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The nitetem perature phase diagram of the attractive H ubbard m odel is studied by m eans of
the D ynam icalM ean Field Theory. W e rst consider the nom al phase of the m odel by explicitly
frustrating the superconducting ordering. In this case we obtain a rst-order pairing transition
between a m etallic phase and a paired phase form ed by strongly coupled incoherent pairs. The
transition line ends in a nite tem perature critical point, but a crossover between two qualitatively
di erent solutions still occurs at higher tem perature. Com paring the superconducting and the
nom alphase solutions, we nd that the superconducting instability alw ays occurs before the pairing
transition in the nom alphase takes place, ie., Tc > Tpairing - N evertheless, the high-tem perature
phase diagram at T > T. is still characterized by a crossover from a m etallic phase to a preform ed
pair phase. W e characterize this crossover by com puting di erent observables that can be used to
dentify the pseudogap region, likke the soin susceptibility, the speci ¢ heat and the single-particle

spectral function.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 7110w, 74 25q
I. INTRODUCTION

T he attractive H ubbard m odel represents an unvali—
able tool to understand properties of pairing and super—
conductivity in system sw ith attractive Interactions. T he
sin pli cations introduced in thism odelallow a com pre—
hensive study of the evolution from the weak-coupling
regin e, where superconductiviy is due to BC S pairing
in a Fem iliquid phase, and a strong coupling regin €, In
w hich the system is better describbed in term s ofbosonic
pairs, whose condensation gives rise to sugerconductiv—
ity BoseEinstein BE) superconductiviy)d. It hasbeen
convincingly shown that such an evolution is a sm ooth
crossover and the highest critical tem perature is achieved
in the intemm ediate regim e where none of the lin itihg
approaches is rigorously validd?. A realization of such
a crossover scenario has been recently obtained through
the developm ent of experin ents on the condensation of
ultracold trapped ferm jonic atom &£ . In these system sthe
strength ofthe attraction can be tuned by m eansofa tun-
able FanoFeschhach resonance, and the whole crossover
can be describedf .

In the context of high-tem perature superconductivity,
the interm ediate-strong coupling regin e In which inco—
herent pairs are form ed well above the critical tem pera—
ture has been Invoked as an interpretation of the pseu—
dogap phaset. M oreover, since the early days of the dis—
covery of these m aterdals, the evolution w ith the doping
level ofboth the nom aland thegguperconducting-phase
properties induced som e author?# to recognize the n-
gerprints of a crossover between a relatively standard
BC S-like superconductivity in the overdoped m aterials
and a strong-coupling superconductivity associated to

B oseE Instein condensation BE) in the underdoped m a—
terials. Indeed at optin al doping the zero-tem peratije
coherence length is estin ated to be around 10 20A Y8,
ie., much an aller than for conventional superconductors
but siill large enough to exclide the form ation of local
pairs£29

Tt isunderstood that the attractive H ubbard m odelhas
not to be taken as a m icroscopic m odel for the cuprates,
since a realistic description ofthe copper-oxygen planesof
these m aterdals unavoidably requires a proper treatm ent
of strong Coulom b repulsion. This sin pli ed m odel rep—
resents instead an ideal fram ew ork where the evolution
from weak to strong coupling can be studied by sin ply
tuning the strength of the attraction. Themain ain of
the present work is to identify if, and to which extent, at
Jeast som e aspects of the phenom enology of the cuprates
can be interpreted sin ply in tem s of a crossover from
weak to strong coupling.

Themaih sinpli cations introduced by the attractive
Hubbard model can be summ arized as (i) Neglect of
repulsion. Even if som e attraction has to develop at
low energy, the large short—range Coulom b repulsion in —
plies that the Interaction m ust becom e repulsive at high—
energy In realsystem s. In som e sense, an attractive H ub—
bard m odel picture can at m ost be applied to the low -
energy quasiparticles. (ii) The m odel naturally presents
sw ave superconductivity, as opposed to the d-wave sym —
m etry observed in the cuprates (iii) Neglect of retarda-
tion e ects. T he Hubbard m odeldescribes instantaneous
Interactions, whilke every physical pairing is expected to
present a typicalenergy scale.
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The m odel is w ritten as
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where ¢/ (¢ ) creates (destroys) an electron with spin
on the site iand n; = CZ ¢ is the num ber operator;
t is the hopping am plitude and U is the H ubbard on-site
attraction we take U > 0, wih an explicit m inus sign
in the ham iltonian). Notice that, wih this notations,
the H am iltonian is explicitly particle-hole sym m etric for
= 0, which therefore correspondston = 1 thalf- 1ling).

D espite its form al sim plicity, thism odel can be solved
exactly only In d= 1,while in lJarger dim ensionality ana—
Iytical calculations are typically lim ited to weak U t)
or strong U t) coupling, where the BCS and the
BE approaches are reliable approxin ations. It is anyway
known that for d 1, the ground state of :gi) is super—
conducting for all values of U and all densities n, w ith
the only exception ofthe one-din ensionalhalf- lled case.
At half- lling the m odelhas an extra-sym m etry and the
superconducting and the charge-density-w ave order pa—
ram eters becom e degenerate.

A reliable description ofthe evolution ofthe physicsas
a function ofU requiresto treat the two lim iting regin es
on equal footing overcom ing the draw backs of perturba—
tive expansions. Quantum M onte Carlo QM C) simula—
tions represent a valuabl togQl, iy this regard, and they
have been applied to the two?2%224344 and thred?d di-
m ensional attractive Hubbard m odel. Even if the sign
problem does not a ect these sin ulations, nite size ef-
fects and m em ory requirem ents still partially 1 it the
potentiality of this approach.

A di erent non perturbative approach is the D ynam —
icalM eanField Theory OM FT), that neglects the spa—
tial correlations beyond the mean eld level n order to
fully retain the local quantum dynam ics, and becom es
exact in the lin it of in nite din ensiond¥. Due to the
lJocalnature of the interaction in the attractive H ubbard
m odel, we expect that the physics of localpairing iswell
describbed In DM FT . M oreover, this approach is not bi-
ased tow ard m etallic or insulating states, and it is there-
fore particularly usefilto analyze the BE-BC S crossover.
O n the otherhand, the sin pli cations Introduced by the
DMFT are rigorously valid only in the in nite din en—
sionality 1im i, and even ifthe DM FT hasobtained m any
successes for three din ensional system s, is relevance to
lower dim ensionality lke d = 2 ismuch less established,
and represents a fourth lim itation of our study in light
of a com parison with the physics of the cuprates. In
particular, the role of din ensionality In determ ining the
pseudogap properties of the attractive Hubbard m odel
has been discussed in Refsl?.

T he study ofthe attractive H ubbard m odelcan greatly
bene tofam appingonto a repulsivem odelin am agnetic

eld. The m apping is realized in a bipartite lattiod? by

a 'staggered’ particle-hole transform ation on the down
spinscy ! ( 1)c,. The attractivem odelw ith a nite
density n transform s into a half- lled repulsive m odel
wih a niemagnetizationm = n 1. The chem icalpo—
tential is transform ed, accordingly, into a m agnetic eld
h= . Inthen = 1 case halt 1ling) the two m odels
are therefore com pltely equivalent. W e notice that the
abovem apping doesnot only hold forthe nom alphases,
but extends to the broken sym m etry solutions. T he three
com ponents of the antiferrom agnetic order param eter of
the repulsive H ubbard m odel are In fact m apped onto a
staggered charge-density-w ave param eter (z com ponent
ofthe soin) and an swave superconducting order param —
eter (x vy com ponents). T heabovem apping is extrem ely
usefi], since it allow s to exploit all the known resuls for
the repulsivem odeland for the M ott-H ubbard transition
to in prove our understanding of the attractive m odel

In recent worksthe DM FT hasbeen used to study the
nom alphases of the attractive H ubbard m odel. In par—
ticular, a phase transition hasbeen found both at ni
and at zero tem perature®d between a m etallic soluition
and an pairing phase ofpairs. T he insulating pairsphase
is nothing but a realization of a superconductor w ithout
phase ocoherence, ie., a collection -of ndependent pairs.
As it has been discussed 1n Ref2%24, this phase is the
'megativeU ’ counterpart of the param agneticM ott insu—
Jator found for the repulsive H ubbard m odel. W e notice
that the Insulating character of the pairing phase is a
lim itation ofthe DM FT approach, in which the residual
kinetic energy of the preform ed pairs is not described.
T he pairing transition hasbeen rst identi ed in Reisi
by means of a nite tem perature QM C solution of the
DMFT.TheT = 0 study of Ref2} has clari ed that the
pairing transition is always of rst order except for the
half- lled case, and that i takesplacewih a nite value
ofthe quasiparticleweight Z = (I @ (!)=Q!)!,asso—
ciated to a nie spectral weight at the Fem i level. In
the latter paper, it has also been shown that the pairing
transition gives rise to phase separation.

For what concems the onset of superconductivity, a
DM FT calculation of the critical tem perature T. has
been.-perform ed for the case of n = 05 In the same
Refti. The T. curve, extracted from the divergence of
the paircorrelation function in the nom al phase, dis—
plysa clarm axinum at interm ediate coupling and re—
produces correctly both the BC S and the BE predictions
in the asym ptotic lin its, rem aining nite orallU § Q.

Th this work we com plem ent the analysis of Ref2d,
by extending our phase diagram to nite tem perature,
still using E xact D iagonalization ED ) to solve the in —
puriy, m odelassociated w th the DM FT ofthe Hubbard
modeBl. We also com pare the nom al state solutions
w ith the superconducting solutions which are stabl at
low tem peratures. The use of ED allow s us to reach ar-
bitrarily an all tem peratures w hich are hardly accessble
by means ofQM C . Q uie naturally, the extension ofED
to nite tem perature requires a m ore severe truncation of
the H ibert space. W e have checked that all the therm o—



dynam icalquantitieswe show are only weakly dependent
on the truncation. T he plan ofthe paper is the ollow ing:
n Sec. Iwebrie y ntroducetheDM FT m ethod and its
generalization to the superconducting phase; In Sec. IIT
we discuss the nite tem perature phase diagram in the
nom alphase characterizing the low -tem perature pairing
transition; In Sec. IV we analyze the superconducting so—
Jutions; In Sec. V we com pare di erent estin ators ofthe
pseudogap tem perature in the high-tem perature nom al
phase. Sec. V I contains our concluding rem arks.

II. METHOD

TheDM FT extends the conospt of classicalm ean— eld
theories to quantum problem s, by descrbing a lattice
model In tem s of an e ective dynam ical local theory.
T he latter can be represented through an in puriy m odel
sub fct to a selfconsistency condition, which contains
all the inform ation about the origmnal lattice st:nuctur.e
through the non-interacting denSJi:y of states DO S)
Starting from the Hubbard m odel (-L) we obtain an at—
tractive A nderson im purity m odel
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T he selfconsistency is expressed by requiring the identity
betw een the localselfenergy ofthe lattice m odeland the
In purity selfenergy
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where G (i!,) is the local G reen’s function of (:2:), and
G%@d!,) ! is the dynam ical W eiss ek, related to the
param eters in Q) by

Sdryyt =i, + —x . @)

By expressing the local com ponent of the G reen’s func—
tion in tem s of the lattice Green"s function, nam ely
G (= 0;ily)= G kjils),Eq. @) inples
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where D ( ) is the non interacting density of states of
the originallattice. W e considerthe In nite-coordination
Bethe lattice, with sem igircular D O S of halfbandw idth
D (e,D ()= (= D?) D? 2),orwhichEq. @) is
greatly sin pli ed and becom es
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In thiswork we also consider solutions w ith explicit s—
w ave superconducting order, by allow Ing for localanom a—
lous Green’s functions F ( ) = Hcyr ( )gsi. The
whole DM FT fom alisn can th,en be recast n Nambu-—
G orkov spinorial representai:on- i, and Egs. H) and 65
must be read as m atrix identities In the Nambu space.
A s farasthe in purity m odel is concemed, w e need to de—
scribbe an A nderson in purity m odelw ith a superconduct-
Ing bath or, equivalently, w th an anom alous hybridiza-
tion In which C ooper pairs are Geated and destroyed n
the electronic bath, ie., a tem Ve (nexy + H ) ds
added to (@).

The heaviest step of the DM FT approach is to com —
pute G (i!,) Br the Anderson model (). This solution
requires either a num erical approach or som e approxi-
m ation. Here we use E xact D jagonalization. Nam ely, we
discretize the Anderson m odel, by truncating the sum s
over k In Egs. (Q.) and (14 to a nite number of levels
N . It hasbeen shown that extrem ely sm allvalues ofN ¢
provide really good resuls for therm odynam ic properties
and reliable results for spectral finctions. In this work
weusetheED approach at nite tem perature, where it is
not possble to use the Lanczos algorithm , which allow s
to nd the groundstate of extrem ely large m atrices. To
obtain the 1l spectrum of the H am ilttonian, needed to
com pute the nitetem perature properties, we are forced
to a rather an all valuie of N4, up to 6. A1l the results
presented here are or N = 6, and we always checked
that changing N ¢ from 5 to 6 doesnot a ect the relevant
observablesw e discuss in the present w ork, except for the
real-frequency spectral properties.

III. THE PAIRING TRANGSITION

In this section we lim it our analysis to nom al phase
param agnetic solutions in which no superconducting or-
dering is allowed. Even if the swave superconducting
solution is expected to be the stable one at low tem pera—
tures, ournom alstate solutions are representative ofthe
nom alphase above the critical tem perature. T he region
In which the nom al state is stable m ay of course be en—
larged by frustrating superconductivity through, eg., a
m agnetic eld. M oreover, the nature ofthe nom alphase
gives In portant indications on the nature of the pairing
In the di erent regions of the phase diagram . A smen—
tioned above, it has been shown that the nom alphase
of the attractive Hubbard m odel is characterized by a
\pairing" transition between a Fem iiquid phase and a
phase in which the electrons are paired, but w thout any
phase coherence am ong the pairs.

T he pairing transition hasbeen rstdiscussed at nite
tem perature in R ef%?, and a com plete characterization at

= Ohasbeen given in Ref2?. In thispaperw e com plkte
the nitetem perature study ofthe transition and connect
it to the zero-tem peraturephase diagram , nally draw ing
a com plete phase diagram In the attraction-tem perature
plne for a density n = 0:75, taken as representative of



a generic density (except for the peculiar particke-hole
symmetricn = 1 case). T his situation would correspond
to a repulsive m odel at half- 1ling in an extemalm ag—

netic eld tuned to givea nitem agnetizationm = 025.

The T = 0DMFT solution of the attractive Hubbard
m odel is characterized by the existence of two distinct
solutions, a metallic one with a nie spectral weight
at the Fem i level and an Insulating solution fom ed by
pairs, wih no weight at the Fem i level. The previ-
ous study has also clari ed that the quasiparticle weight
Z = (1 @ (1)=R!)!, which may be used as a sort
of order param eter for the M ott transition at half- lling,
Joses this rolke for the doped attractive Hubbard m odel,
being t nite both in the m etallic and pairing phases.
At T = 0, the metallic solution exists only orU < U,
and the insulating one forU > Uy, with Uy < Ug. In
other words, a coexistence region is present w here both
solutions exist, and w here the actual ground state is de—
termm ined m inim izing the intemal energy. The clear—
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FIG . 1l: Evolution of the im aginary part of the G reen’s func-
tion as a function of tem perature for U=D = 2:4. In each
panelare shown them etallic (+ ) and insulating ( ) solutions.
(the chosen value of the attraction lies in the coexistence re—
gion).

cut T = 0 characterization of the two solutions based
by the low-energy spectral weight is lost at nie tem -
perature, where both solution have nite weight at the
Fem i Jlevel. N onetheless, two fam ilies of solutions can
still be de ned, each fam ily being obtained by continu-
ous evolution of the di erent T = 0 phases. The two
solutions are still clearly identi ed at relatively low tem —
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FIG . 2: Average doubl occupation as a function of the at-
traction strength for di erent tem peratures. The st order
transition at low tem peratures becom es a continuous evoli—
tion at high tem peratures, where there is no m ore distinction
between m etallic and pairing solutions.

peratures, further Increasing the tem perature, the dif-
ferences between the two solutions is gradually washed
out, as shown in Fig. :_]:, where we plot the tem pera—
ture evolution of the in agihary part of the G reen’s fiinc-
tion in In aghary frequency for U = 24D , which lies
In the T = 0 coexistence region. W hilke at T = 1=75D
and T = 1=50D the di erence In the two solutions is
still clear, at T = 1=31D , the two solutions becom e ba—
sically indistinguishable. This result suggests that, as
htuitively expected, the tem perature reduces the di er-
ence between the solutions and consequently, the size of
the coexistence region, w hich is expected to close at som e
nite tem perature critical point (the attractive counter—
part of the endpoint of the line ofm etakinsulator tran—
sitions in the repulsive m ode®4). A sin ilar nform ation
is carried by the analysis of the average value of double
occupancy ng = mrnyi. Thisquantity naturally discrim —
hates between an pairing phase w ith a large value ofng
and am etalw ith a sm allervalue. A s shown in F ig. -'_2, at
low tem perature we have two solutions with a di erent
value ofng In the coexistence region, and a jum p In this
quantity at the transition. Upon increasing the tem per-
ature, the two solutions tend to pin an oothly one onto
the other, signaling again the closure of the coexistence



region, which is substituted by a crossover region. Anal-
ogous behavior is displayed by the quasiparticle weight
Z .

R epeating the sam e analysis for a w ide range of cou—
pling constants and tem peratures, we are abl to con-
structa nite-tem perature phase diagram for the pairing
transition, shown in Fig. -3 For tem peratures an aller
than a critical tem perature Tpairing, We com pute the -
nite tem perature extensions ofU.; and Uy, which m ark
the boundary of the coexistence region. The two lines
(depicted asdashed lines in Fig. 3) converge Into a nite
tem perature critical point at U = Upairing 7 23D and
T = Tpairing © 0:03D . D espite the closure of the coexis—
tence region, a qualitative di erence between weak cou—
pling and strong coupling solutions can stillbe identi ed
orT > Tpairing, detemm ining a crossover region in which
the character of the solution sm oothly evolves from one
lin it to the otherasthe attraction istuned. A t this stage,
the crossover region is \negatively" de ned as the range
In which the G reen’s function does not resemble any of
the two low tem perature phases. T he crossover lines are
estin ated as the points in which i becom es in possbl
to nfer from the M atsubara frequency G reen’s function
w hether the low -energy behavior ism etallic or insulating.
Tt hasbeen shown for the repulsive H ubbard m odel that
thiskind of crossover is accom panied by a qualitative dif-
ference In transport properties. In the region on the lkeft
of the crossover, the conduction is m etallic and the re—
sistiviy increasesw ith tem perature. In the interm ediate
crossover region the system behaves like a sam iconduc-
tor w ith a resistivity which decreases upon heating, and

nally in the phase on the right of the cressover region
the system behaves lke a heated nsulato4.

Com ing from the lft, the st crossover occurs when
G (1',) has no longer a clear m etallic behavior wih a

nite value at zero frequency, while the second crossover
line delim is the region In which the gap of the paired
solution is closed by them al excitations. W e will com e
back later to the crossover region and com pare the above
de ned lines wih physically sensible estin ators of the
pseudogap tem perature, like the speci ¢ heat and the
soin susceptibility.

Tuming to the coexistence region, we can also ask our—
selvesw hich isthe stable phase. T his requiresa com pari-
son betw een the G bbs free energiesofthe two phases. At
half- lling, w here the attractive and the repulsive m odel
areequivalent, thasbeen shown thatatT = 0 thep-etal-
lic solution is stable in the w hole coexistence region?3. At

nite tem perature it hasbeen show n num erically that the
Insulator becom es stable In a large portion of the coex—
istence region due to its large entropy®4. T he transition
is therefore of st order for all tem perature below the
criticaltem perature, exoept forthe tw o second-orderend-
pointsat T = 0 and T = Tpairing - For densities out of
half~ 1ling it hasbeen shown in Ref.} 26) that the transi-
tion isof rstorderalready at T = 0 and it is accom pa—
nied by a an all phase separation region. Forn = 0:75,
theT = 0 rst-order transition occurs quite close to U, .
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FIG .3: Phasse diagram in theU -T plane. At low tem perature
two critical lines U1 (T) and Ugy (T) individuate the coexis—
tence region. The two lines converge In a nite tem perature
critical point. At higher tem peratures we can stillde ne two
crossover lines. T he superconducting critical tem perature is
also drawn as a solid line (cfr. Fig. 4).

Analogously to the half- 1ling case, the nite tem per-
ature aln ost Inm ediately favors the pairing phase. In-
deed, com puting the free energy Hllow ing, eg., Ref24,
we nd the pairing phase stable for aln ost every point
In the coexistence region. W e had to use an extrem ely
dense mesh of points In the U direction to identify a
an all section where the m etallic phase is stable at nie
tem perature. T hereforethe nite tem perature rst-order
transition occurs extrem ely close to the U, lne for nite
tem perature and rapidly m oves closer to U, only at re—
ally sm all tem peratures.

Iv. THE SUPERCONDUCTING PHASE

T he above stability analysishasbeen restricted to nor—
m al phase solutions. Indeed the superconducting soli—
tion is expected to be the stabke one at T = 0 or all
densities and values of the Interaction U . The critical
tem perature T, is obtained directly as the highest tem —
perature for which a non-vanishing anom alous G reen’s
function F (! ) exists.

The DMFT critical tem perature T, forn = 0:75 as
a function of U is reported in Fig. :fi (full dots) and it
qualitatively reproduces the lim iting behavior, wih an
exponential BC S-1ike behavior for sn allU'’s and a 1=U
decrease at large U according to the expression for the
BE condensation tem perature hard-core boson system eq.
Asaresul, T, assum es itsm axin um value ofabout 0:1D
for an interm ediate coupling strength Uy 5 7 2:1D . In—
terestingly, them axin um T. occursalm ost exactly at the
coupling for which the pairing transition in the nom al
phase would take place in the absence of superconductiv—-
iy.

Tt m ight be noticed however that, whil the BE re—



sult (open triangles in Fig. :_4) basically falls on top of
the DM FT results, the BCS formula (open circles) only
qualitatively follow s the full solution. T his \asym m etry"

In recovering the BC S behavior arises from the partial
screening of the, bare attraction due to second order po—
larization temm £4. Because of these corrections the at—
traction is renomn alized as Uerr ' U AU?=t, so that
o= ' ¢ U+ AU=0) = 1=U + A=t. W hen this correction

ispligged In theBC S form ula for T, it results in a correc—
tion to the prefactor. Ifwe sin ply extract the rescaling
factor ora given sm allvalue ofU (T.=TE €5 ’ 0:32) and
we sin ply scale the whole weak-coupling curve by this
factor, we obtain the pointsm arked w ith asterisks, whose
agreem ent w ith the DM F T results does not require fur—
ther com m ents. It is interesting, nstead, to com pare the
DM FT estin ations for T, with the QM C resuls: despie
the presence of m any factors (such as the exact shape of
the D O S.ofthemodel or the nite dimension e ects)
which are capable to Introduce relevant variations in the
values of T, som e general sin ilarities appear clearly. In—
deed, while sin ple rescaling the data in term s ofthe half-
bandw idth D , both-T. and U, 5x estin ations w ith the
twot?3 and threc!® dinensional QM C are Iower than

the DM FT evaluation (ie. Tc 0:04D , Uy ax 0:7D

forthe d = 2 case, and T, 005D , Uy ax 13D In
d = 3, even if for a lower density of n = 0:5), one can

observe, quite surprisingly, that the ratio between T, and
Upn ax is around 0:04 0:05 in both the DM FT and the
two QM C cases.
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FIG . 4: Critical tem perature as a function of U atn = 0:75:
the DM FT data (plack circle) are com pared wih the BCS
Joth the bare (em pty circles) and the rescaled one (stars)—
and the BE mean eld predjctjonsl I(gn_pty triangles) for an
hard-core boson system s (see R efs. g.,@f_s) .

Com ing back to our DM FT results, the sim plest and
m ost Im portant observation is that the critical tem per-
ature is always higher than the critical tem perature for
the pairing transition. Forexam ple In ourn = 0:75 case,
T& ®* is about 0:1D , against a Tpairing ©£0:03D . As a
resul, the whole phase transition is hidden by supercon—

ductiviy, which rem ainsasthe only real instability ofthe
system (cfr. Fig. 3). Nevertheless, the crossover lines at
higher tem perature survive the onset of superconductiv—
ity. T herefore the nom alphase we reach for T > T, is
really di erent according to the regim e of coupling we are
In. For weak-coupling, the nom alphase is substantially
a regular Fem iliquid and superconductivity occurs as
the standard BCS instability. In the strong-coupling
regin e, the nom al phase is instead a m ore correlated
phase which presents a pseudogap In the spectrum . At
Interm ediate coupling, where the superconducting criti-
caltem perature reaches itsm axin um , the nom alphase
is in a crossover region between the two lin iing behav-
lors.

V. THE PSEUDOGAP PHASE :SPIN
SUSCEPTIBILITY,SPECIFIC HEAT AND
SPECTRAL FUNCTIONS

Even if the onset of superconductivity com pletely
hides the pairing transition, the ngerprints of the low —
tem perature nom al phase are still visble In the high-
tem perature phase diagram , in which a crossover from a
m etallic phase to a gapped phase is still present. It is
tem pting to associate the region In which the system be-
haves as a collection of incoherent pairs to the pssudogap
regin e of the cuprates. It is In portant to underline that,
In this fram ew ork, the de nition of the pseudogap phase
is som ew hat tricky, and it in plies a certain degree ofar-
bitrariness. In this section we com e back to this region
and com pute various ocbservable whose anom alies have
been used to identify the pseudogap phase and com pare
the related estin ates of the pseudogap tem perature T

Our rst estin ate is based on the evaliation of the
uniform spin suscgptibility ¢ asa function of tem pera—
ture for di erent attraction strengths. T he opening ofa
gap in the spin excitation spectrum , not associated w ith
any long-range order, represented in fact one ofthe rst
indications of existence of the pseudogap phase in high-
tem perature superconductors. TheDM FT calculation of

s can be perform ed by evaluating the derivative of the
m agnetization m w ith respect to a uniform m agnetic eld
In the lin i of vanishing h. In tem s of the local G reen
functions

, \ Gy (iln)]
o= Mn —T—'r : )

T his calculationshasbeen perform ed by varying the tem -
perature in awide range (0< T < 2D ) for fourdi erent
valies of the pairing Interaction U=D = 08;1:8;24 and
3:6) and represent an extension ofthe results reported in
Ref. f_19‘] T he results of our calculation are sum m arized
nFig.§.

In the weak-coupling side U = 08D ) we nd a con-—
ventionalm etallic behavior of g, which increasesm ono-
tonically with decreasing tem perature. The interaction
reduces the zero-tem perature extrapolated valie w ith re—
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FIG.5: Spin susceptibility in the nom al phase as a func—
tion of tem perature for U=D = 0:0;08;1:8;24;3:6. These
values of U are representattz@ of all the Interesting region of
the phase diagram in Fig. t_i, moving from the m etallic to
the paired side. The values of the superconducting critical
tem perature are m arked by sm allblack arrow s.

spect to the non-interacting result = (0). On the op-
posite side of the phase diagram , In the strong-coupling
regine (U = 3:6D ) the standard high-tem perature be-
havior of  extends only down to a certain tem pera—
ture T, , where a maxinum of ¢ is reached. W hen
the tem perature is further reduced ¢ starts to decrease,
exponentially approaching zero in the T = 0 lim i, sig—
naling the opening of a gap In the spin-excitation spec—
trum . A qualitatively sim ilar behavior is found also in
the Intem ediate-coupling regin e, at least as long as the
value of U stays larger than Upairing €9, U = 2:4D),
or, In other words, as long as the left lne de ning the
crossover region in F ig. :_3 isnot crossed. T he behavior of
s becomes richer or U = 18D < Upairing- At high
tem peratures s closely resem bles the insulating case,
displaying a clear maxinum at a tem perature T, . By
approaching T = 0, s no longer vanishes, but it rises
at an all tem peratures displaying a m lnimum for a tem -
perature lIower than T, : a metallic behavior is there-
fore recoveryed, associated to the narrow resonance at the
Fem i kveld. Such a behavior naturally de nes a dif-
ferent tem perature scale T, , which is associated to the
mihinum of s and represents the lower border of the
pairing zone, or in a sense, of the \pseudogap" region.
C onversely, this low -tem perature behavior has not been
observed tg our, kpopledge n nitedin ensional QM C
sin ulation?23434434449 | 1 practice, the system displays
a pseudogap behavior In the region between T, and T, ,
w hose boundary, labeled as T, , is represented in Fig. 8.
W e nally m ention that the tem perature T, forwhich
s Ismaxinum scaleswith U.This ndjngdsn a quali-
tative agreem ent w ith a QM C sim ulation?4”%, where the
Ty U) istaken asa de nition of the tem perature below
w hich the pseudogap appears. From a m ore quantitative

point of view, as happens for T, and Uy 5, the values
of Ty, U) ofthe QM C sinulations are Iower than our
DMFT results (ie., Ty Un ax) 015D when d = 2
and 045D ford = 3, against the DM FT estin ate of

0D ) . However, also in this case the ratio between
Ty Unax) @and Uy ax has a m ore universal value around
02 03.

Another relevant quantiy is the speci c heat Gy =
QE=RT = T@F=QT?, that we obtain by di erentiat—
Inga ttotheDMFT intemalenergy E (T ) orthe same
attraction strengths and report in Fig. '§ A lso for this
quantity the weak coupling case U=D = 0:8) behaves as
a reqularm etal, w th a linear behavior at am all tem per-
atures Cy = T,wih / 1=m ,m beingthee ective
m ass). Pllowed by a an ooth decrease when the tem per-
ature exoceeds the typical electronic energy scale. The
sam e qualitative result is found for the noninteracting
system , where the low -T slope is smn aller since the inter—
acting system hasa largere ectivem ass. In the opposie
strong coupling lin it we observe the typicalactivated be—
havior ofgapped system s for sm alltem peratures, w ith an
exponentialdependence ofCy (T ) which extendsup to a
tem perature T, , Jlarge enough to w jpe out the e ect of
the gap. It is therefore natural to associate such a tem —
perature to the closure of the psesudogap .

In the most interesting U = 18D case, two fea—
tures are clearly present in the Cy (T ) cuxve. The rst,
Jow -tem perature feature is the evolution of the am altU
m etallic feature, which acquires a larger slope asU=D is
ncreased due to the enhancem ent of the e ective m ass,
and shrinks as a consequence of the reduced coherence
tem perature of the m etal. T he second feature is instead
the evolution of the largeU insulating one, and would
show an activated behavior partially hidden by the low —
T m etallicpeak. T hus, the system behaveslkeam etalin
the an alltem perature range, w hile it hasa pseudogap for
Interm ediate tem perature. W e estin ate the lowerbound-
ary ofthe pseudogap region in this interm ediate coupling
regin e through them axin um ofthe low -tem perature fea—
ture, which is controlled by the e ective coherence scale
of the metal. The upper bound is naturally de ned as
the tem perature in which the activated behavior disap—
pears. A s a resul, the speci c heat analysis determ ines
a pseudogap region with a very sin ilar shape than the
one determm ined through the spin susceptbility, wih a
re-entrance ofm etallic behavior in the interm ediate cou-
pling regin e at low tem peratures.

An Inspection to the spectral function can strengthen
our insight on the pseudogap phase. In principle the
ED algorithm allow sto directly com pute nite frequency
spectral functions (!) = = ImG (!) , avoiding the
problem s and am biguities intrinsic w ith analytic contin—
uation techniques. Unfortunately, the discretization of
the Hibert space which allows for an ED solution re—
suls in \spiky" local spectral functions form ed by a col-
kction of -functions. In this light, we nd it usefil
to compute (!) by analytically continuing Eq.i_é), an—
alytically com puting the local retarded G reen function
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08;18;24;3:6. Allthe Cy Ilnhes are obtained by di eren—
tiating the the intemal energy E int (T ). The expression of
Ein+ (T) is com puted directly bv ttina the DM FT data.
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FIG .7: Here are plotted the density of states (! ) for three

di erent values of the interaction: U = 08D ;24D and 3:6
(from theupperto the Iower row ) both at the low -tem perature
(T = 0:1D , keft panels) and at the high-tem perature (T = 1D ,
right panels).

Guc(l) = 1=RdD<><! + (). This
procedure provides m ore \realistic" descriptions of both
the non-interacting D O S and ofthe strong-coupling pair-
ing phase. However, even though the spectral functions
are an oothed by this procedure, we can only extract in—
form ations about the gross features of the spectra as,
eg. the amplitude ofthegap (T ). K esgping these lim —
fations n m ind, some results for (!) are pltted In
Fig. il: for the weak- U = 038D ), the interm ediate-
U = 24D ) and strong-coupling U = 3:6D ) case a low

and high-tem perature set ofdata are shown. A part from

the obvious appearing and enlargingofagap in (! ) with
Increasing U, which is evident in the low -tem perature
data, it should be noticed that both in the interm edi-

ate and the strong-coupling regin e there is apparently
no tendency to a ‘closure’ of such a gap when the tem —
perature is raised. Indeed, as i is shown in the sec—
ond and the third row of Fig. ::/., the gap startsto 11
at som e tem perature (T 045D for U = 24D and
T 155 20D forU = 30D ), but for these values of U
much of the spectral weight rem ains in the high-energy
Hubbard bands, and the gapped structure does not com —
pltely vanish up to the highest tem perature reached in
our calculation (T ’ 2D ). On the other hand, QM C
results n d = 23 obtained through m axinum entropy
show a closureofthegap in (!) at a tem perature lower
that our threshold. Further investigation is needed to
understand w hether the discrepancy isdue to a di erent
behavior between d = 2 and the in nite din ensional-
ity lim it, or it is determ ined by the technicaldi culties
nvolved in the calculation of real frequency spectra in
both approaches. The persistence of the gap structure
at high tem perature that we nd in DM FT is also ob—
tained w thin a perturbative analysis of, superconducting
uctuations at strong coupling n d= £7.

In Fig. ;g we com pare our estin ates of the pseudogap
tem perature obtained through di erent physical quan—
tities. W e draw the borders of the pseudogap region
as determm Ined from the spin susceptibility (T4 U)) and
the speci cheat behavior (T, U) and the value of the
superconducting gap ¢ at zero tem perature: The up—
per borders of the spin and the speci cheat \psesudo-
gap" region scale roughly with U, as ( does, so that
both T,, U) and T, (U) are proportionalto o, as the
experim entally determ ined pseudogap. At low tem pera—
ture, the pseudogap region boundary as extracted from
them odynam ic response functions displays a clear re—
entrance, which can be associated w ith the onset of the
Jow -tem perature quasiparticle peak. W e also notice that
the low -tem perature curve qualitatively follow s the be—
havior ofthe U, (T ) line. A sm entioned above, the slope
0fU, (T) iseasily interpreted in term sofentropy balance
betw een the tw o phases, which favorsthe preform ed pairs
phase.

O urphasediagram also representsa waming regarding
attem pts to extrapolate the low -tem perature behavior
from the high-tem perature data in orderto com parew ith

njre—ditlens:ional QM C caloulations. If one, as, eg.,
In Ref. -'_15, extrapolated the high-tem perature behavior
down to T = 0 In order to estin ate the m etakinsulator
point, would have obtained an estimate of U signi —
cantly lower than the realU.,. This nding em phasize
how the high-tem perature properties of the attractive
Hubbardm odelare only weakly dependent on din ension—
ality, as indicated by the sim ilarity between DM FT and

nite-din ension QM C , w hilk the low -tem perature behav—
jorm ay wellbe dependent on the din ensionality, aswell
as on the details of the bandstructure of the underlying
lattice.
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FIG . 8: Dierent estim ates of the pseudogap tem perature.
The lled circles indicates T, (U ), ie. the tem peratures of
both them axin a and them inina of (T ), while the em pty
circle m arked Ty, (U) that is the tem perature associated w ith
the maxin a and them inina of Cy (T ). The regions on the
left of these two lines can be interpreted as the zone of \pseu—
dogap" behavior for the spin and the speci ¢ heat respec-
tively. These lines are then com pared w ih the behavior of
the anom alous part of the selfenergy at zero tem perature
( o, empty trianglks).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have investigated the nite tem pera-—
ture aspects of pairing and superconductivity in the at—
tractive H ubbard m odelby m eansofDM F T, considering
both nom aland superconducting solutions.

In the nom alphase we have identi ed two fam ilies of
solutions, a Ferm iHiquid m etallic phase and a preformm ed-
pairphase w ith insulating character. T he latter phase is
form ed by local pairs without phase coherence. A -
nite region ofthe coupling-tem perature phase diagram is
characterized by the sin ultaneous presence ofboth soli-
tions. In the low tem perature regine a rst-order tran—
sition occursw ithin this region when the free energies of
the two solutions cross, and the region closes at a cer—
tain tem perature (Tpairing = 003D ) in a crtical point.
Interestingly, som e trace of the two solutions survives
even for tem perature larger than the critical tem pera—
ture, and two crossover lines can be de ned separating a
nom alm etal, a sort of sem iconductor in which the gap
is closed by tem perature, and the preform ed-pair phase
wih a wellde ned gap.

W hen superconductivity is allow ed, the superconduct-
ing solution is stable for all values of the attraction and
the critical tem perature is always larger than the pair-
Ing transition tem perature in the nom alphase. In the
superconducting state, we nd an evolution from a weak—
coupling B C S-lke behavior, w ith exponentially small T,
from a nom alm etalto the superconductor, and a strong—
coupling regim e in w hich superconductiviy is associated

to the onset ofthe phase-coherence am ong the preform ed
pairs that occurs at T, / t£=U . The highest T. is ob—
tained in the interm ediate region between this two 1im -
iting cases, namely for U ’ 2:1D , which is extremely
close to the zero-tem perature critical point ofthe nom al
phase.

T he presence of the pairing transition a ects the nor-
m alphase above T, also when superconductivity estab—
lishes. In particular, one could be tem pted to identify
the phase of preform ed pairs obtained at strong cou-—
pling w ith the pseudogap behavior cbserved In cuprates.
In order to test the adequacy of such an identi cation,
we com puted di erent observables, whose anom alies can
dentify the appearance of the pseudogap, lke the soin
susceptibility, the speci ¢ heat and the single particlke
spectral functions. In the intem ediate region of cou-
pling, where the pairing transition occurs and the su-—
perconducting criticaltem perature reaches itsm axin um ,
the pseudogap region presents a re-entrance at low tem -
peratures associated w ith a am all coherent peak in the
spectral function. At tem peratures an aller than this co—
herence tem perature the system behaves lke a nom al
metal with renomn alized e ective mass. On the other
hand, the high-tem perature boundary of the pssudogap
region scales wih U regardless the criterion we use to
estin ate it. T he estin ate of the pseudogap tem perature
from speci cheat and spin susceptibility both scale w ith
the zero-tem perature gap, as in the cuprates.

The most strking di erence between our psesudogap
phasediagram and the experin ents in the cuprates is
that the pseudogap phase in the attractive Hubbard
m odel is much larger than the experin ental one, as it
ism easured by the large value of T, =T. ' 5 at the opti-
m alvalue ofthe attraction. T he experim entalT around
optim aldoping is instead very close to T, and, according
to som e authors, the pseudogap line tends to zero at op—
tin aldoping. M oreover, the psesudogap tem perature ob—
served in the cuprates isde nitely m uch sn allerthan the
one found w ithin our DM FT of the attractive H ubbard
m odel. T his inadequacy ofthe attractive H ubbard m odel
In descrbing som e features of the pseudogap phase de—
scend from the abovem entioned strong sim pli cations of
them odel (heglect of retardation e ects, Coulom b repul-
sion and d-wave sym m etry ofthe gap) and ofourDM FT
treatm ent which is exact only in the n nie din ension—
ality lim it. O ne could be tem pted In m aintaining an at—
tractive H ubbard m odeldescription forthe quasiparticles
alone, but it is in portant to point out that this interpre-
tation can not be pushed too far. As an exampl, i is
clear that such a description would fail for tem peratures
larger than the quasiparticle renom alized bandw idth.

A better description of the pseudogap phase would re—
quirem odels in which both an attraction and a repulsion
are present. This is for instance the case of the m od-
els introduced in Refs. 28,29, where the superconducting
phenom enon only Involvesheavy quasiparticlesw hich ex—
perience an unscreened attraction and a richer behavior
ofthe pseudogap Which in this case closes around opti-



m aldoping) is found.
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