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A consistent description of the pairing sym m etry in hole and electron doped cuprates
w ithin the two dim ensional H ubbard m odel
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Quantum M onte C arlo isused to calculate various pairing correlations of the 2D H ubbard m odel
possessing band features experin entally observed in the cuprates. In the hole-doped case, where
the Fem 1 level lies close to the van Hove singularities around (0; ), the dy: 2 pairing correlation
is selectively enhanced, while in the electron-doped case, where the singularities are far below the

Ferm ilveland the Femm isurface runs through (
enhanced w ith the Jatter having a 2
In a nodeless gap.

PACS numbers: 7420M n, 71.10Fd

Since the sem nalproposalby A nderson, 'E:] great the—
oreticale ort hasbeen m ade to investigate the possibil-
ity ofdescribing various aspects of the high T cuprates
within the two dim ensional (2D ) Hubbard m odel. [_2]
T hose include the antiferrom agnetic insulating phase in
the undoped system s, the nom al state above T, and
the superconducting state. Among all, it has been an
open question whether the Hubbard m odel can actually
acoount for the superconductivity, especially its pairing
sym m etry, in both hole and electron doped cuprates.

M any analytical calculations have supported the pos—
sbility ofdy> 2 pairing in the nearly half- lled 2D Hub-
bard m odel. B{:_é] W hile som e previous num erical studies
of pairing correlations In  nite system s have given nega—
tive resuls for superconductivity, fj.{:g] we have recently
shown that an enhanced dy: 2 pairing correlation is in—
deed detected num erically if we ensure that the highest
occupied one—electron levels HOL) and lowest unoccu-—
pied kvels QUL) at U = 0 in nite systems are su -
ciently close. f_lQ'] T his precaution, asm ot:_'vat:.ed from the
num erical studies on Hubbard ladders, [1414] has been
necessitated because the energy scale ofthe superconduc—
tivity in the H ubbard m odel, ifany, should be ofthe order
of001¢t, E_'J’,E] w hile the discreteness of the energy levels in

nite system s tractable in num erical calculation ismuch
larger ( 0:t) unless param eter valies are tuned.

In the holedoped cuprates such asYBCO and BSCCO
there is now a body of accum ulating evidence that the
pairing symmetry is dy> 2 (at least around the opti-
m al doping), {_l-;%'] which is consistent w ith the previous
Hubbard-m odel studies. O n the other hand, experin en—
tal results for the electron-doped NCCO seem s to indi-
cate an swave, or m ore precisely, a symmetry with a
nodeless superconducting gap . [_1-1_1 {:_l-é] E xperim ents have
also revealed furtherdi erencesbetween hole-doped and
electron-doped system s. Speci cally, the angleresolved
photoen ission spectroscopy ARPES) has shown that
the ¥xtended’ van Hove sihgularity (VHS) around k =
(0; ) and ( ;0) lies very close to the Ferm i level € )

=2; =2),both ¢: ;> and dxy correlations are

2 structure. T he two pairing sym m etries can m ix to result

n YBCO and BSCCO ,yhﬂe the VH S lies farbelow the
Fem ilvelin NCCO . [19]

T he purpose of the present study is to explore w hether
the di erence of the pairing sym m etry between electron
and hole doped system s can be explained w ithin the 2D
Hubbard m odel possessing the band features observed
experin entally. T he essentialband features (ham ely, the
shape ofthe Ferm isurface and the relative position ofthe
VHS toEr ) of YBCO,BSCCO,and NCCO can be re—
produced by Introducing a next-nearest neighbor (NNN )
transfer about half the nearest neighbor NN ) one. N ote
that in our previous study m entioned above f_l-C_i], such
an electron-hol asym m etry was not taken into account
since we considered the Hubbard m odel w ith only NN
transfers.

Quantum M onte Carlo @M C) m ethod isused to cal-
culate correlation functions of dyy, NN and NNN ex—
tended s aswell as dy2 2 pairings. To ook into such
diverse sym m etries has been m otivated from the follow —
Ing physical consideration. Nam ely, the pairtunneling
processesbetween k1 "; k #) and ko "; k #) favors
the pairing order param eter that satis es (g) =

(), which is a picture known to be at work in the
two-leg P023]and threedeg PL23 (2314 ubbard ladders.
In this picture, the pairtunneling between the k-points
around (0; ) and ( ;0) favorsd ,: 2 pairing. Such pro—
cesses should Indeed be pronounced In the hole-doped
cuprates because Er lies close to (0; ) and ( ;0), and
the density of states around these points is large. T hus,
in thiscase, dy2 2 pairing should be dom nant w ith pos—
sbly other symm etries m ixing slightly. By contrast, in
the electron doped case, other pairtunneling processes
may set In on a nearly equal footing in determ ining the
pairing sym m etry, because VH S liesfarbelow Er . Then,
not only dy> 2 but also dyxy pairing or extended s pair-
ing (with gap functions that have nodes on the Fem i
surface, but do not change sign by a 90 degree rotation)
w il becom e eligble, so that som e of these sym m etries
may m ix wih com parable weights.
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In fact,we ndherethatthed: ,: correlation isdom —
nant In the holedoped case, while in the electron-doped
caseboth dyz 2 an% Slxy %OEIeJatjons are enhanced, w ith
the latter havinga 2 2 structure. These two pair-
ing symm etries can In factm ix ending up w ith a nodeless
gap w ithout breaking the tin e reversal sym m etry, unlke
In dy2 2 + idyy pairing @-Q‘,é]‘] where the symm etry is
broken. Correlation of the extended swave pairings is
found to be suppressed in all the cases nvestigated.

W e consider the 2D H ubbard m odelon a square lattice
wih NN (), NNN %, and third NN %) hoppings,

X
H = tx(Qy;;y; C:erl;y; )+ ty(cg;y; Cx;y+ 1; )

Xiyi
+ tz(%;y; Cx+1;y+1; )+ tg(i;y; Cx 1;y+1; )
(00}
+ t)gci;y; Cx+ 25y

+ U

Xy

+ (g;y; Cxiy+ 2; )+ hc:

Ny Dy i

Here, (x;vy) is the coordinate of the sites, and the lattice
constant is taken as unity. Periodic boundary condition
isassum ed, and we set t;, = 1 hereafter.

A s m entioned above tl-g], it is necessary to put Ep
at U = 0 between the HOL's and LUL's separated by
an energy of " Jess than O (0:01) I order to detect
a sym ptom of superconductivity having an energy scale
of O (100K ). On the other hand, QM C is unstablk for
exactly "0 = 0, namely for open shell con gurations.
Thus, we accomplish " 0 (001) by m aking t, and
t,,and/ort? and t slightly di erent, where t € t, lifts
the degeneracy between ( k; k) and ( k; k) for
*136 k23 while 2 6 0 lifts the degeneracy between
kiski) and ( k; k).

W e have emplyed the ground-state, canonical-
ensam ble QM C, where we have in plem ented the stabi-
lization algorithm adopted by several authors. 1_2-§‘] We
adopt the free Ferm i sea as the trial state, and take the
progction In aghary tine up to 40 to ensure the
convergence. Small "% m akes the negative sign problem
serious, but by taking a relatively an allvalue ofU = 1),
we can check the convergence w ith respect to  w ithout
running into serdous sign problem .

W e have calculated the pairing correlation functions,

X
P (r)= Y (x+

J X3 J yFr
X

x;y+  y)O x;y)i wih

ONN (X;Y): (cx;y; G+ i C;(;y; Cx;y+ ; )

b

Onnn (X;Y) = (Cx;y; G+ oyt Gy & vt );

;

where = 1. Theplus (m inus) sign in Oyy corresoonds
to NN s (dy2 42) symm etries, while the plus (m inus) in
Onny tONNN s (dyy) symm etries.
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FIG.1. QMC resuk ord,: ,» (a) and dxy () pairing
correlations for a holedoped system (12 12 system wih
118 electrons with n = 082). t, = 0999, t2 =  0:429,
2= 043, €= 007, and U = 1 ( ). The dashed lines
represent the U = 0 resul. The Inset shows the HO L’s and
LUL’swihin 001 toEF .

W e have looked into various values ofn, t%, and t® in—
cluding other than the ones describbed below , and found
NN and NNN swave pairing correlations to be strongly
suppressed wih U at large distances. At rst thismay
seam odd because these pairings do not have any on-site
am plitude. This m ight be because the extended s pair-
Ings always couple, at least at the m ean— eld level, with
the on-site s pairing, f_Z-gi] which is directly suppressed
wih U > 0. Thus, we show only dy2 42 and dyy pairing
correlations in the follow ing.

We 1rst ook at the holedoped case. W e consider
al2 12 lattice with 118 electrons (pand 1lling n =
0:82) with t, = 0:999, 2 = 0429, £ = 043, and
t? = 0:07. For this choice, the HOL’s 0lat (  =6; ),



( =6; 5=6), (=3; =3),( =3; =3)and LUL’sat
(; =6), ( 5=6; =6), (=3; =3), ( =3 =3)Le
within 0.01 n energy atU = 0. TheFem isurface, repre—
sented by these HO L’sand LU L’s isdisplayed asan inset
in Figd @). There, re ecting the high density of states
around VH S, m any k-points around (0; ) and ( ;0) ap—

pear, w hile the points around Xy j= Xy J although fewer,

also exist.

In Fjg.'}'(a), we show the d,: 2 correlation asa func-
tion of real space distance r J xF J vJ Itcan be seen
that the correlation is enhanced for U = 1 over that for
U = 0, especially at lJarge distances. By contrast, the dy,
correlation shown in (o) isnot enhanced w ithin the error
bars. The dom inantd,: 2 pairing is consistent w ith the
expectation from the pairtunneling picture given above.
O n the other hand, we cannot rule out the possibility of
a snall dy, m ixing, since if m ore k-points exist in the
vicinity of Er , not only the d,2 » correlation would
be m ore enhanced, but also the dy, m ight be enhanced,
which would in ply their m ixture. Further, dyy, may m ix
In a tin ereversalbroken form , dyz g2+ idyy, 1_2-§':_2-]']espe—
cially in m agnetic elds, :_IB_'EL] which is of interest from the
viewpoint of the recent experin ental cbservations sug—
gesting such a possbility at low tem peratures. 32,331

Let us now tum to the case of electron doping. This
tim e, we take 190 electrons =12 12 m = 132) with
t, = 0999, 2 = 0499, £ = 05, and € =
0. (In the actual calculation we have em ployed the
electron-hole transform ation to consider a 98 electron

system wih t° > 0). Here, HOL’s reside at ( =3; ),
(=2; =2), ( =2; =2), while LUL'’s at ( ; =3),
(=2; =2), ( =2; =2) ©rU = 0 (nset of Figd@)).
Note that ( =2;

=2) lies right on the Fem i surface,
a feature seen in the ARPES data ofNCCO . [34]

TheQMC result in Fjg.'_z (@) show s that, although the
Fem isurface isnow shifted away from ( ;0), (0; ) down
to (; =3), ( =3; ), we still have an enhancem ent
of the dy2 2 correlation, although the enhancem ent is
an aller than that in the holed-doped case.

Now , m ore striking is the behavior of the dy, corre-
lation shown in Fig2({). At large distances, the dyy
correlation is enhanced at even distances ( x+ vy =
even), while %qipregs?d at odd distances, which m eans
that it hasa 2 2 superstructure. A Fourder trans—
form of the correlation function indeed show s that is
( ; ) component is enhanced with U .

T%e result suggests a coexistence of the dy: 2 and
the 2 2 dyy pairings, whose order param eters are
CnC x4 (Cosky oosk,) and GnC (k4 )4 (S ky sNky),
respectively, wih Q (; ). If they both have
Iongrange orders, we should take (xr;c+or) and

(€ x47C x+0)#) asbasis to diagonalize the 2 2 order
param eter m atrix to have

q

k)= A (cosky  oosk)? + B (sinky sinky)?;

where A;B > 0. This form , which is nodeless, is sim ilar
to the energy spectrum ofthe chiral spin state proposed
by W en, W ilczek, and Zee. [_§§'] T he order param eter of
the chiral spin state isde ned forh¥ci, the hopping am —
plitude, while we are here taking about hoci, the pairing
am plitude. T he corresponding superconducting gap co—
incidesw ith that ofthe d,z ,: + idyy pairing, ag#lbut
we must stress that the present order param eter is real
and hence does not break the tin e reversal sym m etry as
in dy2 42 + idyy. Thuswe end up wih a fully-gapped,
tim ereversalsym m etric m ixture ofd,> 2 and dyxy pair-
ngs.

Asseen in Figid b), the’ 2 T2 structure ofthe Ay
correlation is not observed in the holedoped case. In
fact, we have considered a w ide variety of cases, som e of
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FIG.2. A p]ots:iijartoFig:g: for an electron-doped sys—
tem (190 electrons =12 12 with n = 132) for§ = 0:999,
2= 049,£= 05 &=0andU = 1.



gl}:dipw_ i1l be published elsew here, and found that the

2 2 structure in the dy, pairing em erges only w hen
( =2; =2) lies on the Fem i surface. Then, the dif-
ference In the pairing sym m etry between the hole-doped
and electron-doped cases m ay be not only due to the
relative position of the VHS against Er , but m ay also
com e from the fact that ( 2; =2) lies very close to
the Ferm isurface n NCCO .

The relation of ( =2; =2) to the pairing having a
superstructure has also been suggested for the tJ m odel
by Ogata quite recently {_gé] U sing a variational ap—
proach to the tJ m odel, he showed that the energy of
dy2> 2 pairing state is lowered w ith a fullgap w hen m ixed
wih NN extended-s pairing having nie m omentum of
(;0) or O; ), if the systam is lightly doped, so that
( =2; =2)isclse to the Femm isurface. [37] T he dif-
ference w ith the present dy, superstructure is that the
pair here has ite total crystalm om entum of ( ; )
resulting in a 2 2 structure, while O gata’s extended
spairhasamomentum ( ;0)or 0; )witha2 2 struc
ture. A sm entioned above, we have so far found extended
swave correlations to be suppressed at large distances,
but we believe further calculation for various values of
param eters is necessary to reveal the relation between
the present resul for the Hubbard m odel and O gata’s
result for the t-J m odel

In summ ary, we have shown that the 2D Hubbard
m odel possessing band features experim entally observed
In the cuprates can account for both the d,: 2 pair-
Ing for hole doping and a nodeless pairing for electron
doping. The fact that the present result is obtained for
rather an all values of U ( t) suggests that large inter—
actions (U t) m ay not be essential to the occurrence
of superconductivity, although the strength of the inter—
action w ill certainly dom inate the absolite m agnimude of
thegap orTc .
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