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Superconductivity in the Hubbard m odel on a square lattice near half ling is studied using
an optin ization (or correlated) variational M onte Carlo m ethod. Second-order processes of the
strong-coupling expansion are considered in the wave finctions beyond the G utzw iller factor. Su-

perconductivity of d,»

g2 Wave is widely stable, and exhibits a crossover around U = Ug, 12t

from a BCS type to a new type. ForU > Us (U < Ue), the energy gain in the superconducting
state is derived from the kinetic (potential) energy. C ondensation energy is large and / exp ( t=J)

tiny] on the strong Wweak] coupling side of U, -

PACS numbers: 7420M n, 71.10Fd, 7130+ h

In a superconducting (SC) transition, conventional
BC S superconductors follow a low -frequency sum rule of
optical conductiviy 1 (!) @]. H owever, recent experi-
m ents have shown that cuprate superconductors violate
this sum rule [_2]. T his violation in plies a gain in kinetic
energy (K ) in the transition, because the sum of ; (!)
is proportional to K i’._i]. Such kineticenergy-driven
superconductivity ifJ'n] sharply contrasts w ith that of the
conventionalBC S superconductors, w here the transition
is Induced by the lowering of potential energy E].

The Hubbard model on a square ]atthe H = H¢+
Hy = t i G Sy TS +U
ten used as a sinple model which probably seizes the
essence of cuprates E]. In spite of its im portance, reli-
able know ledge is lim ited particularly in the Interm edi-
ate and strong coupling regin es. It is still controversial
w hether superconductivity is realized In this m odel. In
the strong coupling region, the H ubbard m odelism apped
to tJ-typem odels, where the d,: 2-wave superconduc—
tivity is concluded by exact diagonalization tj] and vari-
ation m ethods [g, :9] O n the other hand, in the weak-
coupling J:ngon, many quantum Monte Carlo QM C)
studies {lO ] cam e to negative conclusions for U=t = 2-
4. Unfortunately, QM C is Ine ective in largerU regin es
due to the negative sign problem . In contrast, RPA cal-
culations hL uctuation exchange approxin ations I:LZ],
renom alization-group Il3, .14 and perturbative Il5, .16
studies concluded dy2 2-wave superconductivity. Be—
sides, variationalM onte Carlo (VM C) studies using the
G utzw iller progction argued that an antiferrom agnetic
AF) order prevails w idely near half 1ling, and narrow s
the SC region f_l-]‘,:_l-gl]

T he purpose of this ktter is to resolve the above dis—
crepancy, and to explore the possbility of the kinetic—
energy-driven superconductivity in the two-din ensional
Hubbard m odel. By carefilly studying the wave fiinc—
tions w ith vital im provem ent on the G utzw iller pro c—
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Cuprates belong to the strong-coupling regin e.

tion, it is found that the d-wave SC state is stabilized
even In the weak coupling region, but is energy gain is
too an allto be observed n QM C . Furthem ore, we nd
a crossoverat Us,  12t, over which the SC transition is
Induced by the lowering of kinetic energy. T his indicates
that the high-T. superconductivity should be understood
In the context of strong correlation.

A VM C method E[g] is useful to our purpose for its
applicability to any U=t. G enerally, a Jastrow -type func-
tion, = P , isused as a trial state, where signi-

es a onebody H artreeFock) state, and P a oorte_]a—
tion r. For P, the Gutzwiller (onsite) factor {_ZCj],
Pg = 3 L @ 9gnynsl hasbeen offen chosen for its
sin plicity. A though P is successful in tJ-type m odels
©, 21], it brings about unfavorable results for the Hub-
bard m odel [19], which were expected to be rem edied by
in proving P ¢ ﬁ22 231. Since the relationship betw een the
Hubbard and tJ+typemodels is, Hy g eSHpgype

4], which yields
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one can m ake In provem ents by applying the strong cou-
pling expansion, e ¥,t0 ¢ & Pg
Along this line, we emply ¢ = j[}l Q4] ¢ =
Po wih O 1 in this work J@5). Here, Q 5
is an asym m etric pro gction Qaj‘= dy 1 ey ) for
lessthan-half lling (b < 1, n: elctron density), where
dy= nyni,e5= (L ny)@ ny),and rmnsoverall
the nearestneighbor sites. This factor takes account of
virtual states in the second order of the strong-coupling
expansion, asexplained in F Jg:}' A sa onebody finction
,weusethe Pllow ing: Ferm isea r fOora nom alstate,
amean— eld solution ,r () ﬁ_@_j foran AF state, and a
xedn BCS statewith d,> ,2-wavesymmetry sc (; )
fora SC state I_Z-:/Z] Here, and arevariationalparam —
eters, although they denote gaps and chem icalpotential,
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regpectively, In the m ean— eld approxin ations.

Since our trial finctions have up to four param eters
to be optim ized, the use of optin ization VM C proce—
dure f_2-§'] is practically indispensable. Special treatm ent
for the present calculations is that after the convergence
of optim ization, we continue iteration for a whilk, and
average the data obtained during this excess process.
T hereby, the accuracy In energy is m arkedly increased,
som etin es to the order of 10 °t. W e used lattices of
L L sites L = 6-16) wih closed shells and periodic—
antiperiodic boundary conditions, and collected typically
2 10°-10° sam ples, keeping the acceptance ratio 0.5.
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FIG.1l: W eight assignment ofPg . A closed circle indicates
a doubly-occupied (d-) site. (a) A con guration appearing
forU=t= 1 . (b) A d-site arises by a single hopping process
from (@) (@ virtual state in the second order). (c) A d-site
exists, and two hopping steps are needed to reach from @) @
virtual state of the fourth order).

First, we com pare the total energy E =t between g
and ¢ Figd@) Hrn = 088]. In each state, E=t is
noticeably in proved by the correlation factor Pg , par-
ticularly in JargeU regimes. In Figd (o), the m agnitude
ofthe In provem ent is depicted for som e valuesofn. The
SC and nom al states have large values which increase
as n approaches 1, whereas the value of the AF state is
an alland decreasesasn ! 1. The in provem ents in the
form er states are caused by the lowering of kinetic en—
ergy E+ = MH i (nhot shown), because Py prom otes the
hopping between neighboring sites by m aking the con—

gurations lke Fjg;!:(b) advantageous. In contrast, in
the AF state, the binding e ect between a d-site and an
em pty (@) site isalready ncluided n 5 r ; the numberof
broken antiparallelspin bonds increases in a Neelback-
ground when an e-site goes away from is partner d-site.
Thus, the e ect 0fPy on ar is small and reduced as
n ! 1. This result show s that the correlation factorPq
is essential for the nom aland SC states. H enceforth, we
focuson g .

Next, we consider the energy di erence between the

nom al and the ordered states (condensation energy),

E = E "O%  E°Wer whih is pbtted n Figd. At
half 1ling, the AF state is dom lnant for any valie of
U as anticipated, and has a peak at U = UZAF 8t,
which origihates In a m etalkinsulator M ott) transition
of the nom al state @-9'] P hasetransition behavior was
und in  5¢, although 5° does not give the lowest
variationalenergy forn = 1. As shown in Fjg:_3, E for
the SC state abruptly increasesat U = Ugy  6:5t, and
the increase there becom es sharper as L increases (not
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FIG.2: (a) Comparison oftotalenergy am ong various func—
tions. For instance, © /nom al indicates = P g r. (b)
Energy Inprovement by ¢ on ¢ In each state for several
values of n. Solid (open, halfsolid) sym bols indicate the d—
wave AF,nom al) state. Forn < 0:85, the AF phase is not
stabilized for any U=t.
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FIG .3: Energy di erence (condensation energy) between the
d-wave @AF) and the nom al states, estin ated by o . Solid
(open) symbols denote the SC (@AF) state. Additional lines
forn= 1land n = 0:88 are / t=U (dashed), and exp ( U=t)
(dash-dotted), respectively. Shown in inset ism agni cation of
the sm allU region forn = 0:88. A dditionallnesare / (U=t)2
(dashed) and exp( t=U) (dash-dotted). An arrow forn = 1
indicates Usr=t, and those orn < 1 Uc,=t at which E has
amaxinum .

shown). Note that this behavior is inherent in the SC
state, and E "°™ is gn ooth near Ugr. Around Ugy, the
quasiparticle renom alization factor Z for 5° vanishes
(I jg;§), and the am allq behavior of the charge structure
factor N (q) changes from linear to ¢ -likke (ot shown).
T herefore, we consider that a superconductor-nsulator
transition takes place, and ¢ becom es insulating for
U > Ugr. Actually, the param eter g exhibits a cusp, and

and drastically change at U = U g:. The insulating
behaviorwith E / t2=U is consistent w ith the aspect
of t-Jtype m odels E_S, :g, :_5(_5]

W hen n deviates from half 1ling, the behaviorof E
is no longer a transition, but becom es a crossover. The
nset ofFjg:._-Z\‘ show s a closeup of E ofthe smaltU re—
gion orn = 0:88. It is found that E is very amnall
Hru < 65t ( 10 *tat U = 4t), and behaves m idly



like a power-law function t_gl_;] Tt is probable that due to
this In perceptbly weak superconductiviy, many QM C
studies r U=t = 2-4 [10] overlooked signs of SC order.
At U 6:5t, an exponentiallike rapid increase occurs
which again origihates in 5, and then E reaches a

maximum at U = U, as indicated by arrows in Fjg.'g’
t_B-%']. Aswe will explain shortly, the SC properties for
U > Ug qualitatively di er from those orU < U, . For
U > Ug, E isnicely tted by the orm exp( U=t) or

exp ( t=J)], which m eans that the e ective attractive in—
teraction isJ = 4t2=U ; a view point from t-J-typem odels
is Justi ed. In this region, the SC state is fairly stable
to considerably large U=t. A s n decreases, the di erence
betw een the two regin es tends to be vague.

Before the SC properties, ket us discuss the phase dia—
gram . A s shown in the inset ofFjg;j, due to the sudden
increase of E 2 orn < 1, the stable phase sw itches
from SC to AF, but the SC phase is retrieved at a lJarger
valie of U (E'J'g;j) . The obtained phase diagram In the
U=t-n plane is shown in Figh (@). The AF state is stabi-
lized nearhalf 1ling where the nesting condition is satis—

ed, and occupies them axin um range ofn atU ot. If
weuse  Instead of o ,theAF region becom es larger.
T his in plies that the in provem ent by e 5 ismoree 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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FIG .4: (a) Phase diagram within ¢ nearhalf lling. The

boundary orU=t< 6iswell ttedby 1l n/ U=t)?, which
looks sin ilar to the resul of a renom alization-group theory
[L3]. For system swith n < 0:84, the d wave is always stable
for U=t > 0, as illustrated by gray arrows. (o) M om entum
distrbution n (k) ofthe d-wave state. M point is indicated by
an arrow .

W e tum to the SC propertiesin 3¢ . Fjgure:fn show s
thedi erence ofkineticenergy E ¢ = Ef°™ ES°)and
potential energy E y . Apparently, the m echanism of
energy gain changesatU Ug . ForU < U, the energy
gain is due to the owering ofEy (E y > 0), as in the
BCS superconductors. Inversely, or U > U, kinetic-
energy gain occurs E+ is lower in the SC state), agreeing
w ith cuprates. T his qualitative change is a crossover and

not a phase transition. T hese aspects do not depend on
n qualitatively, although the m agniude ofboth E  and

E y decreases, asn decreases. The lowering of E+ has
been found also by a dynam ical clister approxin ation
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FIG .5: Dierence of kinetic and potential energies betw een

the nom aland SC states for severalvaluesofn. T he absolute
values tend to increase, as L increases (not shown).
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FIG. 6: Quasiparticke renom alization factor in the nodal
direction for the nom al (open) and the d-wave (solid) states.
The inset show s the di erence of Z between the nom al and
the d-wave states.

The mom entum distrbution function n k) gives an—
other evidence for the crossover. Since there are nodes in
thedy. ,2-wavestate, n k) hasa discontinuity atk = kg
Inthey = x (M) direction IFJ'g.'é:(b)]. The m agni-
tude of this jum p represents the renomm alization factor
Z ,which is related to the inverse ofthe electron e ective
mass. Theestin ated Z ©r "°™ and 5° areplotted in
Fjg:_é. ForU < U, the nom al state has a larger value
than the SC state, whereas this relation is reversed for
U > Ug (seealso nset). ForU > U, electrons are hard
tom ove (or heavy) in the nom alstate, ham pered by the
strong correlation. O n the other hand, in the SC state,



the coherence som ew hat relieves the suppressed m obility,
and thus the energy gain occurs in E¢.

This kind of crossover from weak-to strong-coupling
regin es is not restricted to the present case. The at-
tractive H ubbard m odel exhibits sim ilar behavior in the
swave SC transition for any electron density 1_2-5_5] Hence,
the kinetic-energy-driven superconductivity arises, not
because the m odel has repulsive interaction, but the in—
teraction is strong enough. TheVM C calculations forthe
tJ m odel showed that the exchange (hopping) energy is
wered (raised) In the dy: 2-wave SC state (See Table
Iin ref.fd], and alo [B4)). Since the kinetic part of the
Hubbard m odel induces the exchange tem (J = 4£2=U),
the results of t-J-type m odels are com patble with the
present results in the Hubbard m odel for U > Ueg,.

T he m agnitude of condensation energy in our calcula—
tion is larger than that obtained experim entally Bﬂ We
anticipate that further re nem ent on the wave functions,
especially on "™, leads to a better outcom e.

In summary, we have studied the two-dim ensional
Hubbard m odelnear half 1ling, based on evolred VM C
calculations. Tt isshown that thed,: ,2-waveSC state is
stabilized in the Hubbard m odel if the variational states
are In proved. Furthem ore,we nd a crossoverataround
Ue=t= 11-13. ForU < U, the SC state is sin ilar to
the conventional BC S state, but or U > U, the SC
transition is caused by lowering the kinetic energy. Re—
cent experin entsof 1 (!) forcuprates ‘2:] accord w ith the
characteristics of this strong-coupling region. Extended
description w illbe given elsew here hé
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