω) and S(q, ω) shown in Fig. 10.

C. Doped Systems

As shown above, the phase boundaries determined by
fidelity and quench dynamics agree well with the corre-
lation function calculations. In hole-doped systems, we
thereby use mainly the correlation function results with
additional fidelity calculations. We note that in doped

CDW

10.01
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FIG. 10. The charge N(q, ω) and spin S(q, ω) dynami-
cal structure factors at q = (π, π) for the extended Hubbard
model at half filling for strong coupling. The false color in-
tensities are plotted in a log scale. The strong elastic peak
in N(q, ω) for V ⪆ 0 is caused by doubly degenerate ground
states in a (π, π) CDW phase. The vertical lines indicate
phase boundaries near V = 0 and V = −0.6. The calcu-
lations are performed on a homogeneous state; gray dashed
lines indicate regions where phase separation would occur.

systems, since the momentum dependence and the com-
petition with electron itinerary become more important,
it can become challenging to determine the leading insta-
bility on a finite-size cluster. Therefore, instead of spec-
ifying the exact phases, we will focus on the trends of
different order parameters evolving with the interaction
strength. In particular, we concentrate on the heavily
overdoped regime with 50% hole doping. In this case, the
system exhibits strong p-wave superconductivity correla-
tion in the interaction parameter space (U, V ) = (8,−1)
relevant to the cuprate superconductors [41]. In general,
the boundaries of phase transition (or cross-over phe-
nomenon on a finite-size cluster) evolve smoothly from
the half-filled phase diagram in Fig. 6 to the 50% hole
doped system in Fig. 11. The results for other hole fill-
ings are shown in the Appendix.
Figure 11 shows the correlation functions for different

order parameters computed at 50% hole doping in the
strong-coupling regime: |U | ≤ 10 and |V | ≤ 10. When
V > 0, the correlations are dominated by CDW for U > 0
and s-wave superconductivity for U < 0. dxy-pairing cor-
relation is also found to be enhanced when V > 0 and
U > 0, and it may be the leading instability for a small,
positive V [36]. When V < 0, most of the phase dia-
gram resides in the PS region, especially for U < 0. The
PS boundary for each doping is determined from the to-
tal energy calculations in different particle sectors and
is shown in the Appendix. Even if U is positive but
with U < |V | (where V is negative), the system remains
phase-separated. Interestingly, when U is positive and
dominates over |V |, both p-wave and d-wave supercon-
ducting correlations can be strongly enhanced.

The evolution of the correlation strengths for different
order parameters as a function of V (at fixed U = 8)
is shown in Fig. 11(h). For the parameter set U = 8
with a negative V (∼ −1) relevant to the cuprates, p-
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wave and d-wave correlations have comparable strengths.
In general, a repulsive U will favor an inter-site phase-
changing superconducting order parameter (like p-wave
or d-wave pairing), and an attractive V can enhance su-
perconducting correlations while suppressing other com-
peting states like CDW[61]. This enhancement of su-
perconductivity by V is beyond the impact of a next-
nearest-neighbor hopping [27, 61]. An attractive V can
further favor p-wave superconductivity due to enhanced
NN triplet states especially near 50% hole doping [34]. In
mean-field calculations [39], the two phases could possi-
bly coexist. This is consistent with the dominance of the
p-wave instability in 1D systems [28, 29, 34], where the d-
wave competitor is geometrically forbidden. Therefore, it
would be interesting to investigate more extensively near
this parameter regime both theoretically and experimen-
tally, which may hold the promise of realizing the more
exotic p-wave superconductivity.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have performed extensive exact diagonalization
(ED) calculations to study the extended Hubbard model
(EHM) for both attractive and repulsive U and V values,
ranging from weak to strong coupling regimes. We have
utilized the correlation functions and fidelity metrics to
explore how different superconducting phases and their
boundaries evolve with the interaction parameters and
doping levels. We also have shown that a more novel, ex-
perimentally accessible non-equilibrium quench approach
can help determine the phase boundary of the equilib-
rium system. While our ED studies are limited to finite-
size clusters, the resulting phase boundaries agree well
with other numerical techniques like functional Renor-
malization Group [38] in the weak-coupling limit. The
ED approach remains valid in the strong-coupling limit,
and the results should be reliable at a semi-quantitative

level. The quenched dynamics in general cannot be eas-
ily and accurately computed by other numerical methods,
either. Therefore, our exact treatment of the model in
finite-size systems also provide systematic benchmark re-
sults for other computational techniques [62, 63] capable
of addressing the thermodynamic limit, and an experi-
mental roadmap for exploring different superconducting
order parameters.

Our results indicate that the EHM is a potential plat-
form to realize the more exotic p-wave superconductivity
in the repulsive-U and (slightly) attractive-V parameter
regime, especially when the system is heavily overdoped
by hole carriers. This study is timely, since an attrac-
tive V ∼ −th has recently been identified experimentally
in doped 1d cuprate chains [41]. The parameter regime
(U, V ) = (8th,−th) is also where p-wave superconductiv-
ity shows strong instability in our calculations. In the
actual cuprate materials, the U and V values can be-
have differently in response to external stimuli, such as
strain, pressure, and laser field, so it is likely to induce
transitions near a phase boundary to favor certain in-
stability via heterostructure, high pressure, or ultrafast
techniques. Studying a possible p-wave state in EHM us-
ing other computational approaches or experiments can
be intriguing and important area for future research.
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163–202.
[47] V. Hernandez, J. E. Roman, and V. Vidal, SLEPc: Scal-

able Library for Eigenvalue Problem Computations, Lect.
Notes Comput. Sci. 2565, 377 (2003).

[48] V. Hernandez, J. E. Roman, and V. Vidal, SLEPc: A
Scalable and Flexible Toolkit for the Solution of Eigen-
value Problems, ACM Trans. Math. Softw. 31, 351
(2005).

[49] S.-J. Gu, Fidelity Approach to Quantum Phase Transi-
tions, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 24, 4371 (2010).

[50] C. Jia, B. Moritz, C.-C. Chen, B. S. Shastry, and T. De-
vereaux, Fidelity Study of the Superconducting Phase
Diagram in the Two-dimensional Single-band Hubbard
Model, Phys. Rev. B 84, 125113 (2011).

[51] W. Metzner, M. Salmhofer, C. Honerkamp, V. Meden,
and K. Schönhammer, Functional Renormalization
Group Approach to Correlated Fermion Systems, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 84, 299 (2012).

[52] T. Ying, R. Mondaini, X. Sun, T. Paiva, R. Fye, and
R. Scalettar, Determinant Quantum Monte Carlo Study
of D-wave Pairing in the Plaquette Hubbard Hamiltonian,
Phys. Rev. B 90, 075121 (2014).

[53] H. Terletska, T. Chen, and E. Gull, Charge Ordering and
Correlation Effects in the Extended Hubbard Model, Phys.
Rev. B 95, 115149 (2017).

[54] C.-M. Chung, M. Qin, S. Zhang, U. Schollwöck, and S. R.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: Phase Separation Region

Our exact diagonalization calculations are performed
on a square-lattice N = 16-site cluster, with a fixed par-
ticle sector at a given filling. The cluster size is too small
to observe directly the inhomogeneous sparation of hole-
rich and hole-deficient regions. Instead, the PS informa-
tion for a given set of interaction parameters (U, V ) can
be obtained by computing the total energies in different
particle sectors. For example, at the filling with Ne elec-
trons on an N -site cluster, the energy difference ∆E is
computed:

∆E = E(Ne)−
Ne

2N
× [E(2N) + E(0)]. (A1)

Here, E(Ne) is the energy of the homogeneous ground
state with electron occupation number Ne; E(0) and

E(2N) are respectively the energies of the hole-rich and
hole-deficient states on an N -site cluster. Figure 12
shows the ∆E false-color intensity plots as functions of
(U, V ) for different hole-doped systems. A sign change
(from negative to positive) in ∆E would signal transi-
tion to a phase-separated state, which helps determine
the phase boundary of the PS region.

Appendix B: Correlation Functions at Other Doping
Levels

The correlation functions for different order parame-
ters computed in the strong-coupling regime (|U | ≤ 10
and |V | ≤ 10) for 12.5%, 25%, and 37.5% hole-doped sys-
tems are shown in Figs. 13, 14, and 15, respectively. As
discussed above, the PS region for each doping is deter-
mined from the energy difference calculation in different
particle sectors and is indicated by gray shade in panel
(h) of the figure.
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FIG. 12. False-color intensity plot of the energy difference ∆E for determining the phase separation boundary as discussed in
the Appendix text. A sign change (from negative to positive) in ∆E would signal transition to a phase-separated state.
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FIG. 13. Correlation functions for different order parameters computed by exact diagonalization (ED) for 12.5% hole-doped
extended Hubbard model in the strong-coupling regime: |U | ≤ 10 and |V | ≤ 10. Panel (h) depicts the evolution of correlation
strengths for different order parameters as a function of V (at fixed U = 8). The path is also specified by the dashed arrow in
panel (a). Gray shade indicates the phase separation region.
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FIG. 14. Correlation functions for different order parameters computed by exact diagonalization (ED) for 25% hole-doped
extended Hubbard model in the strong-coupling regime: |U | ≤ 10 and |V | ≤ 10. Panel (h) depicts the evolution of correlation
strengths for different order parameters as a function of V (at fixed U = 8). The path is also specified by the dashed arrow in
panel (a). Gray shade indicates the phase separation region.
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FIG. 15. Correlation functions for different order parameters computed by exact diagonalization (ED) for 37.5% hole-doped
extended Hubbard model in the strong-coupling regime: |U | ≤ 10 and |V | ≤ 10. Panel (h) depicts the evolution of correlation
strengths for different order parameters as a function of V (at fixed U = 8). The path is also specified by the dashed arrow in
panel (a). Gray shade indicates the phase separation region.
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