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A bstract

In this paper,we presentthe results ofnum ericalstudies ofsuperconduc-

tivity and antiferrom agnetism in a strongly correlated electron system . To do

thiswe constructa Hubbard m odelon a lattice ofself-consistently em bedded

m ulti-site clusters (in practice two sites) by m eans ofa dynam icalm ean-�eld

theory in which intra-clusterdynam icsistreated essentially exactly. W e show

that a class ofcharacteristic features which have been seen in the excitation

spectraofhigh-Tc cupratesincludingthepseudogap and thespin-
ip resonance

feature seen in neutron scattering studies,as wellas their interplay with the

onsetofa pairing correlations,can becaptured within a dynam icalm ean-�eld

theory in which short-wavelength dynam ics are rigorously treated. Thus we

inferthattheobservation oftheneutron scattering resonancein thesupercon-

ducting state ofthe cuprate superconductors does not appear to be directly

tied to theirquasi-2D character.

Although ourapproach isde�ned strictly in term sofferm ion degreesoffree-

dom ,weshow thatwecan readily identify theem ergenceofe�ectivelow energy
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bosonic degreesoffreedom in the presence ofa well-de�ned broken sym m etry

phaseaslongastheirdynam icsaredom inated byshort-range,short-wavelength


uctuations. O urexact calculations revealthat the dynam ics ofthe spin de-

greesoffreedom and theonsetofsuperconductivity arestrongly entangled.In

particular,thedynam icsofstaggered spin degreesoffreedom buildsup coher-

enceand a resonance-likesharp featureassuperconductingpairing correlations

setin (thisfeature dim inishesin the norm alphase). Atthe sam e tim e a spin

gap develops in the staggered spin susceptibility. Under conditions ofsuper-

conducting broken sym m etry ourapproach thusextendsstaticBCS m ean �eld

theory to provide an exacttreatm entofquantum 
uctuationsofthe BCS or-

derparam eterwithin self-consistentdynam icalm ean-�eld theory.W e�nd that

both equilibrium and dynam icalpropertiesofourm odelcan provide a consis-

tentinterpretation ofexperim entalobservations.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Understandingthephysicsofstronglycorrelated electron system shasbeen oneof

them ostdi�cultchallengesin condensed m atterphysicsforseveraldecades.Theim -

portanceofelectron-electron correlationsin high-Tcsuperconductorswasrecognized

[1]soon after its discovery and m uch progress has been m ade in understanding its

phenom enology.Asa resultofintensive e�ortsin both theoreticaland experim ental

studies,the detailed nature ofthe m icroscopic m echanism forhigh-Tc isstarting to

becom eclearerandtheideathatthesuperconductinginstabilityisdriven byCoulom b

interactionsisbecom ingm orewidely accepted,although itstillrem ainscontroversial.

Besidesundergoingasuperconductingtransitionathightem peratures,thecuprate

superconductors exhibit other features characteristic ofstrongly correlated system s

including a pseudogap,spin 
uctuation resonance,and non-Ferm iliquid behaviorin

thenorm alstate,som eofwhich arealso found in othertransition m etaloxides.

The key m otivation ofthe presentpaperisto use an extended localdynam ical

m ean �eld approach tostudy thee�ectsofstrongcorrelationson thesuperconducting

instability.By goingbeyond thestaticm ean �eld BCS treatm entweareabletoshow
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that coulom b correlations can stabilize the superconducting state and also lead to

a relationship between the onset ofsuperconductivity (or m ore generally, pairing


uctuations) and the spin dynam ics sim ilar to that seen experim entally. W e are

also able to study the onset ofthe pseudogap and its e�ects on the single particle

propertiesofthesystem .

Considerableexperim entalevidencehasaccum ulated which suggeststhatthem i-

croscopicpairingm echanism ofhigh-Tcsuperconductivity m aybealreadym anifested

atarelativelyshortlengthscale.Bothsuperconductingcoherenceandspin-spin corre-

lation lengthsin high-Tccupratesarerelatively short.Thein-planesuperconducting

coherencelength,forexam ple,isestim ated toberoughly � 15�A which indicatesthat

Cooperpairs,onaverage,spanonlyafew latticespacings.Also,thecorrelationlength

forspin degreesoffreedom estim ated from arelatively broad resonancepeak width in

a m om entum spaceisalso oftheorderofa few latticespacings[2,3,4,5,6].In ad-

dition,STM m easurem entsofthein
uenceofm agneticim puritieson localelectronic

structureofhigh-Tccupratesclearly suggestthatCooperpairsarelocalentities,and

can existin a m icroscopically con�ned region [7].

Thesem easurem entssuggestthata theoreticaldescription based on a realspace

representation(in contrasttotheBCS m om entum -spacerepresentation)in which 
uc-

tuations in a relatively localized region are rigorously treated can be a reasonable

starting pointto study thesuperconducting instability.

In thispaperweshow thatacluster-based dynam icalm ean-�eld theory approach

isparticularly usefulforthispurpose.Based on thisapproach,we areable to study

thenatureofshort-ranged quantum 
uctuationsofastronglycorrelated system in the

presence ofwell-de�ned superconducting and antiferrom agneticbroken sym m etries.

Thenum ericalresultswereportin thispaperarean extension ofearlierwork[8]

(unpublished) and are based on a Hubbard-like lattice m odelconsisting oftwo-site

clusters using the self-consistent dynam icalm ean-�eld theory approach ofKotliar

and Georges[9].In thedynam icalm ean-�eld theory approach,a latticeproblem (for

which an exact solution is generally di�cult to obtain) is m apped onto an im pu-

rity problem coupled to an e�ective bath (which is typically m uch m ore tractable)

-thus the advantage ofthistheory isthatonce the m odelisconstructed itcan be
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solved in principle exactly withoutfurtherapproxim ationswhen supplem ented by a

self-consistency condition which is derived by requiring that the m ean-�eld theory

becom esexactin d ! 1 lim it(d:dim ension)[10].Thecrucialpointhereisthatthe

e�ective bath isallowed to be tim e-dependentand thushighly non-trivialquantum

nature of(local) dynam ics is retained. This approach has o�ered new insights to

thephysicsofstrongly correlated electron system swhich aredi�cultto obtain from

pre-existing theories[11].

Here, in order to address the quantum aspects ofnon-localbut short-ranged


uctuations,we extend the originalform alism to a self-consistenttwo-site clusterin

orderto beableto explorethesuperconducting partofthephasediagram .In order

to treatsuperconductivity ,we explicitly allow a U(1)gaugesym m etry breaking for

both diagonal(on-site) [12]and o�-diagonal(nearest-neighbor) [13]pairing channels

inside a cluster. W ithin thism odelwe are able to con�rm the presence ofa super-

conducting phase for reasonable Hubbard-type param eters. By virtue ofenforcing

self-consistency,ourm odele�ectively m im icsan in�nite system ,and thusisable to

sustain a generic sym m etry breaking. Thus,ourm odelfacilitatesa study ofshort-

range
uctuationsin a well-de�ned broken sym m etry phasesuch assuperconducting

orN�eelorder.

W ithin this generalized m odelwe are able to show that the onset of super-

conductivity is intim ately coupled to antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations and that

a resonance-likefeatureisindeed seen to em ergein thedynam icalspin susceptibility

asthesuperconducting orderparam eterswitcheson.Becauseweareabletosolvethe

localclusterproblem essentiallyexactly,thepresenceoftheHubbard on-siterepulsion

U willautom atically favoran o�-diagonal(nearestneighbor)superconducting order

param eter over an on-site one. W e interpret this by analogy with BCS m ean �eld

theoriesofthecupratesuperconductors[14,15]asfavoring a d-wavelikeasopposed

to an s-wave like orderparam etersym m etry. Recently Lichtenstein and Katsnelson

[13]and M aieretal[16]havedeveloped approachesto dynam icalclustercalculations

forclusterswith 4 orm oresiteswhich show propertiessim ilarto thosefound in our

coupled 2-site m odel. Our calculations allow us to exam ine the spectra ofexcita-

tions in ourrepresentation ofthe strongly correlated system which tie in wellwith

experim entalobservations. The approaches ofLichtenstein and Katsnelson[13]and

ofM aieretal[16]m ay be expected to yield sim ilarresults. Recently,severalgroups
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[17,18]haveargued thattheresonancepeak seen in inelasticneutron scattering m ay

be thoughtofasa type of\spin -
ip exciton". Ourresults suggest thatthe reso-

nanceisa genericproperty ofthestrongly coupled superconducting stateand isnot

dependenton detailsofthecuprateband structure.

Thefollowingistheorganization ofthepaper.Section IIwilldescribethedetails

ofourm ethodology and technicalaspects. In section III,we present ourresults as

wellastheinterpretation.In section IV,wediscusstheoverallaspectsoftheresults

obtained in section IIIand alsosom eissueswhich werenotaddressed in thepreceding

sections. W e then suggestsom e future work and close the section with a sum m ary.

Supplem entalderivationsand discussionsaregiven in appendices.

II.M ethodology

A .M odeland Form alism

A two-site cluster m odelis the m inim alm odelneeded to address the nonlo-

calnatureofsystem swith orderparam etersforantiferrom agnetism (staggered m ag-

netization) and superconductivity (nearest-neighbor pairing) and we willbase our

analysison thism odel(Fig.1).W eretain on-siteCoulom b repulsion U,intra-cluster

hopping t0and inter-clusterhopping t.(Thereason wedistinguish inter-clusterfrom

intra-clusterhopping willbecom e clearbelow.) Thus,the physics which ourm odel

representsisdescribed by thefollowing partition function:

Z = Tr [e��H ]

H = � t
X

< i;j> ;�

d̂A
y

i�d̂B j� � t
0
X

(i;j);�

d̂A
y

i�d̂B j�

+ (�d � �)
X

i;�

n̂i�

+ U
X

i

n̂A i"n̂A i# + U
X

j

n̂B j"n̂B j#
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� hz
X

i

(n̂A i" � n̂A i#)+ hz
X

j

(n̂B j" � n̂B j#)

+ �
X

< i;j> ;�

d̂A
y

i�d̂B
y

j�� (1)

+ (h:c:) (2)

where �d isa bare energy levelofthe d-orbitalofourm odel(i.e.,Cu � 3dx2�y 2 for

high-Tc cuprates)and � isa chem icalpotential. d̂A
y

i� isthe creation operatorofan

electron with spin � on the ith site ofthe A sublattice. < i;j > and (i;j) repre-

sent the sum over the inter and intra-cluster nearest neighbors,respectively. hz is

an in�nitesim alstaggered m agnetic�eld.� isan in�nitesim alU(1)gaugesym m etry

breaking�eld foro�-diagonalpairing,which wetaketobereal(and alltheanom alous

com ponentsaswell).

Now,we self-consistently em bed ourclusterinto a lattice. Although the details

ofenergeticsofcharge and spin degreesoffreedom m ay depend on thelattice,m ost

ofthe qualitative physicswhich appearto be m anifested in realsystem sare shared

by the tight-binding Hubbard-like lattice m odels em bedded on a lattice which has

a bipartite nature and a relatively sm ooth,structureless DOS [19,20,21]. In this

study,wechoseto work with a Bethelattice.

The self-consistency condition basically arises as a result ofseeking a hom oge-

neous solution in the lattice problem . Here,we essentially follow the prescription

developed by Kotliar and Georges [11,22]and extend it to the case of two-site

clusters in the presence ofsuperconductivity . The basic idea is to system atically

expand (1)with respectto the inter-cluster hopping and pairing am plitude (scaled

ast= t�p
d
;� =

��
p
d
)and integrateoutovertheligand degreesoffreedom .Dueto the

abovescaling,to orderO (1),only thelowestorderterm (thetwo-pointpropagatorof

the ligand m ultiplied by the probing �elds) survives the integration and we obtain

thefollowing m ean-�eld partition function

ZM F =

Z

local

D  ̂D  ̂
y
e
�S eff (3)
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where

Seff =

Z �

0

Z �

0

d�d�
0
 ̂
y(� )̂G �1

o (� � �
0) ̂(�0)

� U

Z �

0

d� (̂nA "(�)�
1

2
)(̂nA #(�)�

1

2
)

� U

Z �

0

d� (̂nB "(�)�
1

2
)(̂nB #(�)�

1

2
)

 ̂y = (d̂A
y

";d̂B
y

";d̂A #;d̂B #)isa four-com ponentNam bu-Gorkov spinorrepresenting the

localdegreesoffreedom . Ĝ o isa 4� 4 cavity propagatorforthe clusterwhich can

bethoughtofasa localnoninteracting propagatorofa particularclusterwhereonly

theon-siteU forthisclusteristurned o� butalltheotherU arestillpresent.From

theabovee�ective localaction ,a totalpropagatorG(�)can becalculated as:

Ĝ(� � �
0)=

R

localD  ̂D  ̂
y ̂(� )̂ y(�0)e�S eff

ZM F

(4)

Onceatotalpropagatorisobtained,thecavity propagatorin theBethelatticecaseis

then given through thefollowingself-consistency condition which can beconveniently

expressed in frequency space:

G
�1
o (i!n) =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

D
""

A A(i!n)D
""

A B (i!n)A
"#

A A(i!n)A
"#

A B (i!n)

D
""

B A(i!n)D
""

B B (i!n)A
"#

B A(i!n)A
"#

B B (i!n)

A
#"

A A(i!n)A
#"

A B (i!n)D
##

A A(i!n)D
##

A B (i!n)

A
#"

B A(i!n)A
#"

B B (i!n)D
##

B A (i!n)D
##

B B (i!n)

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

where

D
""

A A(i!n) = i!n � �d + � �
U

2
� t

2
G
""

B B (i!n);

A
"#

A A(i!n) = t
2
F
"#

B B (i!n);
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D
""

A B (i!n) = t
0� t

2
G
""

B A (i!n);

and sim ilarly forthe other elem ents ofG �1
o . Fullexpressions are given in the Ap-

pendix.

A few com m entsarein order.Asaresultofthedecom position ofthelatticeinto

clustersand treating thephysicsinsideand outsidetheclustersin a di�erentfashion

(see,however,[23,24]),the ratio ofthe bare values ofthe inter-and intra-cluster

hopping m atrix elem entsno longerre
ectstheactualphysicsso thatthey should not

be com pared directly. Here,our m ain focus is on the short-range superconducting

and antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuations;i.e.thatatpartofthephysicswhich intrin-

sically dependson theshort-rangedynam ics,should notdepend qualitatively on the

construction ofthelattice,and should stillbem anifested in theintra-clusterdynam -

ics. Considering the overallqualitative consistency ofourresults with experim ents

(please seeSec.III),webelieve thatthephysicspresented hereisnotan artifactdue

to thespeci�cconstruction ofourm odel.

As willbe shown below (see results) the selfconsistent num ericalsolution of

the above m odelleads to a phase diagram exhibiting both antiferrom agnetism and

superconductivity. However,we �nd thatthe superconducting criticaltem perature

is relatively low for us to be able to obtain reliable num ericalresults for the exci-

tation spectrum ofthe m odel. In order to strengthen the tendency ofthe m odel

to go superconducting ,we perform a heuristic extension ofthe cluster expansion

ofthe lattice action to higherordersin 1

d
and incorporate the e�ectofinter-cluster

particle-particle correlations. For exam ple,at O (1
d
),by em ploying the idea ofthe

Hartree-Fock theory,we can extracta inter-clusterparticle-particle correlation from

thefollowing four-pointpropagatorsin a locale�ectiveaction Seff:

Z
�

0

Z
�

0

Z
�

0

Z
�

0

d�1d�2d�3d�4
^doA "(�1)

y ^doB #(�2)
y ^doA #(�3) ^doB "(�4)Ĝ

"##"

B A B A (�1;�2;�3;�4)

� jF(0)j2
Z �

0

Z �

0

d�1d�2
^doA #

y

(�1) ^doB #(�2)d̂B "
y

(�1)d̂A "(�2)
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+jF(0)j2
Z �

0

Z �

0

d�1d�2
^doB #

y

(�1) ^doA #(�2)d̂A "
y

(�1)d̂B "(�2)

where jF(0)jis the average ofequal-tim e inter-cluster anom alousGreen’s function.

^doA �
y

and ^dA �
y

representlocaland neighboringclusterdegreesoffreedom respectively.

In the above,since each localdegree offreedom carriesa pre-factor 1p
d
and we sum

itoveralld nearestneighbors,theaboveterm becom estheorderofO (1
d
).

W ethen incorporatetheinter-clusterpairing correlation from higherordersin 1

d

by em ploying theidea oftheBCS theory.In orderto preserve thee�ectsoftransla-

tionalinvariancewithin theBethelatticem odel,wethen substitutetheinter-cluster

pairing by theintra-clusterpairing correlationswhich can berigorously calculated :

�ginter
X

(i;j);�

d̂oA
y

i�d̂B
y

j�� d̂B j�� d̂oA i�

’ �ginter
X

(i;j);�

< d̂oA
y

i�d̂B
y

j�� > d̂B j�� d̂oA i� + g
inter

X

(i;j);�

d̂oA
y

i�d̂B
y

j�� < d̂B j�� d̂oA i� >

’ �ginter
X

(i;j);�

< d̂oA
y

i�d̂oB
y

j�� > d̂B j�� d̂A i� + g
inter

X

(i;j);�

d̂A
y

i�d̂B
y

j�� < d̂oB j�� d̂oA i� >

� �ginter

0

@
X

(i;j);�

�
� ��
A B d̂B j�� d̂A i� +

X

(i;j);�

d̂A
y

i�d̂B
y

j�� �
�� �
B A

1

A

where < d̂oA
y

i�d̂oB
y

j�� >� �A B is the therm alaverage ofinstantaneous intra-cluster

pairing which iscalculated from the localquantum dynam ics. Forsim plicity inter-

clusterand intra-clustercoupling constantsare taken to be the sam e,gintra = ginter

and wesettheirvalueequalto t.W ethen takea m ean-�eld lim itwith respectto the

inter-clusterhopping m atrix elem entsaswell,i.e.,� =
��
p
d
,and obtain the following

equations:
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D
""

A A(i!n) = i!n � �d + � + hz �
U

2
� t

2
G
""

B B (i!n)

� t
2
�
"#

A B �
#"

B AG
##

B B (i!n)

� t
2(�

"#

A B F
#"

B B (i!n)+ �
#"

B AF
"#

B B (i!n));

(5)

A
"#

A A(i!n) = t
2
F
"#

B B (i!n)

� t
2
�
"#

A B �
"#

B AF
#"

B B (i!n)

+ t
2(�

"#

A B G
##

B B (i!n)� �
"#

B AG
""

B B (i!n));

etc

(6)

where only representative com ponents are shown and the fullexpressions are given

in theAppendix.

W ewillseethatthee�ectsoftheadditionalinter-clustercoupling arem anifested

in allthecom ponentsofthepropagator.Asweshow in section III,superconductivity

already appearsin the absence ofinter-clusterpairing correlation term s. W hen the

additionalinter-clustercoupling isincluded we�nd asexpected thattheinter-cluster

coupling stabilizes the superconducting phase. In particular,Tc is enhanced forall

thedoping levelsand thesingle-particlegap (i.e.,thesuperconducting gap)becom es

m ore pronounced. This enhancem ent in turn enables us to perform com putations

at higher tem perature and hence to obtain m ore detailed excitation spectra in the

superconducting region ofthephasediagram .

B .N um erics

The localdynam ics (3) and (4) is basically that ofa degenerate im purity An-

derson m odel(with theU(1)gaugesym m etry breaking)and can besolved in various

ways. Here,we chose to solve itnum erically using the quantum m onte carlo(QM C)

algorithm ofHirsch and Fye [25]. Since there are two vertices in the localaction

(3),two Ising variables are introduced in our case. Then im portance sam pling is

perform ed sequentially based on theratio ofthestatisticalweightsfor
ipping Ising

variables,which aregiven by [8]:
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R A(�i)= ((e��A (�i)� e
��� A (�i))G

""

A A(�i;�i)+ e
��� A (�i))

�((e��A (�i)� e
��� A (�i))G

##

A A(�i;�i)+ e
��� A (�i))

�(e��A (�i)� e
��� A (�i))2F

"#

A A(�i;�i)F
#"

A A(�i;�i)

R B (�i)= ((e��B (�i)� e
��� B (�i))G

""

B B (�i;�i)+ e
��� B (�i))

�((e��B (�i)� e
��� B (�i))G

##

B B (�i;�i)+ e
��� B (�i))

�(e��B (�i)� e
��� B (�i))2F

"#

B B (�i;�i)F
#"

B B (�i;�i)

where�A (B )(�i)istheIsing variableata tim estep �i(i=1,...,L;L:thenum beroftim e

slices)which isintroduced to decoupletheHubbard U term ofA(B)sitein a cluster.

Here,we would like to warn the readernotto confuse Ising variableswith electron

spins.Ising variablesarebasically the
uctuating �ctitiousm agnetic�eld which cou-

ple to electron spins. � isa constantwhich isgiven by the relation,cosh(�)= e
�U

2L .

G
""

A A(�i;�i)isa diagonalcom ponent(in term sofim aginary tim eindex)oftheinstan-

taneousM atsubaraGreen’sfunction attim estep �i ofan arbitrary sweep,and should

not be confused with the averaged M atsubara Green’s function de�ned in (4). If

the 
ip atthe tim e slice �k is accepted,each com ponent ofthe M atsubara Green’s

functionsisupdated according to thefollowing rule:

Ĝ
new
ab (�i;�j)= Ĝ

old
ab (�i;�j)

+
X

c

(Ĝ old
ac (�i;�k)� �ac�ik)(e

� Vcc(�k)� 1)

1+ (1� Ĝ old
cc (�k;�k))(e

� Vcc(�k)� 1)
Ĝ
old
cb (�k;�j)

(7)

�Vab(�i) = �2��A(�i)jA ">< A " j

�2��A(�i)jA #>< A # j

�2��B (�i)jB ">< B "j

�2��B (�i)jB #>< B #j
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a;b;c = fA ";B ";A #;B #g

i;j;k = 1;::::;L

where �Vab(�i) is a diagonaltensor which represents the am ount ofchange in the

action associated with the
ip ofan Ising variableattim eslice�i.

The above setofequations(3)-(5)isiterated untilthe convergence isachieved.

In practice,aparticularform ofstartingpropagatorisguessed depending on thetype

oftheanticipated solution.Theim purity problem (3)and (4)m ightbesolved m ore

e�ciently by com bining exactdiagonalization and a Pad�e approxim ation [11]. The

energy resolution ofthisapproach basically dependson the num berofenergy levels

tobeused asabasis.Thus,itm ay notbethebestapproach when thespectralweight

is widely spread and a tiny feature is under search (such as a dip structure in the

ARPES spectrum in this case. Please see Section 8.2). Probably,this approach is

bestused when theshapeofthespectralfunction isqualitatively known orreasonably

guessed.

A few rem arksarein orderregarding the sam pling algorithm .A com plete algo-

rithm would be to integrate overthe entire phase space of�A(�i)and �B (�j)(i;j =

1;2;:::;LA).Thesizeoftheentirephaseis2
L � 2L and itwillbeim practicaltosam ple

allthe con�gurationsform ostofthe tem peraturesstudied. Thiscan then be dealt

with by im portancesam pling.However,with thisalgorithm ,weencountered a nega-

tivesign problem atthelowesttem peraturestudied (� = 96)for�nitedoping,and for

highertem peratures,although theSDW persistsfor�nitedoping,wefound nosign of

developm entofagap in thesingle-particlespectra,and nosign oftheonsetoforspin

gap orbuilding up ofcoherencein a staggered spin susceptibility,and no sign ofthe

onsetofsuperconductivity .Thisphasebasically correspondstoan antiferrom agnetic

m etal.In theDM FT based form alism ,am etal-insulatortransition isdescribed asthe

onsetoflocalorshort-ranged gaplesssingle-particle excitationsand in thiscase,the

transition isdriven bycarrierdopingandaccom panied byantiferrom agneticorder.[27]

Since our prim ary goalis to investigate the relationship between short-ranged

antiferrom agneticspin
uctuationsandsuperconductivity,wetookaslightlydi�erent

approach. The idea isto im plem entan algorithm such thatonce the system starts

to build up an AF correlation (indicated by theappearanceofa SDW asm entioned

12



above),two Ising variables are biased to stay at staggered con�gurations,nam ely

(";#)or(#;"). In otherwords,we attem ptto build a m achinery to do algorithm ic

projection ontolow-lyingstates.Oneway toim plem entthisideaistousean identical

random num ber array forboth the A and B sublattices. M ore speci�cally,we �rst

attem pta
ip of�A(�i)and seeifR A(�i)> xi(random num ber)toacceptthe
ip and

update.Subsequently,wedo thesam efortheB-siteusing thesam erandom num ber

xi.Them otivation forthisalgorithm isbasically asublatticesym m etry ofourm odel

which ism anifested in the expressionsforthe acceptratio (please see the appendix

form oredetails),i.e.,

R A (�i)= R B (�i)j�B = �� A ;A , B ;", # (8)

Once the system passesinto an antiferrom agnetically correlated criticaldom ain (by

which we m ean a dom ain where the system acquires a tendency to pick staggered

con�gurations),the
ip which causesa transition from a parallelto a staggered con-

�guration startsto getaccepted m ore frequently than the 
ip which causesthe op-

posite transition. For the sake ofargum ent,let us consider the idealized case in

which the form er
ip isalwaysaccepted (thatisto say,acceptratio forthe form er


ip isalwaysgreaterthan 1.Although thisisgenerally nottruedueto thepresence

of
uctuations,theargum entbelow can beeasily generalized toam orerealisticcase).

SupposetheIsing variablesforA and B sublatticesareinitially in the(�A;�B )=

(";#)con�guration at� = �i.Then,dueto thesublatticesym m etry,ifthe
ip of�A

isnotaccepted,the 
ip of�B isnotlikely to be accepted either,i.e.,ifR A(�i)< xi

forthe 
ip (�A;�B ):(";#)) (#;#),then,itislikely thatR B (�i)< xi forthe 
ip

(�A ;�B ):(";#)) (";")aswellduetothesublatticesym m etry.Thatis,iftheinitial

con�guration is a staggered one,a conditionalprobability thata �B 
ip is not ac-

cepted given thata�A isnotaccepted ishigh.This,ofcourse,dependson thelevelof

noise,therm alorquantum ,already present,thatis,theabovestatem entholdsin an

averaged sense.Thebettera sublatticesym m etry ispreserved ateach tim eslice,the

strongerthiscorrelation willbe.Please note thatifwe use a random num beryi for

the determ ination ofa 
ip of�B which iscom pletely uncorrelated with xi,then the

probability ofa�B 
ip solely dependson thevalueofRB (�i)and arejection of�A 
ip

hasno bearing on the�B 
ip.Ifthe
ip of�A isaccepted and thesystem isupdated

13



to (#;#)con�guration,dueto thepresence ofantiferrom agneticcorrelation,the
ip

of�B willalwaysbeaccepted(asassum ed above).Therefore,in thiscase,whetheror

notto usethesam erandom num berwillhaveno in
uence on thestatistics.

Ifthe initialcon�guration is a parallelone,say,(�A ;�B )= (";"),then due to

the presence ofantiferrom agnetic correlation,a �A 
ip willalwaysbe accepted and

the system is updated to (#;"). Therefore,in this case,it willm ake no di�erence

whetherornotto usethesam erandom num berforthe�B 
ip.Thus,ouralgorithm

is expected to bias the system towards staggered con�gurations m ore than a stan-

dard algorithm ,when a system acquiresan antiferrom agneticcorrelation.Theabove

argum entcan be easily generalized to the case where antiferrom agnetic correlations

arenotideal,i.e.,theprobability ofa
ip from aparalleltoastaggered con�guration

islessthan 1.

Please note that,once the system starts to lose antiferrom agnetic correlations

(by which we m ean that the transition probability between staggered and parallel

con�gurations becom es equal),then the �nalpopulation ofthe two con�gurations

willconverge to the sam e value. Atthisstage the e�ectsofouralgorithm willalso

starttodim inish,sim plybecausetransitionsfrom astaggeredtoparallelcon�guration

becom em orefrequentand theconditionalprobability discussed abovebecom esirrele-

vant.Thereforeouralgorithm m oreorlessapproachesthestandard M etropolis-style

algorithm when the antiferrom agnetic correlation dim inishes,but starts to deviate

from itwhen thesystem passesinto an antiferrom agnetically correlated phase.(Our

algorithm respectsspin rotationalsym m etry in theparam agneticphase.) Pleasenote

thatin ouralgorithm Ising variablescan in principle takeallpossible con�gurations

and no sym m etry on the state is explicitly enforced. Therefore the sym m etry and

dynam icsofthesystem stilldependson thephysicsand rem ain nontrivial.

Aswillbeseen from resultsin Sec.III,ouralgorithm leadstotheonsetofcoherent

antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuationsforacertainparam eterregim eandunam biguously

identi�esaclosetiebetween theonsetofSC and ofacoherentantiferrom agneticspin


uctuation. W e willsee that the results obtained by our algorithm ,both for the

dynam icaland equilibrium propertiesofthem odel,arequalitatively consistentwith

theexperim ental�ndingsforhigh-Tccuprates.Thissuggeststhatthespin dynam ics

and itsrelation totheonsetofsuperconductivity asfound with ouralgorithm ism ore
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orlessconsistentwith whatisrealized in realsystem s.

Oncetheim aginary-tim ecorrelation functionsareevaluated,equilibrium quanti-

tiescan bedirectly calculated from theself-consistentM atsubara Green’sfunctions,

and dym anicalquantities can be obtained from the via analytic continuation. W e

em ployed the M axim um Entropy(M E) [29,28]m ethod to do this. For each set of

param eters,weperform theiteration (3)-(5)and (7)untilallthem ain featuresin the

dynam icalspectrum converge. In thisstudy,we chose the num beroftim e slices,L,

to besuch that�� �
�

L
= 0:25 which should besu�ciently sm allto obtain a reliable

valueforthephysicalquantitiesofinterest.[30].

III.R esults and D iscussion

A .C hoice ofParam eters

W echooset= 0:5 throughoutthispapersuch thatthebarebandwidth oftheunder-

lying Bethe lattice (equalto 2t)isthe unitofthe energy scale. U = 2:2 waschosen

based on a prelim inary study on the one-band Hubbard m odelwhere we found this

m akesthe N�eeltem perature roughly optim alathalf-�lling.Then we sam pled a few

t0 values to search for the one which leads to a Neelstate with the experim entally

observed < Sz >(� 0:5�B )athalf�lling.The optim alvalue fort
0 appearsto be lo-

cated som ewherebetween 0.1 and 0.2.In thispaper,weshow theresultsfort0= 0:2.

(Setting t0 = 0:1 does not m odify the results in a qualitative way.) Although the

above param eter setting has not been carefully adjusted to be the optim alchoice,

the overallagreem ent(qualitative and quantitative) with the experim ental�ndings

suggeststhatthe above setofvaluesare reasonable to re
ectthose forrealm ateri-

als. Again,letusem phasize here thatourm ain interestisto study the qualitative

relationship between superconductivity and antiferrom agnetism .
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B .Single-particle spectra

W e willpresent single-particle spectra both with and without the inter-cluster

pairing coupling,and also com parethem in thenorm aland superconducting phases.

Thesingle-particlespectra arede�ned asfollows:

G(!) = �Im TrĜ(i!)

= G
""

A A(!)+ G
##

A A(!)+ G
""

B B (!)+ G
##

B B (!) (9)

Fig.2 showstheresultsat� = 0:6(� � 0:05)and � = 0:3(� � 0:17)withouttheinter-

clusterpairing coupling.Superconductivity setsin at� � 16 forboth dopings.The

onsetofsuperconductivity isdeterm ined by theonsetoftheaverageoftheequal-tim e

anom alousGreen’sfunction which isde�ned as:

jF(0)j2 = jF
"#

A B (0)j
2 + jF

#"

B A(0)j
2 + jF

#"

A B (0)j
2 + jF

"#

B A (0)j
2

A single-particlegapstartstoform whensuperconductivitysetsinandaquasiparticle-

likefeatureappearson top ofthevalenceband asthetem peratureislowered.Also,a

dip which separatesthequasiparticlepeak and therelatively broad featuredevelops.

Next,we study the case with inter-clustercoupling included where we have as-

sum ed gintra = ginter.Asdiscussed above,thisheuristicextension ofour2-sitecluster

m odelisputin to givea m orerobustsuperconducting ground state,which allowsus

to extend ournum ericalcalculationsovera widertem peraturerangeforstudying the

properties ofthe superconducting state. Fig.3 shows a norm alstate single-particle

spectrum for� � 0:05 and � = 16 which wasobtained by setting allthe anom alous

com ponentsoftheGreen’sfunction tozero(i.e.,� = 0).W econ�rm ed thatsupercon-

ductivity indeed developsatthisparam etersetting when theanom alouscom ponents

are turned on.Aswe notice,in theabsence ofthese com ponents,thesingle-particle

gap disappearsand a sharp Kondo-like peak developsatthe Ferm ilevel,indicating

thatholeswhich participate in the pairing are strongly correlated. Fig.4 showsthe

the e�ectofinter-clusterpairing on the evolution ofsingle-particle Green’sfunction

asa function oftem perature for� = 0:7(� � 0:04)and � = 0:3(� � 0:17)where we

haveadopted theabovevaluesfort0and U forwhich g � tasshown above.Although

the overallfeaturesaresim ilarto Fig.2,TC isincreased(superconductivity setsin at
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� � 10)and the single-particle gap becom esm ore robustespecially atsm allerdop-

ing.Experim entally,a single-particlegap hasbeen found to decreaseasa function of

doping [32].

In allthecasesshown above,superconductivity isfound to setin beforea robust

gap has been form ed (In particular,for� = 0:3 with inter-cluster pairing). As we

willshow later,a signatureoftheonsetofpairing 
uctuationsism orevisible in the

pair-paircorrelation function. The onsetofpairing 
uctuationsdespite the absence

ofa robustgap isbasically dueto 
uctuation e�ectswhich areneglected in theBCS

m ean-�eld theory.Hereweareabletoseethise�ectthrough ouruseofthedynam ical

m ean-�eld theory approach.In orderto con�rm thatthegap form ation isdueto the

onsetofsuperconductivity ,wealso studied thesingle-particlespectra in thenorm al

state for the sam e param eter settings. Fig.5 shows single-particle spectra at �xed

doping (� � 0:04)asa function oftem peraturein thenorm alstate.A \Kondo peak"

ism anifested in thespectra[20].Forvisualassistance,weoverlay theresultsalready

shown in Fig.5(a)forthe superconducting state.Asthe superconducting am plitude

grows,thespectralweightnear�F isdepleted and transfered tothegap edges.These

resultsunam biguously show thatthesingle-particlegap isdriven by theonsetofsu-

perconductivity .Fig.6showsthesingle-particlegap(determ ined by theFM HW ),Tc,

and jF(0)j2(please see Sec.III(D))asa function ofdoping at� = 16.Exceptforthe

low doping region,� 1 particle roughly scalesasTc,which iswhatonewould expectin

theBCS picture.

Nextwecom pareourresultswiththeARPESdata.Sincethesingle-particlespec-

tracalculated herearelocal,theyshould bein principleinterpreted asangle-integrated

quantities.Thus,only a qualitativecom parison can bem adewith theangleresolved

data.First,thequasiparticle peak aswellasthedip forboth doping isqualitatively

consistentwith theARPES m easurem ents.By com paring thespectra forthenorm al

phase with thoseforthesuperconducting phase,theappearanceofthequasiparticle

peak in the superconducting phase can be qualitatively understood within the BCS

picturein which quasiparticlesin thevicinity of�F (j�� �F j� � 1particle)in thenorm al

phase form the Cooperpairsand the quasiparticle peaksappearatboth gap edges.

Theappearanceofthedip im pliestheseparation oftwoenergy scales,asharp feature

closer to �F and a broad feature below the sharp one. This broad feature is quite

rem iniscent ofthe \hum p" which has been observed in the ARPES m easurem ents.
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Recently,them icroscopicorigin ofthe\hum p"hasbeen debated [34,33],and argued

thatthe underlying band structure ofhigh-Tc cuperates isim portantforthe onset

ofhum p [33].Here,we would like to m ake som e rem arkson thisissue based on the

resultsofourcalculation. Asshown above,the appearance ofthe hum p isstrongly

correlated with theonsetofsuperconductivity (ora quasiparticlepeak).Asweshow

later,a short-range antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuation em erges as a coherent m ode

as superconductivity sets in. (Please note that our calculation is essentially exact

and considersallenergy scalesinvolved). Therefore,itisreasonable to suspectthat

a hum p-likefeatureisdueto scattering ofthephotoelectronsby thesecoherentanti-

ferrom agneticspin 
uctuations.In fact,theseparation ofthequasiparticlepeak and

the hum p-like feature isroughly proportionalto the characteristic frequency ofthe

antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuations.Thisisan indication thattheappearanceofthe

two energy scalesisdue to a resonance. Please also note thatsince ourcalculation

isfairly local,ourresultssuggestthata peak-dip-hum p featureseen in ARPES m ea-

surem entsdoesnotdepend on thedetailsoftheunderlying band structure.

Theevolution ofthesingle-particlegap asa function ofdoping isalso consistent

theARPES experim ents[35,32,36]in which apseudogap wasfound tom onotonically

decrease in the underdoped region and fallo� m ore rapidly in the overdoped region

as the doping increases. This suggest thatTc obtained in this study behaves m ore

likeT�.Thisobservation isalso consistentwith theabove�nding thatsingle-particle

spectra start to show an anom aly at Tc. The actualARPES spectra show a m ore

pronounced quasiparticlepeak than theonefound here.Thiscould beduetothefact

thatourDOS isan angle-integrated quantity and isalso lim ited by theresolution of

theM axim um Entropy algorithm .

C .T w o-Particle C orrelation functions

W hen a gap develops in a single-particle channel,a coherence or rigidity usu-

ally startto build up in two-particlechannels.A naturalquestion isthen ifand how

two-particlecorrelation functionsshow anom alousbehaviorasaresultoftheonsetof

superconductivity . Thisquestion isalso m otivated by the factthatthe pseudogap

hasbeen observed in ARPES,ETM and STM (which basicallym easuresingle-particle

spectra)and thatINS,NM R and transportm easurem ents(which basically probethe

two-particlecorrelation functionsin spin and chargesectors)havealsofound rich phe-
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nom ena asthepseudogap setsin.In thissection,we presentlocalsusceptibilitiesof

relevantbosonicdegreesoffreedom (both particle-holeand particle-particlechannel)

which appearto beplaying an im portantrolein high-Tccuprates.

1. Spin degrees offreedom

Experim entalstudiesofspin dynam icshavebeen oneofthem ostvaluablesource

ofinform ation on the m icroscopics ofhigh-Tc cuprates. In this section,we partic-

ularly focus on resonance and a spin-gap features,and their relation to supercon-

ductivity. The onsetofthe resonance which hasbeen observed in inelastic neutron

scattering (INS)m easurem entsasa narrow peak attheantiferrom agneticwave vec-

tor ~Q=(�
a
;�
a
)(a:lattice param eter) and energy � 41m eV (near the optim aldoping)

[37,38,39,40],seem s to be intim ately related to the onset ofsuperconductivity

[40,5].Them icroscopicorigin ofthisresonanceaswellasitsconnection totheonset

ofsuperconductivity hasbeen recently debated by a num berofauthors[17,18,53].

The spin gap is characterized by a depletion oflow energy spectralweight in the

dynam icalspin susceptibility atcom m ensurate wave vector ~Q and itsonsetappears

to be correlated with thatofa single-particle gap in ARPES spectrum [5]. The rel-

evantquantity isthe dynam ic staggered spin susceptibility �z(~Q;!)which basically

containsthe inform ation aboutthe collective excitationsofspin degreesoffreedom

at wave vector ~Q. Using linear response theory,�z(~Q;!)is given as the following

retarded staggered spin-spin correlation function:

�z(~Q;!) = �i

Z 1

�1

dte
�i!t

�(t)< [̂M z(t);M̂ z(0)]>

wherethestaggered m agnetization in ourtwo-siteclusterisde�ned as:

M̂ z(t) = Ŝ
A
z (t)� Ŝ

B
z (t)

= (̂nA "(t)� n̂A #(t))� (̂nB "(t)� n̂B #(t))

Then,by the
uctuation-dissipation theorem and analyticcontinuation,�z(~Q;!)can

be directly calculated from the im aginary-tim e staggered spin-spin correlation func-
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tion which isgiven as:

Sz(~Q;� � �
0) = < M̂ z(�)M̂ z(�

0)>

=

R

localD  ̂D  ̂
yM̂ z(�)M̂ z(�

0)e�S eff

ZM F

Thedynam icspinsucseptibility,�z(~Q;!)canthenbecalculatedusingthe
uctuation-

dissipation theorem asfollows:

�z(~Q;!)= (1� e
��! )Sz(~Q ;!)

Pleaseseetheappendix form oredetailsofthecalculation.

Onerem ark should bem adehere.�z(~Q;!)de�ned aboveshould beinterpreted

asa m easureofshort-range
uctuations(i.e.therelevantlength scalerepresented by

the clustering) due to the two-site cluster nature ofthe m odel. Thatis,the above

�z(~Q ;!) is a response function de�ned for a probing �eld which acts only on the

two sites in ourclusterinstead ofthe entire lattice. Thus,when N�eelordersetsin

and thespin-spin correlation length becom essu�ciently longerthan theclustersize,

�z(~Q ;!) willstart to deviate from the globalstaggered susceptibility de�ned as a

responsefunction oftheentirelattice.Although wewillnothavepreciseinform ation

on thecorrelation length untilweactually calculateit(probablyby gradually increas-

ing theclustersizewhich willbecom enum erically expensiveasm entioned aboveand

is beyond the scope ofthis paper). Since a well-de�ned SDW isseverely degraded

assoon asthe system isdoped,and asm entioned earlier,the correlation length of

spin 
uctuationsin high-Tc cupratesaway from half-�lling asestim ated by neutron

scattering m easurem ents isroughly ofthe orderofa few lattice spacing,we believe

thatthelocaldescription given aboveshould bea reasonableapproxim ation.

Fig.7 and 8 show the evolution of�z(~Q;!) as a function oftem perature for

di�erent doping levels with and without inter-cluster pairing. In allcases,as the

tem perature isreduced,a feature startsto grow atsom e energy scale and becom es

m orecoherentatlowertem peratures.Atthesam etim e,low energy spectralweightis
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gradually depleted and thespectrum eventually becom esgapped.Thesefeaturesare

quite rem iniscentofthe observed behaviorofthe resonance and spin gap.Since the

superconductivity startstosetin at� � 10with inter-clustercoupling and at� � 16

withoutit,they appearto be correlated with the onsetofsuperconductivity . The

position ofthe resonance appearsto be ratherinsensitive to tem perature variation.

Next,weplot�z(~Q;!)asa function ofdoping at� = 16forno inter-clustercoupling

(Fig.9(a)) and with inter-cluster coupling(Fig9(b)). As long as superconductivity

persists,apeakbasicallyrem ainsvisible.Theposition ofthepeakappearstoincrease

m onotonically asa function ofdoping,and asa result,thespin gap also increasesas

the doping isincreased (atleastin the underdoped region). Upon passing into the

overdoped region,thepeaksuddenly becom esincoherentand thespin gap disappears.

W ealsofound thatwherearesonancerem ainscoherent,itsenergyisbasicallybelow a

particle-holecontinuum (i.e.,!res � 2� sc.Seebelow foropticalconductivity results).

Theoverallqualitativefeatureoftheevolution of�z(~Q ;!)asa function ofdoping is

basically sim ilarforboth cases.

Now we com paretheaboveresultswith theexperim ents.A resonance peak has

been found by spin-
ip INS in the superconducting phase[40,5,3]. The position of

resonance!res hasbeen observed tosoften asthedopingisdecreased from theoptim al

level[2,5,41]and appearsto be relatively tem perature insensitive [3,5,42,43]for

a �xed doping.The m agnitude ofa spin gap also appearsto decrease asthedoping

isreduced from optim aldoping [5,3].These featuresarealso qualitatively captured

by our results. Furtherm ore,the relative energy scales am ong the resonance,spin

gap and single-particle gap as found by INS and ARPES m easurem ents are sem i-

quantitatively consistentwith theresultsshown in Fig.4,Fig.5,Fig.7 and Fig.8.

To further investigate the relation ofthe spin spectra with superconductivity,

we also studied the spectra in the norm alphase. Fig.10 is �z(~Q;!) for � = 16

and � � 0:17. Forcom parison,we also show the data in the superconducting phase

with roughly the sam e param eter settings. In the norm alphase,the coherence of

the resonance is severely degraded and the existence ofthe peak can no longer be

recognized. Also,�z(~Q;!) acquires a substantialweight in the low energy sectors

and the spin gap iscom pletely �lled up. These �ndingsim ply thatthe short-range

antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuationsm aintain theircoherenceby m eansofthepairing

correlations.
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2. C harge degrees offreedom Next,we presentthe dynam icsofcharge

degreesoffreedom . Since allthe qualitative featuresfound forthe case ofno inter-

cluster pairing are also found when the inter-cluster pairing isswitched on,we will

only show the results forthe lattercase. Opticalm easurem ents have also revealed

theem ergenceofagap featureatsom etem peratureT� which ishigherthan Tc in the

underdoped region. A relevantphysicalquantity which probesthe charge dynam ics

is the opticalconductivity which is directly related to the retarded current-current

correlation function. In ourtwo-site clusterm odel,a localcurrentoperatorcan be

de�ned in thefollowing form :

ĵ = �i
X

�

(d̂
y

A �(d̂B � � d̂A �)� (d̂
y

B � � d̂
y

A �)d̂A �)

where the direction ofcurrent is that ofintra-cluster hopping. This is basically a

lattice version ofcurrentoperatorwhich takesa m ore fam iliardi�erentialform in a

continuum lim it.Then,theKuboform ulafortheparam agneticpartofopticalconduc

tivity �para(!)isgiven in term softhefollowing retarded current-currentcorrelation

function �jj(!):

�jj(!) = �i

Z 1

�1

dte
�i!t

�(t)< [̂j(t);̂j(0)]>

�
para(!) = i

�jj(!)

!

Sinceourclustersonly havetwo sites,only thelongitudinalpartcan bede�ned.

Asin thecaseofspin dynam ics,we�rstcalculatethefollowingim aginary-tim ecausal

current-currentcorrelation function:

X jj(� � �
0) = < ĵ(� )̂j(�0)>

=

R

localD  ̂D  ̂
ŷj�(� )̂j�(�0)e�S eff

ZM F
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Therdetailed form ofX jj(� � �0)isom itted here[8].Then,�para(!)can beobtained

by the
uctuation-dissipation theorem and analyticcontinuation:

�
para(!)= �i

1� e��!

!
X jj(!)

W e plot Re[�para(!)]for � = 0:3 and � = 0:7 in Fig.11. For � = 0:7(Fig.11(a)),

athighertem peratures,a Drude-like peak isvisible due to the factthatthe single-

particlespectrum hasanonzeroweightat�F (PleaseseeFig.4(a)).Asthetem perature

islowered,theDrude-likeweightdim inishesand eventually a gap opensup assuper-

conductivity develops.Even when thesystem passesinto thesuperconducting phase,

since thesingleparticlespectrum doesnotbecom e fully gapped,a sm allweightstill

rem ains in the low energy sectors above � = 16. Again,this is due to 
uctuation

e�ectswhich arenotincluded in theBCS theory.Thesizeofthegap isquantitatively

consistent with a single-particle gap (i.e.,� optical ’ 2� 1particle). At this doping,a

charge gap feature (i.e.,transition between the lowerand upperHubbard bandsas

seen in Fig.11(a))isvisibleforalltem peratures.A featurecorrespondingtothequasi-

particlepeaksin theSC statebecom esvisibleasthetem peratureislowered(� = 24).

In Fig.11(b)(for� = 0:3),a largeDrude-likepeak appearsathigh tem peraturesdue

to a substantialweightat�F in the single-particle spectrum (Fig.4(b)). Asthe tem -

peraturedecreases,theweightin thelow energy sectorsdisappearsand a gap feature

develops. Sim ilarly,due to residualsingle-particle weight at�F ,a robust gap does

notdevelop in chargespectra untilthetem peratureislowered to� = 24.Pleasenote

that a feature for the charge gap for � = 0:3 is hardly visible,which is consistent

with oursingle-particle spectra atthisdoping(Fig.4(b)). Thisisbasically due to a

low electron density.An addtionalfeatureon thequasiparticlepeak (i.e.,thefeature

atthegap edge),however,ism uch m orerobustat� = 0:3 (ascan beexpected from

Fig.4(b))and startsto show up already at� = 16.Thisfeatureon thegap edgehas

been observed in theinfrared spectrafortheoptim ally doped both singleand bi-layer

high -Tcm aterials.The size ofthe gap for� = 0:3 isreduced from thatfor� = 0:7

and isalsoquantitatively consistentwith thesingle-particlegap asshown in Fig.4(b).

Please note the wide range ofenergy scales over which the weight is redistributed

asa function oftem perature. Thisstrongly tem perature-dependentspectralweight

hasbeen observed in theopticalconductivity spectrum ofhigh-Tccuperates[44]and

suggeststhatthechargesparticipating in thepairing arestrongly correlated.
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W hatweshowed (num erically)in theaboveisbasically thataparam agneticcur-

rentdisappearsin thesuperconductingphasebelow acertain energy scale(� � optical).

Therefore,thiswillnaturallylead totheonsetoftheM eissnere�ectcaused byaresid-

ualdiam agneticresponsewhich com esfrom them obileCooperpairs.Them agnitude

ofthediam agneticresponseisproportionalto theCooperpairdensity.

3. Pair degrees offreedom W enow turn to theparticle-particlechannel.

Thequantity ofinterestisthepair-paircorrelation function.Thisfunction basically

containsinform ation on theam plitude
uctuationsofthesuperconducting orderpa-

ram eter.A locald-wave{ likepair-paircorrelation function �d(!)can bede�ned in

thefollowing way:

�d(!) =

Z 1

�1

dte
�i!t

< �̂ d(t)�̂
y

d(0)>

wherea locald-waveorderparam etercentered ata particularA-siteisde�ned as:

�̂
y

d(A;t) = d̂
y

A "(t)d̂
y

B 1#(t)+ d̂
y

A "(t)d̂
y

B 2#(t)

� d̂
y

A "(t)d̂
y

B 3#(t)� d̂
y

A "(t)d̂
y

B 4#(t)

� d̂
y

A #(t)d̂
y

B 1"(t)� d̂
y

A #(t)d̂
y

B 2"(t)

+ d̂
y

A #(t)d̂
y

B 3"(t)+ d̂
y

A #(t)d̂
y

B 4"(t)

Pleasenotethateach pairingforagiven nearest-neighboursappearsasasingletwhich

isa directconsequence oftaking a zero center-of-m assm om entum ofthepair(please

seebelow).Thisexpression can beobtained bysim plytransform ingbacktorealspace

thefollowing m orefam iliarde�nition ofd-waveoperatorin 2d m om entum space:

�̂
y

d(t)=
X

~p= (px;py)

(cos(px)� cos(py))d̂
y

~p"(t)d̂
y

�~p# (t)
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Afterperform inganinverseFouriertransform ation,thisleadstothefollowing(global)

d-wave { like operatorwhich isbasically a sum ofthe above locald-wave operator

overtheallA-sites:

�̂
y

d(t) =
X

A

�̂
y

d(A;t)

The choice ofA-site asa reference is arbitrary and B-sites could be chosen justas

well.

Sincetheclustersonly havetwo sites,weneed to m akean assum ption aboutthe

sym m etry ofthe dynam ics,nam ely a rotationalsym m etry am ong the fournearest-

neighborhoods. The above �d(!)isde�ned with respectto a particularA-site and

contains the pairing correlation between itsfournearest-neighboring B-sites. Here,

we basically m ake the assum ption thatthe dynam ics ofthese fourpairingsare the

sam eexceptfortheirphases.W eview thisasa way to representthee�ectsofinter-

cluster correlations within the constraints ofour m odel[13]. Therefore,the above

local�d(A;!)can be collapsed into a single two-site cluster. Then,we calculate its

corresponding im aginary-tim ecausalcorrelation function:

�d(� � �
0) = < �̂ d(� )̂�

y

d(�
0)>

= 4< F
"#�(l)

A B (�;�)F
#"�(l)

B A (�0;�0)> �(l)

+ 4< F
"#�(l)

B A (�;�)F
#"�(l)

A B (�0;�0)> �(l)

+ 4< F
"#�(l)

A B (�;�)F
#"�(l)

A B (�0;�0)> �(l)

+ 4< F
"#�(l)

B A (�;�)F
#"�(l)

B A (�0;�0)> �(l)

� 4< G
""�(l)

A B (�;�0)G
##�(l)

A B (�0;�)>�(l)

� 4< G
""�(l)

B A (�;�0)G
##�(l)

B A (�0;�)>�(l)

� < G
""�(l)

A A (�;�0)G
##�(l)

B B (�0;�)>�(l)

� < G
""�(l)

B B (�;�0)G
##�(l)

A A (�0;�)>�(l)

+ ���0 < G
""�(l)

A A (�;�)+ G
""�(l)

B B (�;�))>�(l) (10)

where �d(� � �0)isan average perpair. Basically,the productofF’sand G’scor-

respond to a (local)pairhopping and pairbreaking 
uctuations,respectively. After
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the analytic continuation (M axim um Entropy),we �nally obtain a localdynam ical

pair-paircorrelation function �d(!).

W e plot�d(!)for� = 0:7(Fig.12(a))and � = 0:3(Fig.12(b)). W e see thatfor

both dopings,asthe tem perature islowered,a narrow feature growsaround ! = 0

which indicates that the superconducting order param eter develops a well-de�ned

static com ponent. The tem perature atwhich thisnarrow feature developsbasically

correspondsto Tc determ ined from theonsetofinstantaneousnearest-neighborpair-

ing correlation.

From a phenom enologicalpointofview,pairhopping and pairbreaking 
uctua-

tionscorrespond to short-wavelength phase and am plitude 
uctuation ofthe super-

conducting orderparam eter,respectively. The latterism ore intuitively transparent

buttheform erbecom esreadily clearifonenotesthat:

(pairhopping) � �tpair
X

i;j

(�̂
y

d;i�̂ d;j + �̂ d;j�̂
y

d;i)

� �tpair�sccos(�i� �j)

where

< �̂
y

d;i> = < �̂ d;i> �
p
�sce

i�i (11)

Therefore,we can see in m ore detailthe nature ofthe onset ofa superconducting

phaseby studying both pairhopping(F � F term sin (15))and pairbreaking (G � G

term sin (15))
uctuations. From detailed studies[45],we found thatpairbreaking


uctuations are m ore strongly gapped atTc for� = 0:7 than for� = 0:3,and this

im pliesthatthe am plitude 
uctuationsare m ore enhanced for� = 0:3 when super-

conductivity switcheson.These�ndingsbasically suggestthatCooperpairsarem ore

tightly bound in the low doping region (which isconsistent with the doping evolu-

tion ofthe single-particle gap). Since phase 
uctuations are typically energetically

cheaper than an am plitude 
uctuations (this willtypically be a gapless Goldstone

m ode in the long wavelength lim it),a rem edy forthe over-estim ate ofTc in the low

doping region m ay be sought by incorporating a phase 
uctuation m echanism ,or

equivalently chargelocalization in thedualpicture.(In thepresentm odel,thecoher-

entpair-hopping 
uctuationsaregaplessasseen in Fig.12,and phase coherence can

notbe suppressed,i.e.,a charge localization m echanism is absent.) Although such
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localization m echanism s have been proposed [46,47],phenom enology in the lightly

doped region is stillunder debate[48]. Please note that the physics which governs

globalphase coherence isa low energy long-wavelength phenom enon (depending on

the localization length ofCooper pairs) and is thus not possible to address by the

presentapproach based on thesm allclustersize.

D .Equillibrium properties and phase diagram

Since our m ain focus is antiferrom agnetism and superconductivity ,we inves-

tigatethosetwo phases.W eshow ourresultsboth with and withouttheinter-cluster

coupling.

An antiferrom agnetic phase issignaled by the onsetofthe therm alaverage ofa

staggered m agnetization induced byan in�nitesim alstaggered �eld.Here,instead,we

chose to induce sym m etry breaking by appropriately initializing the Ising variables

for each sublattice. Although the staggered m agnetization is in principle a vector

orderparam etera naturalchoiceisitsz-com ponent,sincetheHubbard-Stratonovich

decom position wasperform ed along thez-axis.Thisisgiven as:

< M̂
z
> = < Ŝ

z
A > � < Ŝ

z
B >

< Ŝ
z
A > = < n̂A " > � < n̂A # >

< Ŝ
z
B > = < n̂B " > � < n̂B # >

where < :::> m eansa therm alaverage. In Fig.13(a),the staggered m agnetization,

< M̂ z >,isplotted athalf-�llingasafunction oftem perature.Sincesuperconductiv-

ity doesnotsetin exactly athalf�lling,thereisnodistinction between thetwocases.

The staggered m agnetization disappearsroughly at� = 6. Upon doping,< M̂ z >

alm ostsuddenly dropsand disappearsbefore� reaches� 0:009.A detailed study of

thedestruction ofantiferrom agnetism asa function ofdoping isoutsidethescopeof

thispaper,and we did notsam ple su�ciently m any doping levels to determ ine the

natureoftransition,such astheorderoftransition.

Sim ilarly,ifwe em ploy the de�nition ofthe BCS picture,an onsetofsupercon-

ductivity can bede�ned asthe onsetofan average ofequal-tim e anom alousGreen’s
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function:

jF(0)j2 = jF
"#

A B (0)j
2 + jF

#"

B A(0)j
2 + jF

#"

A B (0)j
2 + jF

"#

B A (0)j
2

Alltheon-sitepairing com ponents,F
"#

A A(0),F
#"

A A(0),F
#"

B B (0)and F
"#

B B (0),arealways

onetothreeordersofm agnitudesm aller.W eturn on asm all� and seeifthesystem

cansustaina�nitejF(0)j2.Therefore,accordingtolinearresponsetheory,theappear-

anceofa�nitejF(0)j2 basically correspondstodivergenceofthepairing
uctuations.

In Fig.13,jF(0)j2 isalso plotted asa function ofdoping for� = 16(Fig.13(b))and

asafunction oftem peratureforlargedoping(Fig.13(c))and sm alldoping(Fig.13(d)).

W e found thatthe inclusion ofinter-cluster coupling system atically enhances Tc[8].

Thedoping which givesa m axim um jF(0)j2 seem sto besom ewherebetween � = 0:4

(� � 0:13) and � = 0:3(� � 0:17) for both cases. A determ ination ofthe doping

which givesa m axim um Tc requiresa detailed study involving varying both tem per-

ature and doping and wasdi�cultto identify with the sam e accuracy(itappearsto

be located atleastbetween � � 0:009 and � � 0:17). Note thata superconducting

phaseappearsassoon asthesystem isdoped.

In Fig.14,weshow thephasediagram asafunction ofdopingand tem peraturein

thepresenceofinter-clustercoupling.(A phasediagram withoutinter-clusterpairing

isalso shown here.Theoveralltopography isquitesim ilar[8].) Notethattheoverall

topography isquite consistentwith thatofhigh-Tc cuprates: a sudden suppression

ofAF orderaway from half-�lling,an uppercriticaldoping forsuperconductivity at

roughly �c � 0:3 and an optim aldoping islocated 0:13 � � � 0:17.Fort0= 0:1,all

the qualitative features are essentially the sam e although the upper criticaldoping

and thestaggered m agnetization athalf-�lling appearto increaseslightly.

One notices,however,thata superconducting am plitude isquite alive even in a

lightly doped region,i.e.,the lower criticaldoping is essentially zero. This feature

was found for a related m odelin a BCS m ean-�eld approxim ation [14](which can

be thought ofas a static version ofthe present approach) and later interpreted as

the onsetofa phase sti�ness(i.e.,the am plitude part)ofthe superconducting order

param eter[46]which exactly correspondsto jF(0)j2 here. A locally constructed su-

perconductivity was also found to coexist with antiferrom agnetism for a relatively

wide range ofdoping in the dynam icalm ean-�eld theory study ofequilibrium state

ofa clusterm odelin which localdynam icsarem oreconstrained [13].Asm entioned

in theprevioussection,thephysicsofunderdoped region isstillunderdebate.
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IV .Sum m ary and C onclusions.

Asm entioned previously,therelatively shortcoherenceand spin-spin correlation

lengthswhich areobserved in the in high-Tc cupratesconstitute thekey m otivation

ofthepresentstudy aswellasunderpinning the basisofourapproach.The subject

ofthispaperisto investigatetheroleofshort-rangequantum 
uctuationsin high-Tc

superconductivity and,in particular,the interplay between pairing and spin 
uctu-

ations. In orderto achieve a m ore com plete understanding ofthe strongly coupled

dynam icswhosecalculation goesbeyond theboundsofBCS m ean-�eld weapply dy-

nam icalm ean-�eld theory to a sim ple 2-atom cluster m odel. W e showed that this

m odel,despite its sim plicity, not only reproduces the m ain characteristic features

ofhigh-Tc cuprates(i.e.,the basic topography ofthe phase diagram ,a quasiparti-

cle feature in single-particle spectra,the spin-gap,neutron resonance,d-wave{ like

pairing,etc)with qualitative and sem i-quantitative consistency,butalso revealed a

strong correlation between coherentshort-ranged antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuations

and pairingcorrelations:i.e.,ifsuperconductivity issuppressed theantiferrom agnetic

spin 
uctuationslosetheircoherence.Thusourapproach allowsusto directly study

therelation between thedynam icsofthespin and pairdegreesoffreedom .

W ewould liketoem phasizethatthepresentm odelwasconstructed from strongly

correlated electron degreesoffreedom only and nopriorassum ption wasm adeforthe

existenceofanyinterm ediateenergyscalewhich typicallyrepresentssom esortofcom -

posite bosonic degreesoffreedom in eitherparticle-hole orparticle-particle channel.

In thepresentform alism ,bosonicdegreesoffreedom arisenaturallyasaconsequence

ofgap form ation in the single-particle sector. In ourm odel,away from half�lling,

coherencebuildsup in asingletparticle-particlechanneland thisisaccom panied by a

developm entofcoherencein thestaggered spin channelatsom echaracteristicenergy

scale.Theonly nontrivialassum ption thatweputinto thepresentm odelisbasically

thatthe correlation length ofspin and pairing 
uctuations issu�ciently shortand

thatantiferrom agnetic
uctuationsarea relevantspin 
uctuation m odeto consider.

In thiscontextwehave been ableto show thatthespin 
uctuation resonancewhich
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hasbeen discussed by a num berofauthors[17,18]asa spin -
ip exciton-like m ode

is a generic feature ofour m odel. This suggests that it survives beyond the RPA

approach and should notdepend on detailsoftheband structureofthesystem .Thus

itappearsto be an intrinsic property ofthe strongly coupled superconducting state

in thepresence ofstrong on-siterepulsion.

From our results on the single particle excitations ofthe m odel,and the fact

thatwe can correlate the \hum p feature" seen in ARPES spectra with thatseen in

ourm odel,we conclude thatthe spectralweightofthe spin 
uctuation resonance is

su�cientto show up asan energy losspeak in thephoteoem m ission spectra.Thisis

in contrastto recentargum ents[34,33]suggesting thatdetailsoftheband structure

are im portantin thisinterpretation ofthe ARPES data. From the pointofview of

thelocalphysicsrepresented in ourm odel,itappearsthatthisfeatureisan intrinsic

property ofHubbard-typem odelsofsuperconductivity.

The present approach is essentially an analogue ofW eiss m ean-�eld theory in

which 
uctuations along the im aginary tim e are exactly treated but allthe spatial


uctuations whose wavelengths are longerthan the size ofthe cluster are averaged

out.Unliketheorieswhich arebased on m om entum spacerepresentation,itisbased

on a localpicture.Therefore,when thephysicsin thetherm odynam ic lim itisdom i-

nated by low-lying long-wavelength m odes,thislocaldescription isexpected tobreak

down.(W hen thecorrelation length becom essu�ciently longerthan theclustersize

butstill�nite,the presentm odelwillincorrectly assum e thattrue long-rangeorder

isestablished).Typically,itisthedim ensionality ofthesystem which playsa crucial

role in deciding the fate ofthe therm odynam ic lim itwhen long-wavelength 
uctua-

tions dom inate. (Ofcourse,the length scale ofinteractions am ong the localorder

param eters,short-ranged or long-ranged,is also im portant and this is assum ed to

be ofshort-range in the present study). Therefore,physics which depends on the

dim ensionality in an essentialway willbedi�cultto addressin thisapproach.(This

approach isessentially a \0+ 1" dim ensionalform alism .) Instead,thepresentm odel

islooking atthe portion ofphysicswhich isratherinsensitive to thedim ensionality,

i.e. the short-range short-wavelength m odes. Such featuresare relatively dim ension

independent { indeed,superconductivity and sim ilaranom alousfeatures have been

reported in quasi-1D doped Hubbard laddersystem saswell[49].
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Beforeweconclude,wenotethatrecentstudies[13,16]havelooked atdynam ical

propertiesoffour-site clusterm odels. Although these authorshave notyetinvesti-

gated theexcitation spectra ofsuch m odels,we expectthem to lead to qualitatively

thesam econclusionsthatwehavereached based on our2-siteclusterm odel.A four-

sitesquareclusterm odelwould also allow consideration ofotherkindsoflong range

ordersuch asa chiral
ux phase [50,51].A four-siteclusterm odelwould also allow

forstudy ofthedynam icsof�-operatorsin thepresence ofbroken sym m etry phases

(e�ectively in a therm odynam ic lim it)and theconnection between SO(5)sym m etry

[52,53]and superconductivity . This would be com plim entary to results ofexact

num ericalwork[54]for�niteclusters.

Thepresentapproach isto transform theoriginallatticeproblem to an e�ective

self-consistent localwhich can be exactly solved in principle. Thus,it can provide

essentially exactsolutionsto theoriginalproblem within therangeofvalidity ofthis

transform ation. Certain aspects ofhigh-Tc superconductivity appearto �treason-

ably wellinto theregim ein which thistransform ation isvalid.Thepresentm odelis

perhapsthesim plestnontrivialonein thecontextofaself-consistentclusterm odelin

the dynam icalm ean-�eld theory approach. Yet,itappearsto succeed in addressing

som enontrivialaspectsofstrongly correlated electron system swhich would bedi�-

cultto approach by otherm eans.Theresultswehavepresented clearly suggestthat

aslong asthe physicsathand isofshort-range thisapproach can be quite e�ective

and prom ising.

In sum m ary,we constructed a self-consistent two-site cluster m odelin the dy-

nam icalm ean-�eld lim itin which short-rangeshort-wavelength 
uctuationsofcharge

and spin degreesoffreedom aretreated exactly in thepresenceofsuperconductivity.

Theequilibrium propertiesofourm odel(superconductivity and antiferrom agnetism )

as a function ofdoping and tem perature reproduce the overallqualitative and ba-

sic quantitative featuresofthe phase diagram ofhigh-Tc cuprates. The behaviorof

single-particle and two-particle spectra ofour m odelin the superconducting phase

can be interpreted to give a consistent account ofanom alous features ofhigh-Tc

cupratessuch asthepseudogap(chargeand spin)and resonanceobserved in ARPES,

INS,NM R and otheropticalm easurem ents.
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A PPEN D IX A :C om plete self-consistency equation

Ifwe system atically integrate out allthe ligand degrees offreedom ,we obtain

the following self-consistency condition which constitutes the lattice nature ofthe

problem . The physicalm eaning ofeach term can be diagram atically illustrated in t

hesam em annerasweshowed in sec.III:
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A PPEN D IX B : M anifestation of a sublattice sym m etry in the form ula

ofthe accept ratio

Since the Nam bu-Gorkov representation is used in (9),we �rst need to trans-

form to the usualrepresentation. Thiscan be done by transform ing only the down

spin com ponentsin thefollowing way:

G
##

A A(�i;�i)7�! 1� G
##

A A(�i;�i)

G
##

B B (�i;�i)7�! 1� G
##

B B (�i;�i)

Thiswilltransform theacceptratio to thefollowing form :

R A(�i)= ((e��A (�i)� e
��� A (�i))G

""

A A(�i;�i)+ e
��� A (�i))

�((e��� A (�i)� e
��A (�i))G

##

A A(�i;�i)+ e
��A (�i))

�(e��A (�i)� e
��� A (�i))2F

"#

A A(�i;�i)F
#"

A A(�i;�i)

R B (�i)= ((e��B (�i)� e
��� B (�i))G

""

B B (�i;�i)+ e
��� B (�i))

�((e��� B (�i)� e
��B (�i))G

##

B B (�i;�i)+ e
��B (�i))

�(e��B (�i)� e
��� B (�i))2F

"#

B B (�i;�i)F
#"

B B (�i;�i)
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in which thesublatticesym m etry ism anifestly apparent.

A PPEN D IX C :C alculation of�z~Q
(!)

In thisappendix,we show the detailsofthe procedure to com pute a staggered spin

susceptibility �z~Q
(!) from an im aginary-tim e causalstaggered spin-spin correlation

function which isgiven as:

Sz(~Q;� � �
0) = < M̂ z(�)M̂ z(�

0)>

=

R

localD  ̂D  ̂
yM̂ z(�)M̂ z(�

0)e�S eff

ZM F

The above trace involvesfourpointcorrelatorsand a W ick contraction needsto be

perform ed. Since the e�ective action is bilinearized by the Hubbard-Stratonovich

transform ation,the functionalintegraloverthe ferm ionic degreesoffreedom can be

exactly perform ed and theabovetracesim ply becom esasum oftheproductsoflocal

Green’s functions averaged over the Ising variable. In other words,allthe vertex

correctionsatthelocallevelaredecoupled by m eansofHubbard-Stratonovich trans-

form ation and re-absorbed intothedependenciesofthelocalpropagatorson theIsing

variable.Forexam ple,theterm < n̂A #(� )̂nB #(�)> can beintegrated in thefollowing

way:

< n̂A #(� )̂nB #(�
0)> = < d̂

y

A #(� )̂dA #(� )̂d
y

B #(�
0)d̂B #(�

0)>

= < G
##�(l)

A A (�;�)G
##�(l)

B B (�0;�0)> �(l)

� < G
##�(l)

A B (�;�0)G
##�(l)

B A (�0;�)>�(l)

where < :::> �(l) m eansan averaging overthe Ising variable. The norm alorderfor

down spin com ponentsisreversed duetotheNam bu representation.Thefullexpres-

sion ofSz(~Q ;�)becom esquite lengthy and isom itted here [8]. The averaging over

theIsing variableisperform ed by theQM C sam pling.SinceSz(~Q;�)isa scattering

function(i.e.,
uctuation ofa spin degrees offreedom ),the transfer function which

de�nestherelation between theim aginary-tim eand real-tim equantitiesbecom es:
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Sz(~Q;�)=
1

2�

Z
+ 1

�1

d!e
��!

Sz(~Q ;!)

whereSz(~Q;!)m ustsatisfytheequationofdetailedbalanceSz(~Q ;�!)= e��! Sz(~Q;!).

(Please note the di�erence from the ferm ion operators(10).) Here,the equation of

detailed balance can be used asa constraintforthe defaultm odelin M axim um En-

tropy [55]orsim ply absorb it into the transfer function,which is the approach we

adopted here.
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Figure 1 :A schem aticpictureofourm odel.Ellipticcurvesde�nethetwo-site

cluster.Allsiteshavethesam enonzero U,allinter-clusterhopping havethesam et,

and allintra-clusterhopping havethesam et0.

Figure 2 : Evolution ofsingle-particle spectra as a function oftem perature

withoutinter-cluster anom alousterm s. (a)isfora sm alldoping(� � 0:05)and (b)

fora largedoping(� � 0:17).

Figure 3 :Single-particlespectrum in thenorm alphasefor� = 16and � � 0:05.

Figure 4 :Evolution ofsingle-particlespectraasafunction oftem peraturewith

inter-cluster anom alous term s. (a) is for sm alldoping(� � 0:04) and (b) for large

doping(� � 0:17).

Figure 5 : DOS ofnorm al(solid line)and SC(dashed line)state for� = 0:7 as

a function oftem perature. A gap feature clearly builds up asthe superconducting

correlation develops.

Figure 6 :A single-particlegap(diam ond),Cooperpairdensity(/ jF(0)j2,cross)

and Tc(square)vs.doping at� = 16.Verticalunitsarearbitrary.

Figure 7 : �z(~Q;!) as a function oftem perature for the underdoped region.

(a):withoutinter-clusterpairing and (b):with inter-clusterpairing.

Figure 8 :�z(~Q;!)asafunction oftem peratureneartheoptim aldopingregion.

(a):withoutinter-clusterpairing and (b):with inter-clusterpairing.

Figure 9 : �z(~Q;!)asa function ofdoping. (a):without inter-cluster pairing

and (b):with inter-clusterpairing.

Figure 10 :�z(~Q;!)spectra ofnorm al(dash line)and SC(solid line)for� = 16

and � = 0:3.Coherenceisseverely degraded and thegap is�lled in thenorm alphase.

Figure 11 : Re[�para(!)]asa function oftem perature for� = 0:7(a)and � =

0:3(b).Thehorizontalunitis2tand theverticalunitisarbitrary.
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Figure 12 : �d(!)asa function oftem perature for� = 0:7(a)and � = 0:3(b).

Thehorizontalunitis2tand theverticalunitisarbitrary.

Figure 13 : (a)M z vs. tem perature at half�lling. Units are �B and 2t for

verticaland horizontalaxis,respectively.(b)jF(0)j2 vs.doping at� = 16.A unitfor

theverticalaxisisarbitrary.jF(0)j2 vs.tem peraturefor� = 0:7(c)and � = 0:3(d).

Figure 14 :Schem aticphasediagram obtained based on ourm odel.Theonset

ofSC was determ ined by the appearance ofa therm alaverage ofan instantaneous

pairingam plitude.Errorbarscorrespond tothesizeofincrem entsofsam pling points

westudied.
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Figure 1 : A schem atic picture ofour m odel. Elliptic curves de�ne the two-site

cluster.Allsiteshavethesam enonzero U,allinter-clusterhopping havethesam et,

and allintra-clusterhopping havethesam et0.
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Figure 2 :Evolution ofsingle-particlespectra asa function oftem peraturewithout

inter-clusteranom alousterm s.(a)isfora sm alldoping(� � 0:05)and (b)fora large

doping(� � 0:17).
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Figure 3 :Single-particlespectrum in thenorm alphasefor� = 16 and � � 0:05.
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Figure 4 : Evolution ofsingle-particle spectra as a function oftem perature with

inter-cluster anom alous term s. (a) is for sm alldoping(� � 0:04) and (b) for large

doping(� � 0:17).
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Figure 5 : DOS ofnorm al(solid line) and SC(dashed line) state for � = 0:7 as a

function oftem perature. A gap feature clearly builds up as the superconducting

correlation develops.
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Figure 7 : �z(~Q;!) as a function of tem perature for the underdoped region.

(a):withoutinter-clusterpairing and (b):with inter-clusterpairing.
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Figure 8 : �z(~Q;!) as a function of tem perature near optim al doping region.

(a):withoutinter-clusterpairing and (b):with inter-clusterpairing.
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Figure 11 :Re[�para(!)]asafunction oftem peraturefor� = 0:7(a)and � = 0:3(b).

Thehorizontalunitis2tand theverticalunitisarbitrary.
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Figure 12 :�d(!)asa function oftem peraturefor� = 0:7(a)and � = 0:3(b).The
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Figure 13 : (a)M z vs. tem perature athalf�lling.Unitsare �B and 2tforvertical

and horizontalaxis,respectively. (b)jF(0)j2 vs. doping at� = 16. A unit forthe
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