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A bstract

W e present a formulation of the Constrained Path M onte Carlo (CPM C)
m ethod for fermm ions that uses trial wave-fiinctions that include m any-body
e ects. Thisnew form ulation allow s us to In plem ent a whole fam ily of gen-
eralized m ean— eld states as constraints. A s an exam ple, we calculated su—
perconducting pairing correlation functions for the two-din ensional repulsive
Hubbard m odelusing a BC S trial state as the constraint. W e com pared the
results with the case where a freeelectron trial wave-function is used. W e
found that the correlation functions are independent ofwhich state isused as
the constraint, which rea m s the results previously found by Zhang et. aﬁ:
regarding the suppression of long range pairing correlations as the system size

ncreases.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of high tem perature superconductivity, an enomm ous e ort has been
devoted to the theoretical study of tw o-din ensional electronic m odels. This e ort is driven
by the beliefthat them echanism for superconductivity liesw ithin the CuO , planes com m on
to these m aterials and is dom inantly electronic in origin. The two-din ensional repulsive
Hubbard m odel has attracted the m ost attention as the sin plest e ective m odel possibly
em bodying the key electronic phenom ena at low energies. Num erous works on this m odel
have reproduced qualitatively the cbserved m agnetic properties ofthe cuprates in the nom al
state:é H ow ever, the search for superconductivity In the H ubbard m odel, although intensive
and extensive, has yielded few positive jndicators:é

M ost of the present know ledge on the phase diagram of the two-din ensional repulsive
Hubbard m odel has been cbtained by combination of theorem s and num erical studies of

nite size clusters. T he num erical studies used Lanczos, VarationalM onte C arlo, and zero
or nite tam perature quantum M onte Carlb technigues. In a superconducting phass, one
expects the superconducting pairing correlation functions to exhibit o -diagonal long range
order OD LRO ), which isan indication oftheM eissnere ect:2 W ith this in m ind, a num ber
of nvestigators have calculated pairing correlation fiinctions in various symm etry channels.
However, m ost calculations were lin ited to high tem peratures and am all system sizes. In
the case ofM onte C arlo studies these lin tations were In posed by the ferm ion sign problam
which causes the variances of com puted quantities and hence the com puting tin e to grow
exponentially with the increase In system sizes.

Reoently, a new zero tem perature quantum M onte C arlo m ethod, the C onstrained P ath
Monte Carlo (CPM C), was developed that overcom es the m apr lin itations of the sign
problem :“-’l Thism ethod allow s the calculation of pairing correlation finctions at zero tem —
perature w ithout the exponential increase In com puter tim e w ith system size. Using this
m ethod, Zhang et alE: calculated d,2 2 -Wwave and extended swave pairing correlation func-

tions versus distance In the ground state for lattices up to 16  16. They found that the



de> 2-Wave correlations are stronger than extended swave correlations. However, as the
system size or the Interaction strength was increased, the m agniude of the long—range part
ofboth correlation functions vanished.

A Tthough the ndingsofZhanget aL:l: provide evidence forthe absence of OD LRO in the
tw o-din ensional H ubbard m odel, the CPM C m ethod is approxin ate and has a system atic
error which is di cult to gauge. T he system atic error is associated w ith the wave-function
used to constrain the M arkov chains produced by the M onte C arlo procedure. M ore specif-
ically, In the CPM C m ethod the ground state wave-function is represented by an ensam bl
of Slater detemm inants. A s these detem nants evolve in in aginary tim e, the ones wih a
negative overlap with a constraining wave-function are discarded. This procedure elin i~
nates the sign problem but introduces an approxin ation that depends on the quality ofthe
constraining wave-fiinction. Zhang et al.'LJ-: used freeelectron and unrestricted H artreeFock
wave-functions. M ore sophisticated choices of wave-functions, particularly ones exhiboiting
strongly correlated electron e ects, are typically di cult to im plem ent, because of the in—
creasing num ber of Slater detemm inants needed and the consequent Increase In com puting
tin e.

In this work, we extended the form ulation of the CPM C method in a way that allow s
the use of a wide varety of trial wave-functions w ith only a an all ncrease In com puting
tin e. A s an illustration, we caloulated the superconducting pairing correlation finctions of
the two-dim ensional repulsive Hubbard m odel in the d,» -wave channel using as a con-—
strain a BC S wave-function that has superconducting OD LRO .W e found that the resulting
correlation fiinctions are the sam e as those obtained using the freeelectron and H artree—
Fock constraining wave-functions. This rea m s the results by Zhang et al:l: regarding the
vanishing of long range pairing correlations as the system size Increases.

T he articke is organized as ollow s: in section TIwe brie y describbe the CPM C technique
em phasizing aspects of the new formulation. In section TIT we de ne the Ham iltonian and
pairing correlation fiinctions and present our resuls. In section V! we discuss our conclu-

sions.



IT. M ETHOD

In this section we sum m arize them ain featuresofthe CPM C m ethod. Foram oredetailed
description ofthem ethod sese Ref.4. In the CPM C m ethod, the ground-state w ave-function
J olisprofcted In Inaghary tine from a known initialwave-function j ( = 0)i= j i

by a branching random walk in an over-com plte space of Slater detem inants j i,

where ¢ creates and electron in orbital jwith spin = @y = ¢ c ), and
h j%6 o @)

with N the number of avaibbl single-particle states (for the Hubbard m odel corresoonds
to the totalnum ber of lattice sites) and N the number of particles wih soin . The total
num ber of electrons isgiven by No = Nuw + Ng.

T he progction corresponds to nding the ground-state from the long-tin e solution of

the in agihary-tim e representation of Schrodinger’s equation speci ed by a H am iltonian B

@3 1 .
@f’l= € EoDji @)

w ith E, the ground-state energy  issetto 1).

Provided Ny = h ¢j (0)i%6 0 and i being tin e-independent, the fom al solution
j(i=e ©EVy )i @)
has the property
Im 3§ ()i= Noj oi ©)

On the com puter this large  lim it isaccom plished by breakingup  in an all tin e-steps

and iterating the equation

o n+ 1z H ETﬁ)-n- (6)



where E; is a guess at the ground-state energy Eqg and N = w ith Ny the num ber of
In agihary tin esteps. As ! 1 , the iteration becom es stationary, ie. @3 i=@ = 0, and
ifEr isadjusted toequalky,then 3 ( ! 1 )i= Ngj oi.

T he propagation In In agihary tin e is done In the ollow Ing way: in the space of Slater
determm inants, we write j ¢i = F ()jiand choos=e () > 0. By being positive, the
function ( ) describesthe distribution ofSlater determm inants representing the ground state.
The M onte Carlo process sam ples from this distribution. This process is in plam ented by
the application of a T rotter decom position and a H ubbard-Stratonovich transfom ation to
the iterative equation 6) and converting it into

z
j "tti=  dxP ®)B &®)j "i )

where x is a m ultidin ensional random varabl distributed according to P (x) and B (x) is
an operator approxin ating e f fra given value of the random varable, whose general
structure is a product of exponentials of operators quadratic In cand . Foreadch tin e step
;B %) hasthe property of transform ing one Slater determ inant into another. TheM onte
Carl m ethod evaluates the m ultidin ensional integral (%) by usig an ensam ble of random
walkers represented by Slater determm nants j i. For each walker, i samples x from P (x)

and then obtains the new Slater determm inant by m ultiplying
JP7i=B &)L ®)

O nce the M onte C arlo procedure converges, the ensemble of j 1 represents j ¢i in the sense
that their distribution isaM onte Carlo sam pling of ( ). In thissense, the CPM C approach
is a sort of stochastic con guration interaction m ethod.

To specify the ground-state wave-function com pltely, only detem nants satisfying
h ¢j i> 0 are needed because j (i resides In either of two degenerate halves of the Slater
determm inantal space (in general, am anifold ofdinension N, N N.)), ssparated by a nodal
hypersurface N de ned by h ¢j i= 0. The sign problem occurs because walkers can cross
N as their orbitals evolve continuously in the random walk. A sym ptotically ln =~ they pop—

ulate the two halves equally, leading to an ensem bl that tends to have zero overlap w ith



J oi. IEN wereknown, onewould sin ply constrain the random walk to one halfofthe space
and obtain an exact solution of Schrodinger’s equation. In the CPM C m ethod, w ithout a
priori know ledge of N , we use a constraining wave-function, which we usually take to be
the trial wave-function j i, and require the Slater detem inants to satisfy h +j i > O.
T hus, the quality of the calculation clearly dependson j . i. In the past only freeelectron
or HartreeFock wave-flinctions were in plem ented, m ainly due to their sin plicity and the
novelty of the m ethod. However, it is desirabl to use m ore sophisticated wave-flinctions
that lnclude m any-ody e ects. Forexam ple, to study superconductiviy it is interesting to
In plam ent trial wave-functions that exhii OD LRO, lke a BC S wave-fiinction.

O ur goalis to use tral wave-functions of the type (i. e., a Bogoliugov transform ation of
the vacuum Pi, WOPi= 1)

Y
jri= W + VicGnC ) P1 ©)
K

w here the product includes all values of m om entum k = (k,;k,) In the rst Brillouin zone
and 1, F + T = 1 to ensure nomalization h tj ri= 1). Other than satisfying the
nom alization condition, the param eters u, and v can be chosen arbitrarily.

Equation (§) represents a wave-finction that does not have a xed particle number
N.. To represent a xed electron number, j i needs to be procted onto that particular
subspace. The resulting wave-finction is a linear com bination of a lJarge num ber of Slater
detem J'nantsg (large In the sense that the num ber grow s very rapidly with system size and
particle num ber to the point where it becom es in practical to use). A tematively, one can
work In an extended space w ith di erent electron num bers. To do that, we follow Y okoyam a
and Shjba:rd and perform a particle-hol transform ation on one of the spin species:

8

: e S i

Pd = d

U sing this transfom ation and noting that the new vacuum i is related to the old one by

10)

Y
Pi=  &Pi 11)
k



we can rew rite j ;i In temm s of the new ¢ and d operators:

Y
Jjri= dy + vig)Pi 12)
K

so that j .1 is rpresented by a single Slater detem lnant. Sihce we are Interested in
profcting out the ground statew ith a xed electron num ber, we have to use the propagator
e # Bl ¥o o $()and choose , the chem ical potential, to select the desired num ber

A A P
of ekectrons N, = h oNcj gi=h ¢j o1 Ne = ; ny ). At the end of the pro®ction the

J

ground state wave-fiinction willhave a xed num ber of electrons given by the choice of

The changes In the CPM C m ethod necessary to use the BCS form of a correlated wave—
function arem inor. Instead ofm atrices forup and down soin ofsizesN N to represent
the random walkers, they, aswell as the trdalwave-function j 1 i, are now represented by a
single m atrix of size 2N N . The increase In com putation tim e caused by the increase in
the size of the m atrices depends on the system size and the num ber of particles. A rough
estin ate gives the increase as the factor 3AN=N.. For exampl, fora 6 6 system wih
N.= 26thisis4 = 289N =N.. The closer we get to half- lling N, = N ) the an aller the

Increase. In general, or the 1ling fractions studied here, the increase n com puter tin e is

ofthe order of 4.

IIT. CALCULATION AND RESULTS

The Ham iltonian is the usual Hubbard Ham iltonian on a square lattice w ith periodic

boundary conditions:
N X X

H= t (éi’; c, + c}’ c,)+U NynNy 13)

<ijp>; i
where t is the nearest neighbor hopping m atrix elem ent and U is the on-site Coulomb
repulsion. W e sst t = 1 so that all energies are m easured in units of t. In tem s of the
operators c and d de ned by the transfom ation (@0) the Ham iltonian has the form

X X

H= t (o+de dd d&d)+U nfd nf) 14)

< ij> i



where n{ (n‘ij) denotes the occupation In the ¢ (d) orbital. This transform ed H am iltonian
corresoonds to a twoband soinless ferm ion m odel.
W e com puted the ground-state energy and the superconducting pairing correlation func—

tions in the dy> 2-wave channel using the follow ing de nitions:

P4R)=h [R) 401 15)

where the pair eld operator is
4®) = B0 GGy GryGroo] (16)
wih ™= 2R; ¢,%5( R8)=1and f5( )= 1 . R denotes the position In the Jattice in

units of the lattice constant which is taken to be uniy.

W e used trial wave-fiinctions of the form  (9) w ith u, and v given by the BC'S relation

AY!
— = = (L7)

Uk K +  (x ¥+ 3 «F

where , is a singke particke energy and | isthegap, = £ k). is a variational
cnumber and f (k) represents the symm etry of the pairing which we choose to be d,2 2,
f k)= ocosky) cosky).

W e concentrated in the d,2 2-wave channel in part because the existence of OD LRO in
the extended swave channel is conditioned upon the existence of OD LRO in the isotropic
Swave channelﬁ Since the possbility of pairing in the isotropic swave channel is highly
unlkely forthe repulsive H ubbard m odel, so is the chance ofpairing In the extended swave
channel. M oreover, these statem ents have been veri ed num erically by us and by Zhang et
allﬂ*' A lso, it has been increasingly established experin entally that the order param eter In
the superconducting cuprates has d,: 2-wave symm etry.

W e used two di erent trial wave-fiinctions: one wih = 05, whith corresponds to
a BCS superconducting state, and the other one wih = 0, whith corresponds to the
freeelectron case. In both cases we choose the param eter In the BC S wave-function so

that h T;NAej ri= N. where N. is the number of electrons we are interested in. W hile the
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freeelectron wave-function has a xed number of electrons ( y, = MW, i W 2 = 0),

the BC S wave-function wih # 0 hascom ponentsw ith di erent electron num bers so that

n. & 0. It is In portant to notice that in generalthe param eter in the BCS wave-flinction
is di erent than the one used In the propagator U (). The latter one is set so that at the
end of the propagation the ground state has the desired num ber of electrons N . .

To illustrate the di erence between these two wavefunctions, n Fig. 1 we plt
the variational value of the d,» p-wave correlation functions versus distance, that is
h 3 g(R) a©0)j i, or the two tral wave-functions n a 10 10 system wih U = 4
and N, = 82, so that the lling fraction isn, = N =N = 0:82. This lling corresponds to a
closed shell case, that is, the freeelectron ground state isnon-degenerate. In the freeelectron
case the correlations die out rapidly with distance, whilke in the BCS case the existence of
ODLRO isevident in the sense that for long distances, the correlation functions approach

a nite value given by the square of the superconducting order param eter 5S¢ :

scC 4 X 4 X k
=5 fluw=—  fke — (18)
K K (x X+ %
T he overlap between the two nom alized tralwave-functionsish + ( = 0)j ¢ ( = 05)i=
00076, so the two wave-functions are close to being orthogonal

The varationalenergy E, = h ¢ jHAj r1ismuch larger for the BCS trialwave-function
than for the freeelectron trialwave-finction. In generalwe nd that the variational energy
Increases m onotonically w ith the param eter ofthe BCS wave-function, as it is shown In
Fig. 2 ora 10 10 system wih U = 4 and WN.i= 82. This variation contrasts previous
resuls obtained wih the Variational M onte Carlo m ethod, which found that a non—zero

#% H owever, I these cases, a G utzw iller factor

ooy

valie of m inin izes the varationalenergy.
was Included in the wave-function that procted out totally or partially the states w ih
double occupancy. Tt seem s that the Inclusion of this factor is crucial to obtain a m nin um
of the variational energy at a nite value of . At present, our form ulation does not allow

the use of trialw ave-functions that are non-fodk states such asthe G uztw iller w ave—fuinction :
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with g a variational param eter that detem Ines the average num ber of doubly occupied
sites. W hen g= 1, doublk occupation is com pletely suppressed.) Even though such wave-
finctions are not In plem ented, since we are doing a progction in in aghary tin e onto the
ground state of the system , it is not crucial to in prove the variational energy of our trial
State.

In the hrge U Iim i, the Hubbard m odel can be m apped onto thet J model . This
strong coupling lin i wasused in Refs.§ and '§ to caloulate the energy, m aking a com parison
w ith our work di cul. However, we can do a com parison with Ref. 9;since they used the
Hubbard Ham iltonian to calculate the energy. In their Fig. 1 they report the varational
energy per site as a function of fora 6 6 system with U = 8, 32 electrons, periodic
boundary conditions in the x direction and antiperiodic in the y direction. From their

gure, the m inimum value for the energy per site is 0.65523 and corresponds to a value
of = 0:. The variational energy per site that we cbtain for the sam e system but with
periodic boundary conditions In both directions is 0.02726. The di erence can lkely be
acoounted for by the fact that we did not profct our wave-finction onto a xed particle
num ber and second, we did not use a G utzw iller factor. H owever, the ground state energy
per site calculated w ith the CPM C method is 0:7272 00005, which is considerably lower
than their value.

A s a check of our algorithm we com pared the correlation fiinctions and ground-state
energy given by the CPM C m ethod using the freeelectron trial wave-function w ith resuls
by Zhang et aL,-'}é who used the origmhal form ulation ofthe CPM C, fora 6 6 system wih
U=4and N.,= 26andan 8 8 system wih U = 8 and N, = 50. W e found excellent
agream ent w ith their results.

In Fig. 3 we plot the resulting correlations functions given by the CPM C calculation

w ith the two trial wave-functions used in Fig. 1, for 10 10 with U = 4. It is clear that

the results are essentially the sam e no m atter what tral wave-function is used. The long

10



distance m agnitude of the correlation fiinctions is very am all, an aller than the freeelectron
case.

Sin ilar calculations to the ones presented n Fig. 3 were done ©or8 8 and 6 6
system swih U = 4;6 and 8 and dopings corresponding to closed shells cases. The results
are oconsistently the sam e: the correlation functions are the sam e no m atter what trial
wave-fiinction is used. The ground-state energy, however, is always larger when the BCS
wave-function is used. The di erence between the two ground-state energies is lJarger for
largerU . W hen the BC S wave-function isused, we nd that there arem ore nodal crossings;
that is, m ore walkers are discarded because their overlap w ih the trial wave-function is
negative. W e believe this is why the energy is higher in the case ofthe BC S wave-function.

W e did not use system s larger than 10 10 In part because as system size Increases, it
becom esm ore di cult to select in the propagator to get the desired num ber of electrons.
T his is because the energy lvels are getting closer In Jarger system s. A 1so, we found that
the correlation fiinctions are the sam e no m atter w hich trialwave-function isused for6 6,
8 8and 10 10 system s. Thisevidence isenough to conclude that the correlation finctions

are Independent of which trial wave-fuinctions is used.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e presented a form ulation of the CPM C m ethod that uses tral wave-fiinctions that
Include correlation e ects and have com ponents of di erent electron num bers. Instead of
progcting it onto a subspace with xed number of electrons, we used a particke-holk trans-
fom ation in one of the spin species to write such tral wave-fiinctions as only one Slater
determm mnant.

Because of the increase in the size of them atrices used, this form ulation involres a an all
Increase In com puting tim e com pared to the original form ulation. The increase In CPU
tin e is roughly 3N=N.. For the dopings considered in this work it comes to a factor of

approxin ately 4.
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Thisnew fomulation is very general and allow s the in plem entation ofa whole fam ily of
m ean- eld wave-functions. Follow ing Bach, Ligb and So]ovejii-' we call this class of finctions
generalized H artreeFock states, i. e., states that are ground states of som e quadratic m ean—

eld Ham iltonian in Fock space which do not necessarily conserve particle num ber. Possble
exam ples Include spin-density wave, charge-density wave and superconductivity.

A s an illustration, and because of its in portance in high tem perature superconductivity,
we used a BCS trial wave-function w ith dy> 2-wave symm etry to calculate the supercon-—
ducting pairing correlation functions in the ground state for the two-din ensional repulsive
Hubbard m odel. W e com pared this result w ith the one using the freeelectron trial wave-
function.Westudied 6 6,8 8,and 10 10 system s for di erent values ofU and dopings
and found that the resuls for the correlation functions are independent ofwhich trialwave-
function isused for the constraint.

M ost of the calculations presented In this work correspond to closed shell cases, that is,
electron 1llings w ith a non-degenerate freeelectron ground state. To chedk the consistency
of our results we also studied som e open shell cases ke a 6 6 systam with 32 electrons
ne = 0:89), U = 8 and periodic boundary conditions. W e used three di erent trial wave
functions: one freeelectron wave fiinction with a xed number of electrons, another free—
electron wave function but wih some paired electrons in the Fem i surface and a BCS
wave-fiinction with = 0d. The CPM C resul is consistent w ith those of the closed shell
cases: the superconducting pairing correlation functions, which vanish for large distances,
are Independent of the trial wave-function used. Technically, the open shell case is m ore
di cul because in general the freeelectron trial wave-fiinctions do not have translational
invariance. Forthis reason, one ndsdi erent values ofthe correlation finctions forthe sam e
distance R jbut di erent directions in the lattice. To overcom e this problem we averaged
the correlation functions for a given R jover all possble directions In the lattice. This
procedure is also used for the closed shell cases but ism ore relevant in the open shell case
w here the di erences are caused by a broken sym m etry introduced by the trialw ave-finction

as oppossed to an all statistical uctuations due to the M onte C arlo process.
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These resultsrea m the previousonesby Zhangetal. i In plying the absence ofOD LRO
n the dy2 2-wave channel of the two-din ensional repulsive Hubbard m odel. W e do not
dism iss the possibility of OD LRO existing in som e exotic channel or for som e com bination
of quasiparticle operators instead of the bare ones::lé This work has only nvestigated the
channels com m only studied. A Ithough it isnot rigorously proven that the absence ofOD LRO
In plies no M eissner e ect and consequently no superconductivity, it is reasonable to think
that a m odelw ithout apparent OD LRO is nappropriate as a m odel of the superconducting
phase for the high tem perature superconducting m aterials.

The lack of clear num erical evidence of d,: 2-wave superconductivity upon doping and

the abundance of clear num erical evidence of antiferrom agnetism at half Iling m akes it
hard to see how a theory, lke the SO (5) phenom enology, can apply to the Hubbard m odel
as som e have recently suggested :'}5 T his phenom enology requires the antiferrom agnetic long
range order at half- lling to transform into d,: z-wave superconducting long range order
In the doped states. Ifthe low lying excited states have approxin ate SO (5) sym m etry, why
then does the strong antiferrom agnetic state transform into som ething that is so hard to

nd? The two-dim ensional repulsive H ubbard m odel seam s to be an Inapproprate candidate

for the SO (5) phenom enology.
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FIGURES
FIG .1l. Varational value of the pairing correlations versus distance R jfor two di erent trial
wave-functionsin a 10 10 system . Param etersareU = 4 and 1ling fraction nn = 0:82. TheBCS

wave-flinction exhibitsODLRO .

FIG .2. BCS variational energy per site as a function of for the same system as n Fig. 1.
The energy increases m onotonically wih . The Inset shows an aller values of where Ref. 9

ndsamininum .

FIG . 3. Pairing correlation functions In the d,> 2-wave channel given by the CPM C m ethod
for sam e system as in Fig. 1. The inset show s the Iong range part in detail. The results are the
sam e orthetwo di erent trialw ave-functions: the correlations decay quickly w ith distance. E rrors

bars are an aller than the size of the sym bols.
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