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Superconductivity in the Hubbard m odelon a square lattice near half �lling is studied using

an optim ization (or correlated) variationalM onte Carlo m ethod. Second-order processes of the

strong-coupling expansion are considered in the wave functions beyond the G utzwiller factor. Su-

perconductivity ofdx2� y2-wave is widely stable,and exhibits a crossover around U = Uco � 12t

from a BCS type to a new type. ForU >
� Uco (U <

� Uco),the energy gain in the superconducting

state isderived from thekinetic (potential)energy.Condensation energy islarge and / exp(� t=J)

[tiny]on the strong [weak]coupling side ofUco.Cupratesbelong to the strong-coupling regim e.

PACS num bers:74.20.M n,71.10.Fd,71.30.+ h

In a superconducting (SC) transition, conventional

BCS superconductorsfollow a low-frequency sum ruleof

opticalconductivity �1(!) [1]. However,recent experi-

m entshave shown thatcuprate superconductorsviolate

thissum rule[2].Thisviolation im pliesa gain in kinetic

energy (K )in the transition,because the sum of�1(!)

is proportionalto � K [3]. Such kinetic-energy-driven

superconductivity [4]sharply contrastswith thatofthe

conventionalBCS superconductors,wherethetransition

isinduced by the lowering ofpotentialenergy [5].

The Hubbard m odelon a square lattice,H = H t +

H U = � t
P

hi;ji�

�

c
y

i�cj;� + c
y

j�ci;�

�

+ U
P

j
nj"nj#;isof-

ten used as a sim ple m odelwhich probably seizes the

essence ofcuprates [6]. In spite ofits im portance,reli-

able knowledge is lim ited particularly in the interm edi-

ate and strong coupling regim es. Itisstillcontroversial

whether superconductivity is realized in this m odel. In

thestrongcouplingregion,theHubbard m odelism apped

to t-J-typem odels,wherethedx2� y2-wavesuperconduc-

tivity isconcluded by exactdiagonalization [7]and vari-

ation m ethods [8,9]. O n the other hand,in the weak-

coupling region, m any quantum M onte Carlo (Q M C)

studies [10]cam e to negative conclusions for U=t = 2-

4.Unfortunately,Q M C isine�ectivein larger-U regim es

due to the negativesign problem .In contrast,RPA cal-

culations[11],uctuation exchangeapproxim ations[12],

renorm alization-group [13,14]and perturbative [15,16]

studies concluded dx2� y2-wave superconductivity. Be-

sides,variationalM onte Carlo (VM C)studiesusing the

G utzwiller projection argued that an antiferrom agnetic

(AF)orderprevailswidely nearhalf�lling,and narrows

the SC region [17,18].

The purpose ofthisletteristo resolve the above dis-

crepancy,and to explore the possibility ofthe kinetic-

energy-driven superconductivity in the two-dim ensional

Hubbard m odel. By carefully studying the wave func-

tions with vitalim provem enton the G utzwiller projec-

tion,it is found that the d-wave SC state is stabilized

even in the weak coupling region,butitsenergy gain is

too sm allto be observed in Q M C.Furtherm ore,we �nd

a crossoveratUco � 12t,overwhich theSC transition is

induced by thelowering ofkineticenergy.Thisindicates

thatthehigh-Tc superconductivity should beunderstood

in the contextofstrong correlation.

A VM C m ethod [19]is usefulto our purpose for its

applicability to any U=t.G enerally,a Jastrow-typefunc-

tion,	 = P �,is used as a trialstate,where � signi-

�es a one-body (Hartree-Fock) state,and P a correla-

tion factor. For P ,the G utzwiller (onsite) factor [20],

PG =
Q

j
[1� (1� g)nj"nj#],hasbeen often chosen forits

sim plicity.Although PG issuccessfulin t-J-typem odels

[9,21],itbringsaboutunfavorable resultsforthe Hub-

bard m odel[19],which wereexpected to berem edied by

im provingPG [22,23].Sincetherelationshipbetween the

Hubbard and t-J-type m odels is,H t� J � eiSH H ube
� iS

[24],which yields

h	 G jH t� Jj	 G i

h	 G j	 G i
�
h	 G e

iSjH H ubje
� iS	 G i

h	 G e
iSje� iS	 G i

;

onecan m akeim provem entsby applying thestrong cou-

pling expansion,e� iS,to 	 G (= PG �).

Along this line,we em ploy 	 Q =
Q

j
[1� �Q j]	 G =

PQ � with 0 � � � 1 in this work [25]. Here, Q j

is an asym m etric projection Q a

j = dj
Q

�
(1 � ej+ �) for

less-than-half�lling (n < 1,n: electron density),where

dj = nj"nj#,ej = (1� nj")(1� nj#),and � runsoverall

the nearest-neighborsites. This factortakesaccountof

virtualstatesin the second orderofthe strong-coupling

expansion,asexplained in Fig.1.Asaone-bodyfunction

�,weusethefollowing:Ferm isea� F foranorm alstate,

a m ean-�eld solution � A F(�)[26]foran AF state,and a

�xed-n BCS statewith dx2� y2-wavesym m etry�SC (�;�)

fora SC state[27].Here,� and � arevariationalparam -

eters,although they denotegapsand chem icalpotential,
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respectively,in the m ean-�eld approxim ations.

Since our trialfunctions have up to four param eters

to be optim ized, the use of optim ization VM C proce-

dure [28]ispractically indispensable. Specialtreatm ent

forthepresentcalculationsisthatafterthe convergence

ofoptim ization,we continue iteration for a while,and

average the data obtained during this excess process.

Thereby,the accuracy in energy is m arkedly increased,

som etim es to the order of 10� 5t. W e used lattices of

L � L sites (L = 6-16)with closed shells and periodic-

antiperiodicboundary conditions,and collected typically

2� 105-106 sam ples,keeping the acceptanceratio 0.5.

(a)   1 (b)   g (c)  g (1- µ)

FIG .1: W eightassignm entofP Q . A closed circle indicates

a doubly-occupied (d-) site. (a) A con�guration appearing

forU=t= 1 .(b) A d-site arisesby a single hopping process

from (a) (a virtualstate in the second order). (c) A d-site

exists,and two hopping stepsareneeded to reach from (a)(a

virtualstate ofthe fourth order).

First,we com pare the totalenergy E =t between 	 Q

and 	 G [Fig.2(a) for n = 0:88]. In each state,E =t is

noticeably im proved by the correlation factor PQ ,par-

ticularly in large-U regim es.In Fig.2(b),the m agnitude

oftheim provem entisdepicted forsom evaluesofn.The

SC and norm alstates have large values which increase

asn approaches1,whereasthe value ofthe AF state is

sm alland decreasesasn ! 1.The im provem entsin the

form er states are caused by the lowering ofkinetic en-

ergy E t = hH ti (not shown),because PQ prom otes the

hopping between neighboring sites by m aking the con-

�gurations like Fig.1(b) advantageous. In contrast,in

the AF state,the binding e�ectbetween a d-site and an

em pty (e-)siteisalready included in �A F;thenum berof

broken antiparallel-spin bondsincreasesin a N�eelback-

ground when an e-sitegoesaway from itspartnerd-site.

Thus,the e�ect ofP Q on �A F is sm alland reduced as

n ! 1.Thisresultshowsthatthe correlation factorPQ

isessentialforthenorm aland SC states.Henceforth,we

focuson 	 Q .

Next,we consider the energy di�erence between the

norm al and the ordered states (condensation energy),

�E = E norm � E order, which is plotted in Fig.3. At

half�lling, the AF state is dom inant for any value of

U as anticipated, and has a peak at U = U A F

co
� 8t,

which originates in a m etal-insulator (M ott) transition

ofthe norm alstate [29]. Phase-transition behaviorwas

found in 	 SC

Q , although 	 SC

Q does not give the lowest

variationalenergy forn = 1.Asshown in Fig.3,�E for

the SC state abruptly increasesatU = USI � 6:5t,and

the increase there becom es sharper as L increases (not
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FIG .2: (a)Com parison oftotalenergy am ong variousfunc-

tions. For instance,‘Q /norm al’indicates 	 = P Q � F . (b)

Energy im provem ent by 	 Q on 	 G in each state for several

values ofn. Solid (open,half-solid) sym bols indicate the d-

wave (AF,norm al)state. Forn <� 0:85,the AF phase isnot

stabilized forany U=t.
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FIG .3: Energy di�erence(condensation energy)between the

d-wave (AF)and the norm alstates,estim ated by 	 Q . Solid

(open) sym bols denote the SC (AF) state. Additionallines

for n = 1 and n = 0:88 are / t=U (dashed),and exp(� U=t)

(dash-dotted),respectively.Shown in insetism agni�cation of

thesm all-U region forn = 0:88.Additionallinesare/ (U=t)
2

(dashed)and exp(� t=U )(dash-dotted). An arrow for n = 1

indicates USI=t,and those for n < 1 Uco=tat which �E has

a m axim um .

shown). Note that this behavior is inherent in the SC

state,and E norm is sm ooth near USI. Around USI,the

quasiparticle renorm alization factorZ for	 SC

Q vanishes

(Fig.6),and thesm all-q behaviorofthechargestructure

factor N (q) changesfrom linear to q2-like (not shown).

Therefore,we consider that a superconductor-insulator

transition takes place,and 	 SC

Q becom es insulating for

U > USI.Actually,theparam eterg exhibitsa cusp,and

� and � drastically change atU = U SI. The insulating

behaviorwith �E / t2=U isconsistentwith the aspect

oft-J-typem odels[8,9,30].

W hen n deviatesfrom half�lling,the behaviorof�E

isno longera transition,butbecom esa crossover. The

insetofFig.3 showsa close-up of�E ofthe sm all-U re-

gion for n = 0:88. It is found that �E is very sm all

for U <� 6:5t(� 10� 4tat U = 4t),and behaves m ildly



3

likea power-law function [31].Itisprobablethatdueto

this im perceptibly weak superconductivity,m any Q M C

studies forU=t= 2-4 [10]overlooked signsofSC order.

At U � 6:5t,an exponential-like rapid increase occurs

which again originates in 	 SC

Q ,and then �E reaches a

m axim um at U = Uco as indicated by arrows in Fig.3

[32]. As we willexplain shortly,the SC properties for

U > Uco qualitatively di�erfrom thoseforU < U co.For

U > Uco,�E isnicely �tted by the form exp(� U=t)[or

exp(� t=J)],which m eansthatthee�ectiveattractivein-

teraction isJ = 4t2=U ;aviewpointfrom t-J-typem odels

is justi�ed. In this region,the SC state is fairly stable

to considerably largeU=t.Asn decreases,thedi�erence

between the two regim estendsto be vague.

BeforetheSC properties,letusdiscussthephasedia-

gram .Asshown in the insetofFig.3,due to the sudden

increase of�E A F for n < 1,the stable phase switches

from SC to AF,buttheSC phaseisretrieved ata larger

value ofU (Fig.3). The obtained phase diagram in the

U=t-n planeisshown in Fig.4(a).TheAF stateisstabi-

lized nearhalf�lling wherethenesting condition issatis-

�ed,and occupiesthem axim um rangeofn atU � 6t.If

weuse	 G instead of	 Q ,theAF region becom eslarger.

Thisim pliesthattheim provem entby e� iS ism oree�ec-

tive on the SC state than on the AF state. W e expect

that the higher-order im provem ents enlarge the SC re-

gion.
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  8     �

d wave
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kF

FIG .4: (a) Phase diagram within 	 Q nearhalf�lling.The

boundary forU=t<� 6 iswell�tted by 1� n / (U=t)
2
,which

looks sim ilar to the resultofa renorm alization-group theory

[13]. Forsystem swith n < 0:84,the d wave isalways stable

for U=t> 0,as illustrated by gray arrows. (b) M om entum

distribution n(k)ofthed-wavestate.M pointisindicated by

an arrow.

W e turn to the SC propertiesin 	 SC

Q .Figure5 shows

thedi�erenceofkineticenergy�E t (= E norm

t � E SC

t )and

potentialenergy �E U . Apparently,the m echanism of

energygain changesatU � Uco.ForU <� Uco,theenergy

gain isdue to the lowering ofE U (�E U > 0),asin the

BCS superconductors. Inversely,for U >� Uco,kinetic-

energy gain occurs(E t islowerin theSC state),agreeing

with cuprates.Thisqualitativechangeisa crossoverand

nota phase transition.These aspectsdo notdepend on

n qualitatively,although them agnitudeofboth �E t and

�E U decreases,asn decreases. The lowering ofE t has

been found also by a dynam icalcluster approxim ation

[33].
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-0.25
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FIG .5: D i�erence ofkinetic and potentialenergiesbetween

thenorm aland SC statesforseveralvaluesofn.Theabsolute

valuestend to increase,asL increases(notshown).
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∆Z = Zd wave-Znorm

USI /t

FIG .6: Q uasiparticle renorm alization factor in the nodal

direction forthenorm al(open)and thed-wave(solid)states.

The insetshowsthe di�erence ofZ between the norm aland

the d-wave states.

The m om entum distribution function n(k) gives an-

otherevidenceforthecrossover.Sincetherearenodesin

thedx2� y2-wavestate,n(k)hasadiscontinuity atk = kF

in the y = � x (�-M ) direction [Fig.4(b)]. The m agni-

tude ofthis jum p represents the renorm alization factor

Z,which isrelated to theinverseoftheelectron e�ective

m ass.Theestim ated Z for	 norm and 	 SC areplotted in

Fig.6.ForU <� Uco,the norm alstate hasa largervalue

than the SC state,whereas this relation is reversed for

U >� Uco (seealsoinset).ForU > Uco,electronsarehard

to m ove(orheavy)in thenorm alstate,ham pered by the

strong correlation. O n the otherhand,in the SC state,
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thecoherencesom ewhatrelievesthesuppressed m obility,

and thusthe energy gain occursin E t.

This kind ofcrossoverfrom weak-to strong-coupling

regim es is not restricted to the present case. The at-

tractive Hubbard m odelexhibitssim ilarbehaviorin the

s-waveSC transition foranyelectron density[29].Hence,

the kinetic-energy-driven superconductivity arises, not

because the m odelhasrepulsive interaction,butthe in-

teraction isstrongenough.TheVM C calculationsforthe

t-J m odelshowed thattheexchange(hopping)energy is

lowered (raised)in the dx2� y2-waveSC state (See Table

Iin ref.[9],and also [34]). Since the kinetic partofthe

Hubbard m odelinducestheexchangeterm (J = 4t2=U ),

the results oft-J-type m odels are com patible with the

presentresultsin the Hubbard m odelforU >� Uco.

Them agnitude ofcondensation energy in ourcalcula-

tion islargerthan thatobtained experim entally [35].W e

anticipatethatfurtherre�nem enton thewavefunctions,

especially on 	 norm ,leadsto a betteroutcom e.

In sum m ary, we have studied the two-dim ensional

Hubbard m odelnearhalf�lling,based on evolved VM C

calculations.Itisshown thatthedx2� y2-waveSC stateis

stabilized in theHubbard m odelifthevariationalstates

areim proved.Furtherm ore,we�nd acrossoverataround

Uco=t= 11-13. ForU <� Uco,the SC state is sim ilarto

the conventionalBCS state,but for U >� Uco,the SC

transition iscaused by lowering the kinetic energy. Re-

centexperim entsof�1(!)forcuprates[2]accord with the

characteristicsofthis strong-coupling region. Extended

description willbe given elsewhere[18].
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