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Abstract

W e present a form ulation ofthe Constrained Path M onte Carlo (CPM C)

m ethod for ferm ions that uses trialwave-functions that include m any-body

e� ects. Thisnew form ulation allowsusto im plem enta whole fam ily ofgen-

eralized m ean-� eld states as constraints. As an exam ple,we calculated su-

perconducting pairing correlation functionsforthetwo-dim ensionalrepulsive

Hubbard m odelusing a BCS trialstate asthe constraint. W e com pared the

results with the case where a free-electron trialwave-function is used. W e

found thatthecorrelation functionsareindependentofwhich stateisused as

the constraint,which rea� rm sthe resultspreviously found by Zhang et.al1

regardingthesuppression oflong rangepairingcorrelationsasthesystem size

increases.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Sincethediscovery ofhigh tem peraturesuperconductivity,an enorm ouse�orthasbeen

devoted to thetheoreticalstudy oftwo-dim ensionalelectronicm odels.Thise�ortisdriven

by thebeliefthatthem echanism forsuperconductivity lieswithin theCuO 2 planescom m on

to these m aterials and is dom inantly electronic in origin. The two-dim ensionalrepulsive

Hubbard m odelhas attracted the m ost attention asthe sim plest e�ective m odelpossibly

em bodying the key electronic phenom ena atlow energies. Num erousworkson thism odel

havereproduced qualitativelytheobserved m agneticpropertiesofthecupratesin thenorm al

state.2 However,thesearch forsuperconductivity in theHubbard m odel,although intensive

and extensive,hasyielded few positiveindicators.2

M ostofthe present knowledge on the phase diagram ofthe two-dim ensionalrepulsive

Hubbard m odelhas been obtained by com bination oftheorem s and num ericalstudies of

�nitesizeclusters.Thenum ericalstudiesused Lanczos,VariationalM onteCarlo,and zero

or�nite tem perature quantum M onte Carlo techniques. In a superconducting phase,one

expectsthesuperconducting pairing correlation functionsto exhibito�-diagonallong range

order(ODLRO),which isan indication oftheM eissnere�ect.3 W ith thisin m ind,anum ber

ofinvestigatorshavecalculated pairing correlation functionsin varioussym m etry channels.

However,m ostcalculations were lim ited to high tem peratures and sm allsystem sizes. In

thecaseofM onteCarlo studiestheselim itationswereim posed by theferm ion sign problem

which causesthe variancesofcom puted quantitiesand hence the com puting tim e to grow

exponentially with theincreasein system sizes.

Recently,a new zero tem peraturequantum M onteCarlo m ethod,theConstrained Path

M onte Carlo (CPM C),was developed that overcom es the m ajor lim itations ofthe sign

problem .4 Thism ethod allowsthe calculation ofpairing correlation functionsatzero tem -

perature without the exponentialincrease in com puter tim e with system size. Using this

m ethod,Zhang etal.1 calculated dx2� y2-waveand extended s-wavepairing correlation func-

tionsversus distance in the ground state forlatticesup to 16� 16. They found thatthe
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dx2� y2-wave correlations are stronger than extended s-wave correlations. However,as the

system sizeortheinteraction strength wasincreased,them agnitudeofthelong-rangepart

ofboth correlation functionsvanished.

Although the�ndingsofZhangetal.1 provideevidencefortheabsenceofODLRO in the

two-dim ensionalHubbard m odel,the CPM C m ethod isapproxim ate and hasa system atic

errorwhich isdi�cultto gauge.Thesystem atic errorisassociated with thewave-function

used to constrain theM arkov chainsproduced by theM onteCarlo procedure.M orespecif-

ically,in theCPM C m ethod the ground statewave-function isrepresented by an ensem ble

ofSlater determ inants. As these determ inants evolve in im aginary tim e,the ones with a

negative overlap with a constraining wave-function are discarded. This procedure elim i-

natesthesign problem butintroducesan approxim ation thatdependson thequality ofthe

constraining wave-function. Zhang etal.1 used free-electron and unrestricted Hartree-Fock

wave-functions. M ore sophisticated choices ofwave-functions,particularly onesexhibiting

strongly correlated electron e�ects,are typically di�cultto im plem ent,because ofthe in-

creasing num berofSlaterdeterm inants needed and the consequent increase in com puting

tim e.

In thiswork,we extended the form ulation ofthe CPM C m ethod in a way thatallows

the use ofa wide variety oftrialwave-functions with only a sm allincrease in com puting

tim e.Asan illustration,wecalculated thesuperconducting pairing correlation functionsof

the two-dim ensionalrepulsive Hubbard m odelin the dx2� y2-wave channelusing as a con-

strain a BCS wave-function thathassuperconducting ODLRO.W efound thattheresulting

correlation functions are the sam e as those obtained using the free-electron and Hartree-

Fock constraining wave-functions.Thisrea�rm stheresultsby Zhang etal.1 regarding the

vanishing oflong rangepairing correlationsasthesystem sizeincreases.

Thearticleisorganized asfollows:in section IIwebrie
y describetheCPM C technique

em phasizing aspectsofthe new form ulation. In section IIIwe de�ne the Ham iltonian and

pairing correlation functionsand presentourresults. In section IV we discussourconclu-

sions.
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II. M ET H O D

Inthissection wesum m arizethem ainfeaturesoftheCPM C m ethod.Foram oredetailed

description ofthem ethod seeRef.4.In theCPM C m ethod,theground-statewave-function

j	 0iisprojected in im aginary tim e� from a known initialwave-function j	(� = 0)i= j	Ti

by a branching random walk in an over-com pletespaceofSlaterdeterm inantsj�i,

j�i=

N �Y

i;�

�
y

i�j0i ; �
y

i� =

NX

j= 1

c
y

j��
�
ji ; (1)

wherec
y

j� createsand electron in orbitalj with spin � (nj� = c
y

j�cj�),and

h�j�
0
i6= ���0 (2)

with N the num berofavailable single-particle states(forthe Hubbard m odelcorresponds

to thetotalnum beroflatticesites)and N � thenum berofparticleswith spin �.Thetotal

num berofelectronsisgiven by N e = N " + N #.

The projection corresponds to �nding the ground-state from the long-tim e solution of

theim aginary-tim erepresentation ofSchr�odinger’sequation speci�ed by a Ham iltonian Ĥ

@j	i

@�
= �(Ĥ � E 01̂l)j	i (3)

with E 0 theground-stateenergy (�h issetto 1).

Provided N 0 = h	 0j	(0)i6= 0 and Ĥ being tim e-independent,theform alsolution

j	(�)i= e
� �(Ĥ � E 01̂l)j	(0)i (4)

hastheproperty

lim
�! 1

j	(�)i= N 0j	 0i (5)

On thecom puterthislarge� lim itisaccom plished by breaking up � in sm alltim e-steps��

and iterating theequation

j	 n+ 1
i= e

� � �(Ĥ � E T 1̂l)j	 n
i (6)
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where E T isa guessatthe ground-state energy E 0 and ��N s = � with Ns the num berof

im aginary tim e-steps. As� ! 1 ,the iteration becom esstationary,i.e. @j	i=@� = 0,and

ifE T isadjusted to equalE 0,then j	(� ! 1 )i= N 0j	 0i.

The propagation in im aginary tim e isdone in the following way:in the space ofSlater

determ inants,we write j	 0i =
P

� �(�)j�i and choose �(�) > 0. By being positive,the

function �(�)describesthedistribution ofSlaterdeterm inantsrepresentingthegroundstate.

The M onte Carlo processsam ples from thisdistribution. Thisprocess isim plem ented by

the application ofa Trotterdecom position and a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation to

theiterativeequation (6)and converting itinto

j	 n+ 1
i=

Z

dxP(x)B (x)j	 n
i (7)

where x isa m ulti-dim ensionalrandom variabledistributed according to P(x)and B (x)is

an operatorapproxim ating e� � �Ĥ fora given value ofthe random variable,whose general

structureisa productofexponentialsofoperatorsquadraticin cand cy.Foreach tim estep

��,B (x)hastheproperty oftransform ingoneSlaterdeterm inantintoanother.TheM onte

Carlo m ethod evaluatesthem ulti-dim ensionalintegral (7)by using an ensem bleofrandom

walkers represented by Slaterdeterm inants j�i. Foreach walker,itsam ples x from P(x)

and then obtainsthenew Slaterdeterm inantby m ultiplying

j�
n+ 1

i= B (x)j�ni (8)

OncetheM onteCarlo procedureconverges,theensem bleofj�irepresentsj	 0iin thesense

thattheirdistribution isaM onteCarlosam plingof�(�).In thissense,theCPM C approach

isa sortofstochasticcon�guration interaction m ethod.

To specify the ground-state wave-function com pletely, only determ inants satisfying

h	 0j�i> 0 areneeded because j	 0iresidesin eitheroftwo degenerate halvesoftheSlater

determ inantalspace(in general,am anifold ofdim ension N e(N � N e)),separated by anodal

hypersurface N de�ned by h	 0j�i= 0.The sign problem occursbecausewalkerscan cross

N astheirorbitalsevolvecontinuously in therandom walk.Asym ptotically in � they pop-

ulate the two halves equally,leading to an ensem ble thattends to have zero overlap with
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j	 0i.IfN wereknown,onewould sim ply constrain therandom walk toonehalfofthespace

and obtain an exactsolution ofSchr�odinger’sequation. In the CPM C m ethod,withouta

priori knowledge ofN ,we use a constraining wave-function,which we usually take to be

the trialwave-function j	 Ti,and require the Slater determ inants to satisfy h	 Tj�i > 0.

Thus,thequality ofthecalculation clearly dependson j	 Ti.In thepastonly free-electron

orHartree-Fock wave-functions were im plem ented,m ainly due to theirsim plicity and the

novelty ofthe m ethod. However,it is desirable to use m ore sophisticated wave-functions

thatincludem any-body e�ects.Forexam ple,to study superconductivity itisinteresting to

im plem enttrialwave-functionsthatexhibitODLRO,likea BCS wave-function.

Ourgoalisto usetrialwave-functionsofthetype(i.e.,a Bogoliugov transform ation of

thevacuum j0i,h0j0i= 1)

j	 Ti=
Y

k

(uk + vkc
y

k"c
y

� k#)j0i (9)

where the productincludesallvaluesofm om entum k = (kx;ky)in the �rstBrillouin zone

and jukj
2 + jvkj

2 = 1 to ensure norm alization (h	 Tj	 Ti = 1). Other than satisfying the

norm alization condition,theparam etersuk and vk can bechosen arbitrarily.

Equation (9) represents a wave-function that does not have a �xed particle num ber

N e. To representa �xed electron num ber,j	 Tineedsto be projected onto thatparticular

subspace. The resulting wave-function isa linearcom bination ofa large num berofSlater

determ inants5 (largein thesensethatthenum bergrowsvery rapidly with system sizeand

particle num berto the pointwhere itbecom esim practicalto use). Alternatively,one can

work in an extended spacewith di�erentelectron num bers.Todothat,wefollow Yokoyam a

and Shiba6 and perform a particle-holetransform ation on oneofthespin species:

8
>><

>>:

dk = c
y

� k#

c
y

k = c
y

k"

(10)

Using thistransform ation and noting thatthenew vacuum je0iisrelated to theold oneby

j0i=
Y

k

d
y

kj
e0i (11)
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wecan rewritej	 Tiin term softhenew cand d operators:

j	 Ti=
Y

k

(ukd
y

k + vkc
y

k)j
e0i (12)

so that j	 Ti is represented by a single Slater determ inant. Since we are interested in

projecting outtheground statewith a�xed electron num ber,wehavetousethepropagator

e� �(Ĥ � E 01̂l� �N̂ e) = Û(�)and choose �,the chem icalpotential,to selectthe desired num ber

ofelectrons N e = h	 0jN̂ ej	 0i=h	 0j	 0i (N̂ e =
P

j� nj�). At the end ofthe projection the

ground statewave-function willhavea �xed num berofelectronsgiven by thechoiceof�.

Thechangesin theCPM C m ethod necessary to usetheBCS form ofa correlated wave-

function arem inor.Instead ofm atrices�� forup and down spin ofsizesN � N � torepresent

therandom walkers,they,aswellasthetrialwave-function j	 Ti,arenow represented by a

single m atrix ofsize 2N � N . The increase in com putation tim e caused by the increase in

the size ofthe m atricesdependson the system size and the num berofparticles. A rough

estim ate gives the increase as the factor 3N =N e. For exam ple,for a 6 � 6 system with

N e = 26 thisis4 = 2:89N =N e. The closerwe getto half-�lling (N e = N )the sm allerthe

increase. In general,forthe �lling fractionsstudied here,the increase in com putertim e is

oftheorderof4.

III. C A LC U LAT IO N A N D R ESU LT S

The Ham iltonian is the usualHubbard Ham iltonian on a square lattice with periodic

boundary conditions:

Ĥ = �t
X

< ij> ;�

(c
y

i;�cj;� + c
y

j;�ci;�)+ U
X

i

ni"ni# (13)

where t is the nearest neighbor hopping m atrix elem ent and U is the on-site Coulom b

repulsion. W e set t = 1 so that allenergies are m easured in units oft. In term s ofthe

operatorscand d de�ned by thetransform ation (10)theHam iltonian hastheform

Ĥ = �t
X

< ij>

(c
y

icj + c
y

jci� d
y

idj � d
y

jdi)+ U
X

i

n
c
i(1� n

d
i) (14)
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where nci (n
d
i)denotes the occupation in the c (d)orbital. This transform ed Ham iltonian

correspondsto a two-band spinlessferm ion m odel.

W ecom puted theground-stateenergy and thesuperconducting pairingcorrelation func-

tionsin thedx2� y2-wavechannelusing thefollowing de�nitions:

Pd(~R)= h�
y

d(
~R)� d(0)i (15)

wherethepair�eld operatoris

� d(~R)=
P

~�

fd(~�)[c~R "c~R + ~�#� c~R #c~R + ~�"] (16)

with ~� = � x̂;� ŷ ,fd(� x̂)= 1 and fd(� ŷ)= �1 . ~R denotesthe position in the lattice in

unitsofthelatticeconstantwhich istaken to beunity.

W eused trialwave-functionsoftheform (9)with uk and vk given by theBCS relation

vk

uk
=

� k

�k � � +
q

(�k � �)2 + j� kj
2

(17)

where �k is a single particle energy and � k is the gap,� k = �f(k). � is a variational

c-num ber and f(k)represents the sym m etry ofthe pairing which we choose to be dx2� y2,

f(k)= cos(kx)� cos(ky).

W econcentrated in thedx2� y2-wavechannelin partbecausetheexistenceofODLRO in

the extended s-wave channelisconditioned upon the existence ofODLRO in the isotropic

s-wave channel.7 Since the possibility ofpairing in the isotropic s-wave channelis highly

unlikely fortherepulsiveHubbard m odel,so isthechanceofpairing in theextended s-wave

channel.M oreover,these statem entshavebeen veri�ed num erically by usand by Zhang et

al.1 Also,ithas been increasingly established experim entally that the order param eter in

thesuperconducting cuprateshasdx2� y2-wavesym m etry.

W e used two di�erent trialwave-functions: one with � = 0:5,which corresponds to

a BCS superconducting state,and the other one with � = 0,which corresponds to the

free-electron case. In both cases we choose the param eter� in the BCS wave-function so

thath	 TjN̂ ej	 Ti= N e whereN e isthenum berofelectronsweareinterested in.W hilethe
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free-electron wave-function has a �xed num ber ofelectrons (�N e
=

q

hN̂ e

2

i� hN̂ ei
2 = 0),

theBCS wave-function with �6= 0 hascom ponentswith di�erentelectron num bersso that

�N e
6= 0.Itisim portanttonoticethatin generaltheparam eter� in theBCS wave-function

isdi�erentthan the one used in the propagator Û(�). The latterone issetso thatatthe

end ofthepropagation theground statehasthedesired num berofelectronsN e.

To illustrate the di�erence between these two wave-functions, in Fig. 1 we plot

the variational value of the dx2� y2-wave correlation functions versus distance, that is

h	 Tj�
y

d(
~R)� d(0)j	 Ti,for the two trialwave-functions in a 10 � 10 system with U = 4

and N e = 82,so thatthe�lling fraction isne = N e=N = 0:82.This�lling correspondsto a

closed shellcase,thatis,thefree-electron groundstateisnon-degenerate.Inthefree-electron

case the correlationsdie outrapidly with distance,while in the BCS case the existence of

ODLRO isevidentin the sense thatforlong distances,the correlation functionsapproach

a �nitevaluegiven by thesquareofthesuperconducting orderparam eter� SC :

� SC =
4

N

X

k

f(k)ukvk =
4

N

X

k

f(k)
� k

q

(�k � �)2 + � 2
k

(18)

Theoverlap between thetwonorm alized trialwave-functionsish	 T(�= 0)j	 T(�= 0:5)i=

0:0076,so thetwo wave-functionsarecloseto being orthogonal.

Thevariationalenergy E v = h	 TjĤ j	 Tiism uch largerfortheBCS trialwave-function

than forthefree-electron trialwave-function.In generalwe�nd thatthevariationalenergy

increasesm onotonically with the param eter� ofthe BCS wave-function,asitisshown in

Fig. 2 fora 10� 10 system with U = 4 and hN̂ ei= 82. Thisvariation contrastsprevious

results obtained with the VariationalM onte Carlo m ethod,which found that a non-zero

valueof�m inim izesthevariationalenergy.6;8;9 However,in thesecases,aGutzwillerfactor

was included in the wave-function that projected out totally or partially the states with

doubleoccupancy.Itseem sthattheinclusion ofthisfactoriscrucialto obtain a m inim um

ofthevariationalenergy ata �nitevalue of�.Atpresent,ourform ulation doesnotallow

theuseoftrialwave-functionsthatarenon-Fockstatessuch astheGuztwillerwave-function:

9



j	 G i=
Y

i

(̂1l� g ni"ni#)j	 F O C K i (19)

with g a variationalparam eter that determ ines the average num ber ofdoubly occupied

sites.(W hen g = 1,doubleoccupation iscom pletely suppressed.) Even though such wave-

functionsarenotim plem ented,since we aredoing a projection in im aginary tim e onto the

ground state ofthe system ,itisnotcrucialto im prove the variationalenergy ofourtrial

state.

In the large U lim it,the Hubbard m odelcan be m apped onto the t� J m odel. This

strongcouplinglim itwasused in Refs.8and 6tocalculatetheenergy,m akingacom parison

with ourwork di�cult. However,we can do a com parison with Ref.9 since they used the

Hubbard Ham iltonian to calculate the energy. In theirFig. 1 they reportthe variational

energy per site as a function of� for a 6� 6 system with U = 8,32 electrons,periodic

boundary conditions in the x direction and anti-periodic in the y direction. From their

�gure,the m inim um value for the energy per site is -0.65523 and corresponds to a value

of� = 0:1. The variationalenergy persite thatwe obtain forthe sam e system butwith

periodic boundary conditions in both directions is 0.02726. The di�erence can likely be

accounted forby the factthatwe did notproject ourwave-function onto a �xed particle

num berand second,we did notuse a Gutzwillerfactor.However,the ground state energy

persitecalculated with theCPM C m ethod is�0:7272� 0:0005,which isconsiderably lower

than theirvalue.

As a check ofour algorithm we com pared the correlation functions and ground-state

energy given by the CPM C m ethod using thefree-electron trialwave-function with results

by Zhang etal.,10 who used theoriginalform ulation oftheCPM C,fora 6� 6 system with

U = 4 and N e = 26 and an 8� 8 system with U = 8 and N e = 50. W e found excellent

agreem entwith theirresults.

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

with the two trialwave-functionsused in Fig. 1,for10 � 10 with U = 4. Itisclearthat

the results are essentially the sam e no m atterwhattrialwave-function isused. The long
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distancem agnitudeofthecorrelation functionsisvery sm all,sm allerthan thefree-electron

case.

Sim ilar calculations to the ones presented in Fig. 3 were done for 8 � 8 and 6 � 6

system swith U = 4;6 and 8 and dopingscorresponding to closed shellscases. The results

are consistently the sam e: the correlation functions are the sam e no m atter what trial

wave-function is used. The ground-state energy,however,is always largerwhen the BCS

wave-function is used. The di�erence between the two ground-state energies is larger for

largerU.W hen theBCS wave-function isused,we�nd thattherearem orenodalcrossings;

that is,m ore walkers are discarded because their overlap with the trialwave-function is

negative.W ebelievethisiswhy theenergy ishigherin thecaseoftheBCS wave-function.

W e did notuse system slargerthan 10� 10 in partbecause assystem size increases,it

becom esm oredi�cultto select� in thepropagatorto getthedesired num berofelectrons.

Thisisbecause the energy levelsare getting closerin largersystem s. Also,we found that

thecorrelation functionsarethesam eno m atterwhich trialwave-function isused for6� 6,

8� 8and 10� 10system s.Thisevidenceisenough toconcludethatthecorrelation functions

areindependentofwhich trialwave-functionsisused.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e presented a form ulation ofthe CPM C m ethod that uses trialwave-functions that

include correlation e�ects and have com ponents ofdi�erent electron num bers. Instead of

projecting itonto a subspace with �xed num berofelectrons,weused a particle-holetrans-

form ation in one ofthe spin species to write such trialwave-functions as only one Slater

determ inant.

Becauseoftheincreasein thesizeofthem atricesused,thisform ulation involvesa sm all

increase in com puting tim e com pared to the originalform ulation. The increase in CPU

tim e is roughly 3N =N e. For the dopings considered in this work it com es to a factor of

approxim ately 4.
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Thisnew form ulation isvery generaland allowstheim plem entation ofa wholefam ily of

m ean-�eld wave-functions.FollowingBach,Lieb and Solovej11 wecallthisclassoffunctions

generalized Hartree-Fock states,i.e.,statesthatareground statesofsom equadraticm ean-

�eld Ham iltonian in Fock spacewhich do notnecessarily conserveparticlenum ber.Possible

exam plesincludespin-density wave,charge-density waveand superconductivity.

Asan illustration,and becauseofitsim portancein high tem peraturesuperconductivity,

we used a BCS trialwave-function with dx2� y2-wave sym m etry to calculate the supercon-

ducting pairing correlation functionsin the ground state forthe two-dim ensionalrepulsive

Hubbard m odel. W e com pared thisresultwith the one using the free-electron trialwave-

function.W estudied 6� 6,8� 8,and 10� 10 system sfordi�erentvaluesofU and dopings

and found thattheresultsforthecorrelation functionsareindependentofwhich trialwave-

function isused fortheconstraint.

M ostofthecalculationspresented in thiswork correspond to closed shellcases,thatis,

electron �llingswith a non-degeneratefree-electron ground state.To check theconsistency

ofourresults we also studied som e open shellcases like a 6� 6 system with 32 electrons

(ne = 0:89),U = 8 and periodic boundary conditions. W e used three di�erent trialwave

functions: one free-electron wave function with a �xed num ber ofelectrons,anotherfree-

electron wave function but with som e paired electrons in the Ferm isurface and a BCS

wave-function with � = 0:1. The CPM C resultisconsistentwith those ofthe closed shell

cases: the superconducting pairing correlation functions,which vanish forlarge distances,

are independent ofthe trialwave-function used. Technically,the open shellcase is m ore

di�cultbecause in generalthe free-electron trialwave-functionsdo nothave translational

invariance.Forthisreason,one�ndsdi�erentvaluesofthecorrelation functionsforthesam e

distance j~Rjbutdi�erentdirectionsin the lattice. To overcom e thisproblem we averaged

the correlation functions for a given j~Rjover allpossible directions in the lattice. This

procedure isalso used forthe closed shellcasesbutism ore relevantin the open shellcase

wherethedi�erencesarecaused byabroken sym m etry introduced bythetrialwave-function

asoppossed to sm allstatistical
uctuationsdueto theM onteCarlo process.
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Theseresultsrea�rm thepreviousonesbyZhangetal.1 im plyingtheabsenceofODLRO

in the dx2� y2-wave channelofthe two-dim ensionalrepulsive Hubbard m odel. W e do not

dism issthe possibility ofODLRO existing in som e exotic channelorforsom e com bination

ofquasiparticle operators instead ofthe bare ones.13 This work has only investigated the

channelscom m onlystudied.AlthoughitisnotrigorouslyproventhattheabsenceofODLRO

im pliesno M eissnere�ectand consequently no superconductivity,itisreasonable to think

thata m odelwithoutapparentODLRO isinappropriateasa m odelofthesuperconducting

phaseforthehigh tem peraturesuperconducting m aterials.

Thelack ofclearnum ericalevidence ofdx2� y2-wavesuperconductivity upon doping and

the abundance ofclear num ericalevidence ofantiferrom agnetism at half�lling m akes it

hard to see how a theory,like the SO(5)phenom enology,can apply to the Hubbard m odel

assom ehaverecently suggested.12 Thisphenom enology requirestheantiferrom agneticlong

range orderathalf-�lling to transform into dx2� y2-wave superconducting long range order

in thedoped states.Ifthelow lying excited stateshaveapproxim ateSO(5)sym m etry,why

then does the strong antiferrom agnetic state transform into som ething that is so hard to

�nd? Thetwo-dim ensionalrepulsiveHubbard m odelseem stobean inappropriatecandidate

fortheSO(5)phenom enology.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Variationalvalue ofthe pairing correlations versusdistance j~Rjfortwo di� erenttrial

wave-functionsin a 10� 10 system .Param etersareU = 4 and � lling fraction ne = 0:82.TheBCS

wave-function exhibitsO DLRO .

FIG .2. BCS variationalenergy persite asa function of� forthe sam e system as in Fig. 1.

The energy increases m onotonically with � . The inset shows sm aller values of� where Ref. 9

� ndsa m inim um .

FIG .3. Pairing correlation functionsin the dx2� y2-wave channelgiven by the CPM C m ethod

forsam e system asin Fig. 1. The insetshowsthe long range partin detail. The resultsare the

sam eforthetwo di� erenttrialwave-functions:thecorrelationsdecay quickly with distance.Errors

barsaresm allerthan thesize ofthesym bols.
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