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We have performed large-scale density-matrix renormalization group studies of the lightly doped
Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice on long three and four-leg cylinders. We find that the
ground state of the system upon lightly doping is consistent with that of a superconducting state
with coexisting quasi-long-range superconducting and charge density wave orders. Both the su-
perconducting and charge density wave correlations decay as a power law at long distances with
corresponding exponents Ksc < 2 and Kc < 2. On the contrary, the spin-spin and single-particle
correlations decay exponentially, although with relatively long correlation lengths.

The Hubbard model is believed as a minimum effective
model capturing the low energy physics of the cuprate
superconductors [1–3]. With strong on-site Coulomb
repulsion (U � t) at half-filling, the Hubbard model
becomes a Mott insulator where electrons are local-
ized. In cuprates, high-temperature superconductivity
can emerge by doping holes into the parent antiferro-
magnetic Mott insulator [4, 5]. However, it remains
an unsettled issue whether the simplest Hubbard model
with nearest-neighbor (NN) electron hopping terms on
the square lattice can lead to superconductivity or other
additional terms such as next-nearest-neighbor (NNN)
electron hopping terms are essential to induce the un-
conventional superconductivity. While superconductiv-
ity appears promising in the hole doped case among
other competing states on four-leg square cylinders [6–
13], systematical density-matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) studies on six-leg [14, 15] and eight-leg [16, 17]
square cylinders suggest the absence of superconductiv-
ity in the hole-doped case while competing charge density
wave correlations dominate in the t-J model as the large
U limit of the Hubbard model, although strong supercon-
ductivity can be realized in the electron-doped cases.[15–
18] The same issue regarding the fate of superconductiv-
ity upon hole doping also applies to the Hubbard model
on the honeycomb lattice, which has an antiferromag-
netic order in the large U/t region at half-filling [19].

The Hubbard model on honeycomb lattice has its own
importance as many twisted Moiré systems may natu-
rally realize quantum simulators for such a model and
its bilayer or multi-component extensions with tunable
interactions[20, 21], with the Winger crystal state ob-
served experimentally[22, 23]. However, relatively less
progress has been made regarding the nature of quan-
tum phases in the honeycomb lattice Hubbard model.
Controversies have been raised between different studies
regarding whether superconductivity can emerge on the
honeycomb lattice when holes are doped into the antifer-
romagnetic Mott insulating phase. Mean-field and tensor
network studies suggest that the antiferromagnetic or-
der near half-filling may coexist with spin-singlet or/and
spin-triplet superconductivity from the perspective of ei-

FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic three-leg cylinder on the
honeycomb lattice. The open (periodic) boundary condition
is imposed along the direction specified by the lattice basis
vector e1 (e2). Lx (Ly) is the number of unit cells in the e1

(e2) direction. a, b and c label the three different bonds.

ther Hubbard or closely related t-J models[24–27]. How-
ever, a recent DMRG study reported charge stripe order
in the doped Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice
without superconductivity [28, 29]. As a result, it re-
mains unsettled what is the precise nature of the ground
state of doped Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice.

Principal results – To address these questions, we have
studied the lightly doped single-band Hubbard model
on the honeycomb lattice using large-scale DMRG sim-
ulations. Our results on long three- and four-leg cylin-
ders on the honeycomb lattice suggest that the ground
state of the system is consistent with a superconducting
(SC) state with quasi-long-range SC and charge density
wave (CDW) correlations, but short-range spin-spin and
single-particle correlations. The charge density profile
corresponds to a local pattern of partially filled charge
stripes with two doped holes in each one-dimensional
(1D) CDW unit cell. The spin-singlet SC correlations
Φ(r) are dominant in the pairing channel whose pairing
symmetry is consistent with d-wave. At long distances,
we find that Φ(r) ∼ r−Ksc with a Luttinger exponent
Ksc < 2. This implies a SC susceptibility that diverges
as χsc ∼ T−(2−Ksc) as the temperature T → 0.

Model and Method – We use DMRG [30] to study the
ground state properties of the lightly doped single-band
Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice, whose Hamil-
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tonian is defined as

H =− t
∑
〈ij〉σ

(
ĉ†iσ ĉjσ + h.c.

)
+ U

∑
i

n̂i↑n̂i↓ (1)

Here, ĉ†iσ (ĉiσ) is the electron creation (annihilation)
operator with spin-σ (σ =↑, ↓) on site i = (xi, yi),

n̂iσ = ĉ†iσ ĉiσ and n̂i =
∑
σ n̂i,σ are the electron num-

ber operators. t is the electron hopping amplitude be-
tween NN sites 〈ij〉, and U is the on-site Coulomb re-
pulsion. We take the lattice geometry to be cylindri-
cal, as shown in Fig.1, the cylinder has periodic bound-
ary condition along the ~e2 = (1/2,

√
3/2) direction and

open boundary condition along the ~e1 = (1, 0) direction.
Here, we consider cylinders with circumference Ly and
length Lx, where Ly and Lx are the number of unit
cells along the ~e2 and ~e1 directions, respectively. For
three-leg cylinders, i.e., Ly = 3, the total number of sites
is N = Lx × Ly × 2 = 2Nu, where each unit cell has
two sites and Nu denotes the number of unit cells. For
four-leg cylinders, i.e., Ly = 4, we have added an addi-
tional column on the right open boundary in the practical
DMRG calculations to restore the reflection symmetry
of the CDW oscillation relatively away from the open
boundaries. The corresponding total number of sites on
the four-leg cylinder is N = Lx×Ly×2+Ly = 2Nu+Ly.

In the present study, we focus primarily on three-leg
and four-leg cylinders, i.e., Ly = 3 and Ly = 4, with
lengths up to Lx = 32. The doping concentration away
from the half-filling is defined as δ = Nh/(2Nu) where Nh
denotes the number of doped holes. For four-leg cylin-
ders, although N 6= 2Nu so that the value of δ differs
slightly from δ̃ = Nh/N in the vicinity of the open ends,
deep in bulk, i.e., relatively away from the boundaries, it
is approximate δ = δ̃. We focus on lightly doped cases
with hole doping concentration δ = 1/12 and 1/16. We
set t = 1 as an energy unit and consider U = 8 and
U = 12. We perform more than 100 sweeps and keep up
to m = 40, 000 in each DMRG block with a typical trun-
cation error ε ∼ 10−6. Further details of the numerical
simulation are provided in the Supplementary Material
(SM).

Charge density wave order – To describe the charge
density properties of the ground state of the system,
we have calculated the charge density profile n(x, y) =
〈n̂(x, y)〉 on-site i = (x, y) and its rung average n(x) =∑Ly

y=1 n(x, y)/Ly, where x is the rung index of the cylin-
der in the unit of e1. Note that there are two sites for
each unit cell with the cell parameter e1 and e2. Our re-
sults show that the system forms “partially filled” charge
stripes with two doped holes in each CDW unit cell (to
sum the hole density of all legs). Specifically, the wave-
length of charge stripes, i.e., the spacing between two
adjacent stripes along the e1 direction is λc = 1/3δ, i.e.,
λc = 4 at δ = 1/12, in the unit of e1 on three-leg cylin-
ders as shown in Fig.2a. This corresponds to an ordering

FIG. 2. (Color online) Correlation function of three-leg cylin-
der at 1/12 hole doping with U = 12. (a) Charge density pro-
file n(x) where the solid lines denote the fitting using Eq.(2).
Data points in gray are discarded to minimize the bound-
ary effect. (b) Superconducting correlations |Φαβ(r)| with
αβ = aa,bb and cc. The black line denotes the power-law
fitting function f(r) ∼ r−Ksc . (c) Single-particle correlation

|Gσ(r)| and the exponential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξG

(black line). (d) Spin-spin correlation |F (r)| and the expo-

nential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξs (black line). Note that
data points far from the envelope or have large error bars are
discarded in the fitting process and shown in gray color in
(c)-(d).

wave vector Q = 6πδ. For four-leg cylinders, as shown
in Fig.3a, the charge stripes have a CDW wavelength
λc = 1/4δ, i.e., λc = 4 at δ = 1/16, and two doped holes
per each 1D CDW unit cell. Such a “partially-filled”
charge stripe is similar (in the unit of lattice site) with
that of the lightly doped Hubbard and t-J models on
four-leg square cylinders [6–9, 11–13, 15].

At long distances, our results show that the spatial
decay of the CDW correlations is dominated by a power-
law with a Luttinger exponent Kc. Numerically, the ex-
ponent Kc can be obtained by fitting the charge density
oscillations (Friedel oscillations) induced by open bound-
aries of the cylinder[31, 32]

n(x) ≈ A cos(Qx+ φ1)

[Leff sin(πx/Leff + φ2)]Kc/2
+ n0. (2)

Here A is a non-universal amplitude, φ1 and φ2 are the
phase shifts, and n0 is the average charge density. Ex-
amples of the fitting using Eq.(2) are shown in Fig.2a for
the three-leg cylinder at δ = 1/12 hole doping and Fig.3a
for the four-leg cylinder at δ = 1/16. Note that four data
points close to the open boundaries are excluded in the
fitting process to minimize the boundary effect. The ex-
tracted exponent Kc ∼ 1 whose precise values are pro-
vided in Table I. Similarly, the exponent Kc can also be
extracted from the charge density-density correlations,
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Parameters Kc Ksc ξs ξG

U = 12, δ = 1/12, N = 32× 3× 2, m up to 30000 0.98(8) 1.50(8) 7.3(4) 4.9(3)
U = 8, δ = 1/16, N = 32× 4× 2 + 4, m up to 40000 1.3(2) 1.2(1) 10.9(4) 5.6(3)

TABLE I. The table lists the lattice parameters, Luttinger exponents (Kc, Ksc), and correlation lengths (ξs, ξG) in the unit of
unit cell. We set t = 1 as an energy unit. Two different on-site repulsions U and hole doping concentrations δ are considered.

FIG. 3. (Color online) Correlation function of four-leg cylin-
der at 1/16 hole doping with U = 8. (a) Charge density pro-
file n(x) where the solid lines denote the fitting using Eq.(2).
Data points in gray are discarded to minimize the bound-
ary effect. (b) Superconducting correlations |Φαβ(r)| with
αβ = aa,bb and cc. The black line denotes the power-law
fitting function f(r) ∼ r−Ksc . (c) Single-particle correlation

|Gσ(r)| and the exponential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξG

(black line). (d) Spin-spin correlation |F (r)| and the expo-

nential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξs (black line). Note that
data points far from the envelope or have large error bars are
discarded in the fitting process and shown in gray color in
(c)-(d).

which gives qualitatively consistent results. The details
are provided in the SM. We compare our results with pre-
vious DMRG study [28]; we observe consistency for the
local pattern of charge stripes n(x), but disagreement
on its long-distance decaying behavior, which might be
attributed to the fact that we have kept a significantly
larger number of states in the DMRG calculations and
considered noticeably longer cylinders.

Superconducting correlations – To test the possibility
of superconductivity, we have calculated the equal-time
spin-singlet SC correlation, which is defined as

Φαβ(r) = 〈∆†α(x0, y)∆β(x0 + r, y)〉. (3)

Here ∆†α(x, y) = [ĉ†(x,y),↑ĉ
†
(x,y)+α,↓− ĉ

†
(x,y),↓ĉ

†
(x,y)+α,↑]/

√
2

is the spin-singlet SC pair creation operator on bond α,
where α = a, b, c denotes the bond type as shown in Fig.1.
(x0, y) is the reference bond located at the peak position
of the charge density distribution n(x) and most close to

x0 ∼ L̃x/4 to minimize the boundary effect, and r is the
distance between two bonds in the e1 direction.

Fig.2b and Fig.3b show the SC correlation Φαβ(r)
for Ly = 3 and Ly = 4 cylinders at δ = 1/12 and
1/16 doping levels, respectively. As shown in both fig-
ures, our results suggest that the pairing symmetry of
SC correlations is consistent with that of a nematic d-
wave, which is reminiscent of the plaquette d-wave of the
lightly doped t-J and Hubbard models on four-leg square
cylinders[10, 11], partially due to the lattice rotational
symmetry breaking of the cylindrical geometry. For in-
stance, we find that the SC correlations are dominant on
b and c bonds but notably weaker on the a bonds, i.e.,
|Φbb(r)| ∼ |Φcc(r)| � |Φaa(r)| on both the Ly = 3 and
Ly = 4 cylinders. Meanwhile, the SC correlations change
sign between different bonds, e.g., Φbc(r) < 0.

At long distances, the dominant SC correlation Φ(r),
e.g., Φbb(r) and Φcc(r), is characterized by a power law
with an appropriate Lutinger exponent Ksc which is de-
fined as

Φ(r) ∼ r−Ksc . (4)

The extracted exponent Ksc by fitting the results in
Fig.2b and Fig.3b is provided in Table I. A slow decay
of the SC correlation with an exponent Ksc < 2 implies
a SC susceptibility that diverges as χ ∼ T−(2−Ksc) as
the temperature T → 0. This establishes that the lightly
doped Hubbard model on both Ly = 3 and Ly = 4 cylin-
ders has quasi-long-range SC correlations. We have also
calculated the spin-triplet SC correlations but found that
they are much weaker than the spin-singlet SC correla-
tions, as shown in the SM. This suggests that p-wave or
p± ip-wave superconductivity is less likely.

It is worth mentioning that in order to reliably deter-
mine the long-distance decaying behavior of various cor-
relation functions, both long cylinders and a large num-
ber of states are required in the DMRG calculations to
reduce the finite-size and boundary effects. As an exam-
ple, we have shown in Fig.4 to compare the dominant
SC correlation Φbb(r) on four-leg cylinders at δ = 1/16
doping concentration by keeping up to m = 40, 000 num-
ber of states. It is clear that while the SC correlation
decays notably faster on the shorter cylinder due to a
stronger boundary effect, it decays much slower on the
longer cylinder, which has a smaller boundary effect and
is consistent with a power-law decay at long distances.

Single-particle and spin-spin correlations – We have
also calculated the single-particle correlation function
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Superconducting correlations |Φbb(r)|
for 1/16 hole doping with U = 8. Two different cylinders are
considered for comparing the decay behavior.

Gσ(r) = 〈c†(x0,y),σc(x0+r,y)σ〉. Fig.2c and Fig.3c show

Gσ(r) for Ly = 3 and Ly = 4 cylinders at two dif-
ferent doping concentrations, respectively. Our results
show that the long-distance behavior of Gσ(r) is consis-
tent with an exponential decay Gσ(r) ∼ e−r/ξG . The
extracted correlation length ξG is provided in Table. I.

To describe the magnetic properties of the system, we
have further calculated the spin-spin correlation function
F (r) = 〈S(x0,y)S(x0+r,y)〉. Fig.2d and Fig.3d show F (r)
for both Ly = 3 and Ly = 4 cylinders at two different
doping concentrations, respectively. Similar to Gσ(r), we
find that F (r) decays exponentially as F (r) ∼ e−r/ξs at
long distances, where the correlation length ξs is shown
in Table. I.

SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

To summarize, we have studied the ground state prop-
erties of the lightly doped Hubbard model on long three-
and four-leg cylinders on the honeycomb lattice. Based
on the numerical results, we conclude that the ground
state of the system is consistent with that of an SC state
where both the SC and CDW orders coexist which decay
as a power law at long distances with corresponding expo-
nents Ksc < 2 and Kc < 2. On the contrary, our results
suggest that there is a finite gap in both the spin and
single-particle sectors which is evidenced by the short-
range spin-spin and single-particle Green correlations.

It is worth mentioning that while the pairing symmetry
is consistent with that of a d-wave, its manifestation on
finite honeycomb cylinders is different from that on finite
triangular cylinders [33]. This is because, on the honey-
comb lattice, one component of the SC correlations can
be orders of magnitude weaker than other components at
long distances, i.e., Φaa(r) � Φbb(r) ≈ Φcc(r). In other
words, it is more similar to the plaquette d-wave SC in

the lightly hole-doped Hubbard model on four-leg square
cylinders with finite negative second-neighbor electron
hopping term [9, 11, 13], where Φxx(r) � Φyy(r). The
fact that the quasi-long-range superconductivity can be
realized in the lightly doped Hubbard model on the hon-
eycomb lattice with only the nearest-neighbor electron
hopping matrix is notably different from the doped Hub-
bard model on both the square and triangular lattices
[2, 3, 34, 35], where the emergence of quasi-long-range
superconductivity requires either a finite next-nearest-
neighbor electron hopping term in the uniform Hubbard
model [9, 11, 13, 15, 33, 36] or a finite spin gap in the
striped Hubbard model [37].

In the present study, we have focused on the lightly
doped Hubbard model with only the nearest-neighbor
electron hopping term, it will be interesting to study
the higher doping case as well as the effect of longer
range electron hopping terms, such as second-neighbor
electron hopping term, which has been shown to be es-
sential to enhance the superconductivity on the square
lattice [38]. As the Hubbard model can be naturally re-
alized in many twisted Moiré systems as well as their
bilayer or multi-component extensions with tunable in-
teractions [20, 21, 23], our results may stimulate efforts to
search for unconventional superconductivity in the cor-
responding field.
Acknowledgement – H-C.J. was supported by the De-

partment of Energy (DOE), Office of Sciences, Basic En-
ergy Sciences, Materials Sciences, and Engineering Divi-
sion, under Contract No. DE-AC02-76SF00515. D.N.S.
was supported by DOE Office of Sciences under Grant
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AC02-76SF00515 and Grant No. DE-SC0022216. Part
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Appendix A: More Results on Three and Four-leg
Cylinders

We performed DMRG calculations on two more sys-
tem sizes. Fig.A1 displays the results for U = 8 with
t = 1 as an energy unit at 1/12 hole doping concentra-
tion on the three-leg cylinder with Lx = 32. We have
kept up to m = 40000 to fully converge to the ground
state. The fitting results are summarized in Table.A1.
Compared to the results with different model parame-
ters set up in the main text, the ground state starts to
have a very long spin-spin correlation length and a single-
particle correlation length. The central charge is c ∼ 3,
which indicates that the ground state deviates from the
CDW/superconducting dominant state to become a Lut-
tinger liquid. On the other four-leg system with U = 12
at 1/18 hole doping, the results are displayed in Fig.A2
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and the exponents or correlation lengths are summarized
in Table.A1. Since the correlation length is relatively
long, roughly half of the system length, that means the
middle of the systems can be strongly affected by the
boundary behaviors, which we call a boundary effect.
Such that on the system smaller than N = 18× 4× 2 + 4
may not be adequate to study the single band Hubbard
model on the Honeycomb lattice.

FIG. A1. (Color online) Correlation function of three-leg
cylinder at 1/12 hole doping with U/t = 8. (a) Charge density
profile n(x) where the solid lines denote the fitting function.
Data points in gray are discarded to minimize the bound-
ary effect. (b) Superconducting correlations |Φαβ(r)| with
αβ = aa,bb and cc. The black line denotes the power-law
fitting function f(r) ∼ r−Ksc . (c) Single-particle correlation

|Gσ(r)| and the exponential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξG

(black line). (d) Spin-spin correlation |F (r)| and the expo-

nential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξs (black line). Note that
data points far from the envelope or have large error bars are
discarded in the fitting process and shown in gray color in
(c)-(d).

Appendix B: Density-density correlation function

The density fluctuation correlation function, defined as
D(r) = 〈[n̂(x0)−〈n̂(x0)〉][n̂(x0 +r)−〈n̂(x0 +r)〉]〉, decays
in power-law with the same Luttinger exponent Kc as the
power. The fitted Kc is 1.46(4) for U = 12 at δ = 1/12
hole doping, and 1.57(6) for U = 8 at δ = 1/16 hole
doping. Note that the Kc given by the density-density
correlation function is bigger than that fitted from the
CDW; however, it still satisfies Kc < 2.

FIG. A2. (Color online) Correlation function of three-leg
cylinder at 1/18 hole doping with U/t = 12. (a) Charge
density profile n(x) where the solid lines denote the fitting
function. Data points in gray are discarded to minimize the
boundary effect. (b) Superconducting correlations |Φαβ(r)|
with αβ = aa,bb and cc. The black line denotes the power-law
fitting function f(r) ∼ r−Ksc . (c) Single-particle correlation

|Gσ(r)| and the exponential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξG

(black line). (d) Spin-spin correlation |F (r)| and the expo-

nential fitting function f(r) ∼ e−r/ξs (black line). Note that
data points far from the envelope or have large error bars are
discarded in the fitting process and shown in gray color in
(c)-(d).

FIG. A3. (Color online) The density-density correlation func-
tion for (a) U = 12 at δ = 1/12 hole doping and (b) U = 8
at δ = 1/16 hole doping. The gray data points are eliminated
from fittings.

Appendix C: Spin-triplet superconducting
correlation function

We measure the spin-triplet superconducting correla-
tion function defined as

Φtripletαβ (r) = 〈∆†triplet,α(x0, y)∆triplet,β(x0 + r, y)〉,(A1)

where ∆†triplet,α(x, y) = 1√
2
[c†(x,y),↑c

†
(x,y)+α,↓ +

c†(x,y),↓c
†
(x,y)+α,↑]. α = a, b, c labels the bond orien-

tations as defined in the main text. Compared with the
even-parity SC correlation Φ(r), Φtripletαβ (r) shown in
Supplementary Figure A4 are much weaker which decay
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faster for the three-leg cylinder at δ = 1/12 doping and
four-leg cylinder δ = 1/16 doping.

FIG. A4. (Color online) Various types of SC correlations on
(a) three-leg cylinder with δ = 1/12 and (b) four-leg cylinder
with δ = 1/16. We set U = 8 for two cases.
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Parameters Kc Ksc ξs ξG

U = 8, δ = 1/12, N = 32× 3× 2, m up to 40000 0.98(7) 1.59(7) 13.3(1) 7.5(9)
U = 12, δ = 1/18, N = 18× 4× 2 + 4, m up to 20000 1.3(4) 2.3(2) 11.2(9) 3.2(2)

TABLE A1. The table lists the lattice parameters, Luttinger exponents (Kc, Ksc), and correlation lengths (ξG, ξs) in the unit
of the unit cell at different on-site repulsion U , with t = 1 as an energy unit, hole doping concentrations δ, and the lattice size
N .
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