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System atic study of d-wave superconductivity in the 2D repulsive H ubbard m odel

TA.Makr,! M. Jarrell? T C. Schulthess! P.R.C.Kent,> and JB.W hite'

'com puter Science and M athem atics D ivision, O ak R idge N ational Laboratory, O ak Ridge, TN 37831
2D epartm ent of Physics, University of C incinnati, C incinnati, OH 45221
3u niversity of Tennessee, K noxville, Tennessee 37996
D ated: M arch 23, 2024)

T he cluster size dependence of superconductivity in the conventional two-din ensional H ubbard
m odel, com m only believed to describe high-tem perature superconductors, is system atically studied
using the D ynam icalC luster A pproxin ation and Q uantum M onte C arlo sin ulations as cluster solver.
D ue to the non-locality of the d-w ave superconducting order param eter, the resultson an all clusters
show large size and geom etry e ects. In large enough clisters, the resuls are independent of the
cluster size and display a nite tem perature instability to d-wave superconductivity.

D espite years of active research, the understanding of
pairing In the high-tem perature \cuprate" superconduc—
tors HTSC) rem ains one of the m ost In portant out—
standing problem s in condensed m atter physics. W hilke
conventional superconductors are well describbed by the
BC S theory, the pairing m echanismn in HT SC is believed
to be of entirely di erent nature. Strong electronic cor-
relations play a crucial role in HT SC, not only for su-
perconductivity but also for their unusual nom al state
behavior. Hence, m odels describing itinerant correlated
electrons, in particular the two-din ensional (2D ) Hub—
bard model and its strong-coupling lin i, the 2D tJ
m odel, were proposed to capture the essential physics
ofthe CuO planes in HT SC 'E,', :_2]. D espite the fact that
these m odels are am ong the m ostly studied m odels in
condensed m atter physics, the question of w hether they
contain enough ingredientsto describbe HT SC rem ainsan
unsolved problem .

M any di erent techniques, from analytic to num erical
have been applied to study superconductivity in these
models. The M em In-W agner theorem r[_3] and the rig—
orous results in Ref. Eﬁf] preclude dy: 2 superconduct—
Ing long-range order at nite tem peratures in the 2D
m odels. Superconductivity m ay however exist { as In
the attractive Hubbard m odel { as topological order at

nie tem peratures below the K osterlitz-Thouless K T)
transition tem perature i’_ﬁ]. R ecent renom alization group
studies indicate that the ground-state ofthe doped weak-
coupling 2D Hubbard m odel is superconducting w ith
a dy» y2-wave order param eter E_é]. T he possbility of
dy> y2-wave pairing in the 2D Hubbard and t-J m odels
was also indicated in a num ber of num erical smudies of -
nite system size (fora review see fj]) . O nly recent num er—
ical calculations for the t—J m odel provided evidence for
pairingat T = 0 in relatively large system s for physically
relevant values of J=t t_é]. Quantum M onteCarlo QM C)
sim ulations are also em ployed to search for such a tran—
sition []. These studies indicate an enhancem ent of the
pairing correlations in the d,2 2 channelw ith decreasing
tem perature. UnfPrtunately the Ferm ion sign problem
lin its these studies to tem peratures too high to study a
possble KT transition. Anotherdi culty ofthesem eth—

ods arises from their strong nite size e ects, often ruling
out the reliable extraction of low -energy scales. In fact, a
reliable nite-size scaling hasonly recently been achieved
In the negativeU m odel [_1-9'], w here the relevant tem pera—
ture scales arem uch higher. T he available resuls for the
positiveU m odel so far have thusbeen inconclusive, and
a treatm ent w ithin a non-perturbative schem e that goes
beyond the conventional nite size techniques is clearly
necessary to resolve the controversy as to whether there
exists nite tem perature superconductivity in thesem od—
els.

In this Letter we use the D ynam ical C luster A pproxi-
mation O@CA) E[l:] (for a review see E[Z_i]) to explore the
superconducting instability in the 2D Hubbard m odel
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" (creates) destroys an electron w ith spin on
site i, n; is the corregponding num ber operator, t the
hopping am plitude betw een nearest neighbors h:::1i and
U the on-site Coulomb repulsion. In the DCA we take
advantage of the short length-scale of spin correlations
in optin ally doped HT SC [13]to m ap the original lattice
m odelonto a periodic clusterofsizeN.= L. L. embed-
ded In a selfconsistent host. T hus, correlations up to a
range < L. are treated accurately, while the physics on
longer length-scales is described at the m ean— eld level.
By increasing the cluster size, it thus allow s us to sys—
tem atically interpolate betw een the single-site dynam ical
m ean- eld result and the exact result whilke rem aining in
the therm odynam ic lim it. W e solve the cluster problem
using QM C sin ulationsfi4].

W e present resuls of lJarge cluster calculations { up to
26 sites { that indicate that the 2D Hubbard m odelhasa
superconducting Instability at a nite tem perature. This
conclusion is reached due to several factors: Sim ulations
on an all clusters, w here d-w ave order is topologically al-
lowed, show large nite size and geom etry e ects leading
to inconclusive results. However, since the average sign
In DCA QM C simulations is signi cantly larger than in

nitesize QM C counterparts, exploring low er tem pera—
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tures and larger clusters becom es possible. In addition,
the advent of new parallel vector m achines, such as the
CRAY X1atORNL, In proves the soeed ofthese calcula—
tions by m ore than one order ofm agniude com pared to
conventional architectures, m aking sim ulations on large
clusters with a sm all average sign feasble. W ithin the
lim its of current com putational capability, we observe

nie transition tem peratures in the largest a ordable
clusters. There the results are independent of cluster
size w ithin the errorbars, although we cannot preclude a
further am all reduction in transition tem peratures in yet
larger clusters.

PreviousD CA sinulations w ith a cluster of four sites,
the am allest cluster that can capture d,. 2-wave pair-
ing, with U equalto the bandwidth W = 8t, show good
generalagreem ent w ith HT SC Ll-fu] In the param agnetic
state, the low -energy spin excitationsbecom e suppressed
below the crossover tem perature T , and a pseudogap
opens In the density of states at the chem ical potential.
At lowertem peratures,we nd a nite tem perature tran—
sition to antiferrom agnetic long-range order at low dop-—
Ing, whilk at lJarger doping, the system displaysan insta—
bility to dy2  2-wave superconducting long—range order.
T his apparent violation of the M em In-W agner theorem
is a consequence ofthe sm allcluster size studied (see also
ELQI]) . M ore recent resuls obtained w ith a sim ilar quan-—
tum cluster algorithm con m the presence of antiferro-
m agnetism and superconductivity in the groundstate of
the 2D Hubbard m odel [17].

W ith increasing clister size however, theD CA progres—
sively inclides longer-ranged uctuationswhile retaining
som e m ean— eld character. Larger clusters are thus ex—
pected to system atically drive the N eel tem perature to
zero and hence recover the M em in-W agner theorem in
the In nite cluster size lim it. In contrast, superconduc—
tivity m ay persist asK T ordereven for large cluster sizes.

Since the lJarge cluster sin ulationspresented here are at
the lin it of current com putationalcapabilities, we are re—
stricted in ourability to exploreboth the param eter space
and di erent cluster sizes. W e choose the param eters to
favor superconducting and antiferrom agnetic order. In
our study of superconductivity, we chooseU = 4t= W =2
(we take t asourunit ofenergy). W hile we cbserve that
largervalues ofU yield higher transition tem peratures in
the 4-site cluster, the an aller value of U greatly reduces
the sign problem and thus allow s us to sinulate larger
cluster sizes. W e focus on a doping of 10% , where the
pairing correlationsarem axinalforU = W =2. To study
antiferrom agnetism , we focus on the undoped m odeland
st U = 8t, where the N eel tem perature is highest.

Furthem ore, we have to be careful in selecting di er—
ent cluster sizes and geom etries. M uch can be leamed
from sinulations of nite size system s, where periodic
boundary conditions are typically used. Betts and F lynn
{8] system atically studied the 2D Heisenbery m odel on

nite size clusters and developed a grading schem e to de—

term ine which clusters should be used. The m ain quali-

cation is the \im perfection" of the nearneighbor shells:
am easure of the (in)com pleteness of each neighbor shell
com pared to the In nite lattice. In nite size scaling cal-
culations they found that the results for the m ost perfect
clusters 2llon a scaling curve, w hile the im perfect clis—
ters generally produce results o the curve. Here, we
em ploy som e of the cluster geom etries proposed by Betts
(ee Fig. :}') to study the antiferrom agnetic transition at
half Iling and generalize B etts’” argum ents to generate a
set of clusters appropriate to study d-w ave superconduc—

To illustrate that the DCA recovers the correct re—
sult as the cluster size Increases, we plot in Fjg.:_Z the
DCA resuls for the Neel tem perature Ty at half- lling
as a function ofthe cluster size N.. Ty decreases slow ly
w ith Increasing cluster size N .. A s spin-correlations de—
velop exponentially w ith decreasing tem perature n 2D,
the N. > 4 data falls logarithm ically wih N ., consis—
tent with Ty = 0 in the in nite size cluster 1im it. T hus,
the M em In-W agner theorem is recovered for N. ! 1 .
The clusters wih N, = 2 and N, = 4 are soecial be-
cause their coordination number is reduced from four.
For N. = 2 the coordination number is one and hence
a local singlet is form ed on the cluster for tem peratures

FIG. 1: Cluster sizes and geom etries used In our study.
T he shaded squares represent independent d-w ave plaquettes
w ithin the clusters. In sm all clusters, the num ber of neigh-
boring d-wave plaquettes zq listed in table I is am aller than
four, ie. than that of the in nite lattice.
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FIG . 2: Neel tem perature at half- lling when U = 8t versus
the cluster size. Ty scales to zero in the In nite clister size
lim it. The solid line represents a t to the function A=B +
In (N .=2)) obtained from the scaling ansatz (Ty ) = L.. For
N = 2 a ocalsinglt and forN. = 4 the RVB state suppress
antiferrom agnetian .

below J t%=U. In theN. = 4 site cluster, the coordi-
nation istwo, so uctuations of the order param eter are
overestim ated and the resonating valence bond state i_]:]
is stabilized . H ence, antiferrom agnetian is suppressed in
these cluster sizes and their corresponding Ty does not
fall on the curve.

W e now tum to them ain focus of this Letter, ie. the
search fora possble KT nstability to the superconduct-
Ing state. To check that the DCA fom alisn is abl to
describe such a transition, we rsttested theDCA-QM C
code on the negative U, ie. attractive Hubbard m odel
which isknown to exhbit a KT instability to an s-wave
superconducting state t_l-(_)'] We nd that the DCA in—
deed produces a nite tem perature swave instability to
the KT superconducting state. D ue to the local nature
ofthe swave order param eter, the D CA resuls converge
rather quickly w ith cluster size. The DCA values for T,
agree w ih those recently obtained in nite size QM C
sinulations [16]. In addition, we checked that ourD CA -
QM C code reproduces the results of other DM FT codes
when N. = 1, and those of nie size QM C codes when
the coupling to the selfconsistent host is tumed o .

To identify a possble KT transition in the positive U
Hubbard m odel we calculate the d,: 2-wave pair- eld
susceptibility Py for the clustersN . = 4A ,8A, 16A,16B,
18A, 20A, 24A and 26A . In contrast to the swave or-
der param eter In the attractive m odel, the d-w ave order
param eter is non-local and involves four bonds or sites.
T hus, large size and geom etry e ectshave to be expected
In an all clusters. Sim ilar to the cluster grading schem e
Betts developed for m agnetic order, we can classify the
di erent clusters according to their quality for d-wave or-
der. At low tem peratures, local d-wave pairs w ill fom ,
but phase uctuations of the pair wave-function prevent

the system from becom ing superconducting. Since the
D CA clusterhasperiodicboundary conditions, each four-
site d-wave plaquette has four neighboring d-wave pla—
quettes. However, as illustrated in Fjg.ﬂi', in small clus-
ters, these are not necessarily independent and the e ec—
tive dim ensionality m ay be reduced.

Fi. nr!,' show s the arrangem ent of independent d-wave
plaquettes in the clusters used in our study and their
corresponding num ber z4 is listed In table :'I In the in —
nite system , zg = 4. The N = 4 cluster encloses exactly
one d-wave plaquette (zg = 0). W hen a local dwave
pair form s on the cluster, the system becom es supercon—
ducting, since no superconducting phase uctuations are
Inclided. Thus, the N. = 4 resul corresoonds to the
m ean— eld solution. In the 8A cluster, there is room for
one m ore d-wave pair, thus the num ber of independent
neighboring d-wave plaquettes zg = 1. Since this same
neighboring plaquette is adpcent to its partner on four
sides, phase uctuations are replicated and hence overes—
tin ated as com pared to the In nite system . T he situa-—
tion issin flar in the 16B cluster, where only two Indepen—
dent (@and one next-nearest neighbor) d-wave plaquettes
are found (zg = 2). In contrast, zg = 3 in the oblique
16A cluster. W e thus expect d-w ave pairing correlations
to be suppressed in the 16B cluster as com pared to those
In the 16A cluster. W ih the exception ofthe 18A cluster,
w here neighboring d-w ave plaquettes share one site and
thus are not independent, the larger clusters 20A , 24A,
and 26A allhave zg = 4 and are thus expected to show
the m ost accurate results. Henoce, as the num ber of in—
dependent neighboring d-w ave plaquettes, zg4, is reduced
from four, phase uctuations are replicated due to peri-
odic boundary conditions and thus overem phasized, sup-—
pressing pairing correlations and consequently T.. Note
that the e ects of nie size energy levels on the pair-
Ing correlationswere pointed out in QM C sin ulations of
H ubbard ladders [19].

TABLE I:Number of independent neighboring d-wave pla-
quettes z4 and the values ofTCK T and Tchln obtained from the
K osterlitz-T houless and linear ts of the pair- eld suscepti-
bility in Fig. 3, respectively.

Cluster zq T&T=t T =t
4 0 MF) 0046 0.056
8A 1 -0014 -0.006
182 1 -0.043 -0.022
12A 2 0011 0016
16B 2 0010 0.015
16A 3 0021 0.008 0025 0.002
20A 4 0019 0.022
247 4 0016 0.020
26A 4 0020 0.023




F ng_j show s the tem perature dependence ofthe inverse
d-w ave pair- eld susoceptibility, 1=P 4, In the 10% doped
system . Since a proper errorpropagation is severely ham —
pered by storage requirem ents, we obtan the errorbars
shown on the 16A results from a number of indepen—
dent runs nitialized w ith di erent random num ber seeds.
E rrorbars on larger cluster results are expected to be of
the sam e order or larger. T he resuls clearly substantiate
the topological argum entsm ade above.

A s noted before, the N, = 4 resul is the m ean— eld
result for d-wave order and hence yields the largest pair-
Ing correlations and the highest T.. As expected, we

nd large nite size and geom etry e ects In am all clus—
ters. W hen zy < 4, uctuations are overestin ated and
the d-w ave pairing correlationsare suppressed. In the 8A
clusterwhere zg = 1 we do not nd a phase transition at

nite tem peratures. Both the 12A and 16B cluster, for
which zg = 2, yield aln ost identical resuls. P airing cor—
relations are enhanced com pared to the 8A cluster and
the pair- eld susoeptibility P4 divergesata nite tem per—
ature. A s the cluster size is increased, zy Increases from
3 In the 16A cluster to 4 in the larger clusters, the phase

uctuations becom e tw o-din ensionaland as a resul, the
pairing correlations Increase further (wih exception of
the 18A cluster). W ithin the errorbars (shown for 16A
only), the results ofthese clusters all on the sam e cuxve,
a clear indication that the correlations which m ediate
pairing are short-ranged and do not extend beyond the
cluster size.

T he low -tem perature region can be tted by the KT
m Pg= Aexp@B=( T.)°7), yieding the KT esti-
m ates for the transition tem peratures TXT given In ta—
bleil. W ealso list the values T2 obtained from a linear t
ofthe Iow tem perature region, which is expected to yield
m ore accurate results due to the m ean— eld behavior of
the DCA close to T [12]. For allclisters with zg3 3
we nd a transition tem perature T, 0023t 0002t
from the lnear ts. W e cannot preclide, however, the
possbility ofa very slow , logarithm ic cluster size depen—
dence ofthe om TN o) = T (L )+ B?=C + Ih (N o)=2)?
where T, (1 ) is the exact transition tem perature. In this
case it is possible that an additional coupling between
Hubbard planes could stabilize the transition at nite
tem peratures.

In summ ary, we have presented DCA/QM C sinula—
tionsofthe 2D Hubbard m odel for clustersup toN . = 32
sites. C onsistent w ith the M erm in-W agner theorem , the

nite tem perature antiferrom agnetic transition found in
the N. = 4 sinulation is system atically suppressed w ih
Increasing cluster size. In an all clusters, the results for
the d-w ave pairing correlations show a large dependence
on the size and geom etry ofthe clusters. For large enough
clusters how ever, the results are independent ofthe clus-
ter size and display a nite tem perature instability to
a d-wave superconducting phase at T 0:023t at 10%
doping when U = 4t.
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FIG. 3: Inverse d-wave pair- eld susceptbility as a func—
tion of tem perature for di erent cluster sizes at 10% dop-—
ing. The continuous lines represents ts to the function
Py = A exp(@B=(T T.)°®) for data with di erent values
ofzg. Inset: M agni ed view of the low -tem perature region.
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