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In order to num erically study electron correlation e ects In m ultiorbial system s, we propose
a new type of discrete transfomm ation for the exchange (Hund’s coupling) and pairhopping in—
teractions to be used In the dynam icalm ean eld theory + quantum M onte Carlo m ethod. The
transform ation, which is realand exact, tums out to suppress the sign problem in a w ide param eter
region including non-half- lled bands. T his enables us to ocbtain the dom inant pairing sym m etry In
the double-orbialH ubbard m odel, which show s that the spin-triplet, orbitalantisym m etric pairing
that exploits Hund’s coupling is stable in a w ide region of the band 1ling.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd,7420Rp,7130+h

In the physics of correlated electron systems, as
highlighted by the high-T. superconductisity, the pro—
totypical transition-m etal oxides have arrested atten-—
tion because of a rich variety of physical properties,
am ong which are anisotropic pairing sym m etries in the
cuprates and In SrRuO 4, the ocolossal m agnetoresis—
tance In m anganites, and a com plx phase diagram for
La; xSrpMnOs .E.'] Since the d orbitals are relevant, we
are actually taking about multiorbital system s, and,
while som e of the phenom ena should be generically cap—
tured within sihgleband m odels, understanding of the
e ect of electron correlation In multiorbial system re—
m ains a fundam ental problem .'E:]

N am ely, the orbitaldegrees of freedom should couple to
other degrees of freedom such as charge, soin, and lattice
distortion, and w e can expect even richerphysicalproper-
ties. Indeed, the colossalm agnetoresistance results from
Hund’s coupling and the com plex phase diagram sofM n
and C o com pounds are considered to arise from a com pe—
tition between Hund’s coupling and the Jahn-Teller dis—
tortion. In perovskite-type oxides, the crystal eld splits
the ve 3d orbitals into three-old degenerate (54) and
two—fold degenerate (gy) levels. W hen the degenerate
levels are not fully 1lled, the degeneracy m ay be lifted
by the Jahn-Teller e ect, where the system ise ectively
m apped to a shglkorbialm odel when the solitting is
large enough. W e take here the am all splitting lim it to
concentrate on the physics speci cally caused by the or-
bital degrees of freedom .

Both num erical and analytic m ethods have been de-
veloped to study correlated electron system s. Them eth—
ods should preferably be non-perturbative if one wants
to exam ine the e ect speci c to the electron correlation
such as M ott’s m etal-insulator transition. The dynam i-
calmean el theory OM FT Jj3], which can fully include
tem poral uctuations while spatial uctuations are ne—
glected, 1rst succeeded in describing this transition both
from m etallic and insulating sides. In thism ethod a lat-
tice system (such as the Hubbard m odel) is m apped to
an in purity m odel, which becom es an exact m apping in

the Iim  of in nite spatialdin ension. A standard proce—
dure isto solve the In purity problem w ith the (@uxiliary—

eld) quantum M onte Carlo @M C) m ethod:_fﬂ,:_k], w hich
Involves no approxin ations except for the Trotter de—
com position. So the DMFT+ QM C method should be
a desirable candidate for the multiorbial cases. Un-—
fortunately, it isdi cul to extend the QM C m ethod to
m ultitorbitals: F irst, it is In possble to expressthose (ex—
change and pairhopping) interactionsthat are speci cto
multiorbial cases n term s of the usual auxiliary elds.
Second, even when we can accom plish this, the negative
sign problem , a notorious problem In QM C calculations,
isusually di cul to avoild formultiorbitals.

T hishasm otivated us to propose here a new auxiliary—

eld transform ation that is applicable to Hund’s and
pairtransfer temm s. The transform ation, which is real
and discrete, tums out to suppress the sign problem in
a w ide param eter region including non-half- lled bands.
T his enables us to exam Ine the role of Hund’s coupling
and pairtransfer in a doubleorbial model. One of
the m ost Intriguing questions for correlated electrons on
m ultitorbits iswhat should be the sym m etry ofthe super-
conducting pairing that arises from the electron-electron
Interaction. W e have exam ined the dom inant pairing
symm etry In the double-orbialH ubbard m odelw ith the
DMFT+QMC method. The result reveals that the spin—
triplet orbitalantisym m etric even-frequency pair-
ng, which exploits Hund’s coupling, is stabl in a wide
region oftheband Iling.

So we take the two—fold degenerate Hubbard m odelt_é]
w ith a Ham ilttonian,
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Here ¢, creates an ekctron of spin  in the orbital
m = 1;2) at stte 1, and nim ¢, Cm .Weonly con-
sider the nearest-neighbor hopping between the sin ilar
orbitals, electron-electron interactions are assum ed to be
intra-atom ic w ith the intra—(inter)orbital Coulomb in-—
teraction denoted asU U %), while the exchange and pair-
hopping interactions as J. The Ham iltonian is rotation—
ally Invariant not only in spin, but also in real space
if we ful 1l the condition U = U+ 2J (as is the case
w ith d-orbitals). W e have divided the interaction into
the density-density interactionsH ; and the exchange and
pairhopping interactions H ;.

The DMFT+QMC method has been used by m any
authors for the singleorbital Hubbard model. For
the usual on-site Hubbard interaction, a decoupling
is done with the discrete Hubbard-Stratonovich HS)
transform ation E'j.],

lP 1 s« ny) 0
e ahwny %(nqun#)]: EP Sle (a i ) ;
% . es(nu+n# 1)+5(a< 0)
)
with gz + erl 1), which transom s the

tw o-body interaction into onebody interactions sum m ed
over an auxiliary eld s. Applying this to each inter—
action tem on the discretized in agihary time, we can
decom pose the partition function Z of the m any-body
system into a sum ofthePpartjtjon functions Z ¢4, 4 ofone—
body systems as Z = fsngfsig:The QM C samples
the single-particle system s according to theweight Z ¢4 4 .
T he negative sign refers to the fact that the weight isnot
positive-de nite. T he sign problem doesnot occur, as far
astheDM FT isconcemed, in the single-orbitalH ubbard
m odel because the in purity problem lacks the electron
hopping tem s.

W hilke the auxiliary— eld QM C m ethod has been ap-
plied to som e m ultiorbial H ubbard m odels by neglect—
Ing the tem s other than the density-density interactions
Hin eq.@')),theQM C algorithm becom esa challenging
problem for the exchange and pairhopping interactions
®2): theHS transom ation @) isobviously inapplicable
to thege tem s. W hik a decoupling, exp (I occy) =
=2) ,'exps J (o cio)) is possble after
breakinge " 2 into a product of exponentials, it leads
to a serious sign problem Ej’]. Another attem pt by M o—
tom e and Im ada@] decouples H, wih im agihary aux-—
iliary eldsto mplement a QM C, but an electron-hole
sym m etry has to be assum ed to avoid phase cancellation
of the weights which becom e com plex due to the In agi-
nary auxiliary elds. Since the assum ption dictates the
half- lled band and U = U° (that violates U = U %+ 2J),
nvestigation ofnon-half- lled bandsand/or the rotation—
ally symm etric case isdi cul w ith thism ethod.
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FIG .1l: The average sign plotted as a function ofband 1lling
at 1=T =2 rU=0U" 1; J=05and at =10 orU =
U’=1;J=02 calcu]atedylrjrh the present algorithm (circles)
and w ith the one due to [E]] (squares). In this particular plot
wehaveset U = U_O_to facilitate com parison w ith M otom e and
Im ada’s m ethod.[L1] Curves are guides to the eye here and in
subsequent gures.

W e propose here a new type of discrete transform ation
for the exchange and pairhopping interaction tem s,

1 X
e H 2 _ - er(f-- f#)ea(N--+N#)+anN#; (3)
2r= 1
w here
1 p—
Elog(e2J + e 1);
a bg(cosh( )); b logloshd ));
f C{Cz+C§01;N n; +np 2n; ns

T his transform ation is exact w ith the auxiliary eld (r)
being real and all the operators being hem itian. AL
though a tetm N «N 4 which is forth order n n appears
on the right hand side, we can apply the usualH S trans-
1 ation to this tem due to a property N?=N . The
resulting tem s in the orm nn can be com bined w ith the
Coulomb tem s, which are transform ed w ith eq.@'_i), [Se)
that we need In total only two auxilary—- elds for H,.
Furthem ore the interaction param eters U;U %J can be
varied ndependently, which m eans that we can treat the
rotational symm etric cases of U = U % 2J . W e note that
recently Han t_l-(_]'] proposed another type of HS transfor-
m ation for the H am ittonian (:!:) . He adopts a continuous
HS transform ation In com bination w ith the discrete one
6'_2.’), and avoided the sign problem in a wide param eter
region at half- Iling. In contrast all the transform ation
are discrete In the present m ethod.

One valiablk property of the transform ation @) is
that negative weights are Indeed reduced signi cantly.
An unexpected asset is that the suppression of the sign
problem is alm ost Independent of the band 1lling. This
is shown in Figid, where the average sign hsigni
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FIG. 2: The average sign plotted as a function of inverse
tem perature orn= 18; U = U= 1; J= 02 calculated witp
the present algorithm (circles) and w ith the one due to Ei]
(squares) .

P P
fsig DE519™  f£siq ¥ £5,gJ isplotted asa function ofthe

band ling fortwo setsofvaluesof 1=T and J forthe
tw o-orbitalH ubbardm odelon an in nite din ensionalhy-
percubic lattice, whose density of states is G aussian w ith
theband width W = 2. W e can see that the sign problm
is avoided alm ost independently of the band 1ling. Fig—
u]:e-r_i depicts the tem perature dependence, which show s
that hsigni decreasesm ildly asthe tem perature low ers, so
we can go to lower tem peratures w ith the present trans-
form ation. One reason why the transfomm ation (3) re—
duces the am ount of negative weights is that it has a
single auxiliary eld (r In eq:_('a)) as the source of the
negative sign; the other auxiliary elds, related to the
density-density interactions, are irrelevant to the nega—
tive w eights.

To testhow the presentm ethod w orks, we have applied
it to the calculation ofthe superconducting susceptibiliy
for the H am iltonian ('_]:) . Since o -site, anisotropic pair-
ngs (such asp and d-w aves) cannot be treated w thin the
DMFT, we con ned oursslves to s-wave pairing. Even
w ithin that channel, various pairing sym m etries are pos—
sble n multiorbial system s, since the total sym m etry

now consistsofspin  orbial frequency, so
| soin orbial frequency
1SE |singlet symm etric even
3AE [triplet antisymm etric  even
1A 0 | singlet antisym m etric odd
350 |triplet symm etric odd

are the possbilities. The pairs that are form ed across
di erent orbials are especially Interesting. T he orbital-
sym m etric pairs are

S% i cncy t GGy

b

ST oarCis QG 4)
S%: cveyy + GnCiy;

where cing 4 and or gy are com bined into bonding and
antibonding states due to the pairhopping tem , whike
the orbitalantisym m etric pair is

A CinC# CnCry s

Here we take, w thout the loss of generality, the S, = 0
channel for spin triplets, where S, is the z-com ponent of
the C ooperon spin.

So the interest here is which pairing symm etry is fa-
vored in the double-orbital system , especially in the pres—
ence of Hund’s coupling. For the single-orbial case the
sites are m ostly singly-occupied by electrons around the
half- ling, where the pairing (usually in d-w ave channel)
occurs. T he question iswhat would be the corresponding
picture for the doubl-orbital case around half- 1lling. So
we have calculated the pairing susceptbility P, which is
related to the two-particle G reen function [_l-é],
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through the equation,
X X o 0
P=qy g= g]lﬂ(!n) ]J.O;mmo(i!n;i!n)gmmo(!n):

omm 0,12

Hereg isthe orm factordescribing the pairing sym m etry
In orbitalfrequency space, which is either even or odd
In ! for each orbial com ponent. W e adopt gogq (') =
sign (! ) and Geven (!) 1 here.

The two-partick G reen function @) is obtained from
the B ethe-Salpeter equation,

= ot o (6)

where is de ned i eq.:_(S), o the bare two-particle
G reen function calculated asa product ofthe oneparticle
G reen function, G« k;1i!)G# ( k; 1!),summ ed overthe
m om enta, and the vertex function, all of them being
m atrices w ith respect to orbial and frequency indices.
W ithin the DM FT we can replace  w ith the localone,

loc _ (loc) 1 (loc) 1;
in the lin it of in nite dinensiongld], where ©° and

be are respectively the bare and the dressed tw o-particle
G reen functions for the e ective In purity m odel, which
are com puted n theQM C .

T he tem perature dependence of the pairing susogpti-
bilities is shown in Figd orn= 18, U%= 07, J = 04,
and U =U% 2J=15. W e can see that the spin-triplt,
orbitalantisym m etric, even frequency pairing (denoted
as 3AE) becom es dom Inant at low tem peratures. The
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FIG . 3: Tem perature dependence of the pairing susceptibil-
ities orn = 18, U%= 07, J= 04, U = U°+ 2J = 15.
The symbols denote pairing symmetmes (1: spin-singlet, 3:
triplet; S2®P7°: orbitaksymm etric (eq. 64)) A : antisym m etric;
E : even—, O : odd-frequency) .
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FIG .4: Band- lling dependence of the pairing susceptibilities
for =60,U°=07,3=04,U=0U"+ 2J=15 with the same
abbreviation for pairing sym m etries as in Figxé"

enhancem ent of such a pairing should be due to Hund’s
coupling, which tends to align electron spins across dif-
ferent orbitals. The resul is consistent with Han’s[_lQ']
for the sam ifelliptical density of states. W hilke in the
work of Han the susceptibility diverges at T=W 006
orJ=W = 0:15;U %W = 045, we do not detect the diver-
gence up to T=W = 1=180. This should be because elec—
trons are less correlated in the hypercubic lattice than in
the B ethe Jattice which the sem ielliptic density of states
would represent), since the G aussian density of states for
the hypercubic lattice, w ith high-energy tails, has an ef-
fectively larger band w idth.

F jgure:ff show sthe band— 1ling dependence ofthe pair-
ing susceptibilities at T=W = 1=120 HrU°= 0:7,J= 04,

andU=U%2J=15.A new ndinghereisthatthe spin—
triplet, orbitatantisym m etric BAE) pairing lnduced by

Hund’s coupling rem ainsdom nant in a ratherw ide range

=16 2) ofholedoping at this tem perature. It de—

clines, however, at low Ilings mh=1 14). This re—
sultm ay be related to a m echanisn of superconductiviy

proposed by Capone I_l-é] for multiorbial system s close

to the M ott transition, w here the electron repulsion U is

envisaged to assist a pairing even for s-w aves.

In summ ary, we have constructed a new discrete trans—
form ation Which reduces the sign problem and is appli-
cable to doped bands) for the exchange and pair-hopping
term s in double-orbit m odels, and in plem ented this in a
DMFT+QM C calculation. Superconducting susceptibil-
ities of the s-wave pairings calculated w ith this m ethod
show s that the spin-triplt, orbitatantisym m etric even
frequency paring, enhanced by Hund’s coupling and be—
Ingdom nant athalf- 1ling, is robust against hole doping.
W e note that i isdi cul to investigate ferrom agnetism
In thism odeleven w ith the present transform ation, since
the ferrom agnetism appears only in very strongly corre—
lated regim e@ﬁ], w here the sign problem becom es serious
again, so this is a fiture problem .

Num erical calculations were partly performed on
SR 8000 In ISSP, University of Tokyo.
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