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The frequency structure of the superconducting correlations in cuprates gives insights on the
pairing mechanism. Here we present an exhaustive study of this problem in the two-dimensional
Hubbard model with cellular dynamical mean-field theory. To this end, we systematically quantify
the dependence on doping and interaction strength of the superconducting gap, of the frequency
scales where pairing occurs, and of their relative contribution to pairing. We find pair-forming
alternating with pair-breaking processes as a function of frequency, providing new evidence that
pairing can arise in principle from both low- and high-frequency processes. However, we find that
the high-frequency pair-forming processes are outweighed by pair-breaking ones. Hence, the net
contribution to pairing comes only from the low-frequency pair-forming processes, a result that
underscores their key role in the pairing mechanism.

Introduction— The mechanism driving the supercon-
ducting pairing of electrons in cuprate superconductors
is still under scrutiny [1-3]. It requires knowing how the
electrons forming the Cooper pairs are correlated both in
space and in time. On one hand, the d-wave symmetry of
the superconducting gap and the short correlation length
measured in cuprates suggest that the spatial dependence
of the pair correlations is nonlocal and short-ranged [3].
On the other hand, the limited experimental informa-
tion about the time dependence of the pair correlations
in cuprates [4-8] hinders a thorough characterisation of
the pairing mechanism [2, 9].

While first-principle methods now allow material spe-
cific predictions [10-14], the detailed information of
model calculations can provide valuable insights for clari-
fying the universal features of the pairing mechanism and
for guiding experimental progress. These calculations are
even more pressing in view of current proposals for mea-
suring pair correlations with angle-resolved photoemis-
sion spectroscopy (ARPES) [15-18]. The strong electron-
electron interaction in cuprates indicates that the two-
dimensional (2D) Hubbard model, where electrons hop
in a square lattice with an amplitude ¢ and experience an
onsite Coulomb repulsion U, is the point of departure for
modeling the superconducting pairing [2, 19]. However,
clarifying the origin of pairing in the Hubbard model is
still a theoretical challenge, owing to the nonperturbative
nature of the strong electronic correlations [20].

Regarding the spatial dependence of the superconduct-
ing correlations, the Hubbard model correctly captures
their nonlocal character. Physically, this is because the
repulsion U (i) disfavors the occurrence of two electrons
on the same site and (ii) dynamically generates the an-
tiferromagnetic superexchange interaction J = 4t2/U
which favors antiparallel spins on neighboring sites, and
thus their effective attraction [21]. Detailed studies con-

firm these effects brought about by U [2, 20, 22-24].

The issue of the time dependence, i.e. of the dynam-
ics, of the superconducting correlations in the Hubbard
model has been less explored and is controversial. It is
the focus of this work. This is a difficult task, requiring a
theory capable to treat on an equal footing different and
coexisting time scales, from short time scales associated
with the interaction U to longer time scales associated
with the superexchange J. Cluster extensions [22, 23, 25]
of dynamical mean-field theory [26], which handle both
spatial fluctuations (within the cluster) and all temporal
fluctuations, provide such a theory.

The key questions concern the characteristic time
scales that lead to pairing and their relative contribu-
tion to pairing. These features depend on U and doping.
Previous studies [27-34] show that the main contribution
to pairing arises from relatively long time (low frequency)
scales ascribed to short-range spin singlet correlations
generated by the superexchange J, with smaller con-
tributions arising from shorter time (higher frequency)
scales linked to U. However, these conclusions are drawn
from studies on selected range of parameters of the 2D
Hubbard model and are based on different methodolo-
gies. For example, the pairing dynamics was studied in
Ref. [27] with dynamical cluster approximation (DCA) at
U/t = 8,10,12 and 20% of doping at finite temperature
T, in Ref. [28] with cellular dynamical mean-field theory
(CDMFT) at U/t = 8 and few doping levels at T = 0,
in Refs. [31, 33, 34] with DCA at U/t = 5.5,6 and few
doping levels at low T', and in Ref. [32] with CDMFT at
U/t =9 and several doping levels at low 7.

Here we revisit the problem of the dynamics of the su-
perconducting pairs in the 2D Hubbard model using state
of the art calculations based on CDMFT [22, 23, 25] at
finite temperature. Methodologically, the added value
of our work is twofold. First, taking advantage of algo-
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rithmic improvements and large investment of computing
time, we explore a dataset encompassing a wide range
of interaction U and a comprehensive group of doping
levels. Second, our findings are a direct computational
result based solely on the Green’s function obtained in
CDMFT, with no other assumptions coming e.g. from
low-frequency theories. Using this approach, we system-
atically quantify the dependence on doping and U of the
characteristic time scales where pairing occurs and their
relative contribution to pairing. We find a rich structure
in the dynamics of the correlations of the paired elec-
trons, with pair-forming alternating with pair-breaking
processes as a function of frequency. Our key finding is
that the high frequency pair-forming processes are out-
weighed by their corresponding pair-breaking processes,
so that the net contribution to pairing comes only from
the low frequency pair-forming processes.

Model and Method— We study the 2D Hubbard
model on the square lattice, H = —3 . tijel cio +
U, nipnip — 1y, Nig. Here, ¢io (C;LU) is the operator
that destroys (creates) an electron with spin o = {1,/}
at site 7, n = c;rgcia is the number operator, ¢;; is the
hopping amplitude between nearest neighbour sites, U is
the onsite Coulomb repulsion, and p is the chemical po-
tential which changes the occupation n and thus the hole
doping 6 =1 —n. We set t;; =t =1 as our energy unit.

We solve this model in the d,>_,2-wave superconduct-
ing state and at finite temperature with CDMFT [22, 23,
25]. CDMFT maps the Hubbard model onto a cluster im-
purity model embedded in a self-consistent bath of nonin-
teracting electrons. Here we consider the minimal cluster
that describes d-wave superconductivity, i.e. a 2 x 2 pla-
quette. To solve the cluster impurity model, we use the
hybridization expansion continuous-time quantum Monte
Carlo method (CT-HYB) [35-37] with a LazySkip List al-
gorithm [38] and with Monte Carlo updates of two pairs
of creation and destruction operators to ensure ergod-
icity [39]. The CT-HYB method enables us to explore
the superconducting state for a wide range of interaction
strength U and to reach low temperatures.

This work focuses on the dynamics of the supercon-
ducting pairs, which is encoded in the Green’s function.
In the cluster momentum basis, the Green’s function is

_ ( Gxa(r)  Fx(7)

o =(F0 il )
where, introducing the Matsubara frequencies,
Guolivwn) = — [V dre™ ™ (Trex,(1)cl, (0)) is the
Nambu diagonal (i.e. normal) Green’s function and
Fx(iw,) = —foﬁdTeiw"T<TTcKT(T)C,K¢(0)) is the
Nambu off-diagonal (i.e. anomalous) Green’s function.
For d-wave superconductivity Fx—(r,0) = —Fk=(0,r)
is the only nonzero component. The superconducting

order parameter is ® = (Fg—(r0)(7 = 07)).
We perform the analytical continuation from imagi-

nary to real frequencies using the maximum entropy soft-
ware of Ref. [40]. However, for the anomalous Green’s
function, which shows both positive and negative spectral
weight, the application of the direct maximum entropy
method is inapplicable. Instead, we use the MaxEnt Aux
method of Ref. [41], which relies on an auxiliary Green’s
function with positive spectral weight.

Strategy— The strategy of this work is to systematically
examine the dependence on doping and U of three key
features of the superconducting state: (i) the supercon-
ducting gap, (ii) the characteristic frequency scales that
contribute to superconducting pairing and (iii) their rel-
ative contribution to pairing.

To do that, we first take advantage of previous work
that mapped out the superconducting state of the 2D
Hubbard model with CDMFT on a 2 x 2 plaquette in the
U — § — T space [42-45]. This is condensed in Fig. 1(a),
where we report the data of Ref. [42] showing the su-
perconducting transition temperature TSPMFT (defined
as the temperature below which |®| is nonzero [46])
as a function of ¢ for different values of U straddling
the normal state metal to Mott insulator transition at
Unir = 5.95 [47]. Below Unpr (squares), TSPMET(§)|;
reaches its highest value at 4 = 0 and monotonically de-
creases with increasing doping. Above Uypr (circles),
TEPMET (5)|1; is zero at 6 = 0 and acquires an asymmet-
ric dome-like shape versus 4, reaching its highest value at
a finite doping which is dependent on U. As a function of
U, TSPMFT g optimised just above Upr (green circles).

Next, we fix the temperature at T = 1/50, since it
is below the optimum TSPMET for each value of U,
and we explore the model for U € [5.2,16] and several
doping levels. For each value of U and & we calcu-
late the density of states in the superconducting state
Anor(w) = —1ImGr_(,0)(w), the anomalous spectral
function A, (w) = —iImFk_(r0)(w), and the cumu-
lative spectral weight of the order parameter [28, 32]
Ip(w) = [© %A, (W) f(—w'). Fig. 1(b),(c),(d) show
Anor(w), Aan(w) and Ip(w) for U = 12 and 6 =~ 0.02, as
a sample of our calculations (see supplemental Figs. S1-
S5 for spectra at other model parameters).

From Ao (w), we extract a key feature of the super-
conducting state, i.e. the superconducting gap 2A4.. It
is the minimum energy to break a Cooper pair. We es-
timate Ag. as the half distance between the position of
the coherence peaks in Ao (w) [circles in Fig. 1(b)].

From A,,(w), which for d-wave superconductivity is
real and odd in frequency, we extract key features of the
dynamics of the superconducting pairs, namely the fre-
quency intervals where pairing occurs and their relative
contribution to pairing. To do that, first we extract the
frequency intervals where A,y (w) is positive [shaded blue
regions in Fig. 1(c)]. These are the frequencies that con-
tribute to pairing processes (i.e. pair-forming). Similarly,
the frequencies over which A, (w) is negative contribute
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FIG. 1. (a) Superconducting transition temperature T MFT versus § for different values of U (data taken from Ref. [42]). (b)
Density of states in the superconducting state Anor(w). The half distance between the position of the coherence peaks (marked

by open circles) gives the superconducting gap Asc and is analysed in Fig. 2.

(¢) Anomalous spectral function Aan(w). The

frequency regions where Aan(w) is positive are those that contribute to pairing: they are shaded with blue vertical bands and
are examined in Fig. 3. The areas where Aan(w) is positive are colored and analysed in Fig. 4. (d) Cumulative spectral weight of
the order parameter Ir(w). Horizontal line denotes the superconducting order parameter |®| computed independently. Data in
panels (b), (¢) and (d) are for U = 12, T =1/50 and ¢ ~ 0.02. Frequencies are converted into physical units with ¢ = 350 meV.

to depairing processes (i.e. pair-breaking). Second, we
calculate the corresponding areas between A,,(w) and
the frequency axis [colored areas in Fig. 1(c)] to identify
the relative contribution to pairing for each frequency
range, as explained in the following paragraph.

To show that positive and negative anomalous spectral
weight determines the frequency range where pairing and
depairing arise, we can turn to the behavior of the cu-
mulative spectral weight of the order parameter Ip(w)
[Fig. 1(d)]. In the limit w — oo, Ir(w) converges to
the superconducting order parameter |®| (horizontal grey
line) [see also supplemental Fig. S6]. At low tempera-
tures, Ir(w) is approximately the integral of Aan(w ) over
the positive frequencies, i.e. f v d“:r Ao
Hence, positive anomalous spectral Welght A, (w) en-
hances |®| and thus is pair-forming, whereas negative
weight depletes |®| and thus is pair-breaking. Hence, we
can extract the pair-forming (pair-breaking) frequencies
from the frequency ranges where Iz (w) is increasing (de-
creasing). Similarly, we can extract the contribution to
pairing (depairing) from the difference between a maxi-
mum (minimum) value of Ir(w) and its preceding mini-
mum (maximum) value.

Superconducting gap— Figure 2(a) shows the supercon-
ducting gap Agc as a function of doping for different val-
ues of U. A is defined as half of the energy distance
between the coherence peaks in Ay, (w). Physically, it re-
flects the pairing strength. Starting from high doping, as
the doping decreases, Ag. increases. For U > Uyyr, and
on decreasing doping further, A, flattens. Remarkably,
for U > Upmrr, the doping dependence of Ag. contrasts
with that of the superconducting order parameter |®|,
which first increases and then decreases as a function of
doping [open squares in Fig. 4]. The value of doping for
which |®| is maximum, dgmax, is indicated by a filled sym-
bol on each curve. Given that this doping is found [45] to
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FIG. 2. (a): Superconducting gap As versus § for different

values of U, as determined by the half of the frequency dif-
ference of the coherence peaks in Anor(w), see e.g. Fig. 1(b).
Error bars indicate the uncertainty in determining the peaks.
For each value of U, the filled symbol denotes the doping at
which the superconducting order parameter |®(d)| has a max-
imum. (b) A at fixed doping § ~ 0.02 versus U. The dashed
vertical line marks the critical threshold Unir &~ 5.95 [47] for
opening the Mott gap at half-filling. Filled up triangles denote
the position of the low-frequency peak in Aan(w), which tracks
Asc. Data are converted into physical units with ¢ = 350 meV.

be larger than the optimal doping (i.e. the doping that
maximises T°PMFT(§)), the doping dependence of Ay
also contrasts with that of T¢PMFT Hence, in the un-
derdoped region for U > Unr, Age flattens while both
TEPMET and |®| drop on approaching the Mott insula-
tor at § = 0. This non-BCS behavior is compatible with
previous calculations [32, 43, 48-52] and with ARPES
experiments in hole-doped cuprates [53].

Figure 2(b) shows A versus U at the fixed low doping



6 ~ 0.02. Remarkably, As.(U) shows a non-monotonic
behavior, peaking around the underlying normal state
Mott transition at Uyt (dashed vertical line). In con-
trast, |®| at this doping level decreases monotonically
with increasing U.

Frequency scales where pairing arises— Next, we anal-
yse the frequency intervals where pairing occurs. These
are given by the regions where A,,(w) is positive and are
shown in Fig. 3 with vertical and colored bars, for several
values of § and U. Blank space between these bars in-
dicates the regions where A,,(w) is negative, i.e. where
depairing occurs. Up (down) triangles mark the maxima
(minima) in each frequency region.

Although A,,(w) for a given value of U and ¢ may show
a complicated behavior due to the limitations of the an-
alytical continuation, a few trends emerge. As a function
of frequency, intervals yielding pair-forming processes al-
ternate with intervals yielding pair-breaking processes,
implying that pairing arises at multiple frequency scales.

Let us consider the low-frequency scale first. (i) A, (w)
has a gap between w = 0 and w = 0.2, mainly at small
doping levels (see Fig. 5 in Appendix for a low-frequency
zoom of Fig. 3). (ii) After this gap, Aa,(w) is positive on
a narrow frequency range, which for all values of U and §
lies between w ~ 0 and w ~ 0.6. This frequency scale is
of the order of J/2, suggesting that the long-lived pair-
forming processes occurring in this frequency interval are
associated with short-range spin fluctuations, as pointed
out earlier [27, 28, 31]. (iii) This low-frequency region
leading to pairing occurs for all doping levels and for
all U, suggesting that it is unrelated to the underlying
normal-state strongly correlated pseudogap, which only
develops for U > Uy and small dopings [54-56]. (iv)
In this low-frequency region, A,,(w) shows a prominent
peak, whose position tracks Ag., both as a function of U
(filled up triangles vs open symbols in Fig. 2(b)) and §
(Fig. 5). As noted in Ref. [32], this suggests that Ay is
the energy scale where pairing is maximum.

Pair-forming processes also occur at higher frequency
scales. The spectra for U 2= 8.2 suggest to identify an
intermediate and a high-frequency scale, although this
is a simplification for more complicated spectra. The
intermediate frequency region leading to pairing is visible
for example at U = 12, where A,,(w) is positive around
w ~ 2 with an approximate width of 1. This intermediate
frequency scale, which slightly increases with increasing
U, is larger than J or Ay and is not restricted to low
doping or large values of U.

The high-frequency region leading to pairing is visible
for example at U = 12 around w = 6, with an approxi-
mate width of 4. This high-frequency scale is spread over
a broad frequency range and occurs for all doping levels
and for all U. This frequency scale is of the order of U,
suggesting that the short-lived pair-forming processes in
this frequency interval are associated with the creation
of a pair from an electron on a doubly occupied state and

another electron in a singly occupied state [27, 28].

Contribution to pairing— Next, we study the contribu-
tion to pairing for each frequency interval where pairing
occurs. This can be estimated by the area under the pos-
itive regions of A,y (w). Figure 4 shows the largest areas,
divided by 27, under the positive regions of A,,(w) at
low (Cf;w, yellow filled circles), intermediate (C;-,, blue
filled diamonds), and high frequencies (C;lrigh, red filled
squares) versus § for different values of U [panels (a)-(e)]
and versus U at ¢ =~ 0.02 [panel (f)].

For U > Uwmrr, ng has a dome-like shape versus §
and overall decreases with increasing U. Hence, a key
finding is that on approaching the Mott insulator at 6 =
0, the drop of |®| and TSPMFT is associated with the
reduction of the area of the low frequency peak of A, (w).
Furthermore, both low-frequency peak position [triangles
in Fig. 2(b)] and C;f  [circles in Fig. 4(f)] have similar
non-monotonic behavior versus U.

The contribution to pairing of higher frequencies is
markedly different. Overall, Ci'flt is small, has a mild dop-
ing dependence, and slightly increases with increasing U.

For U > Unrr, Cf{igh rapidly increases with increasing U.
As shown in Fig. 4(f), for U > Uypr the ratio C;f /ngh

low
decreases with increasing U, and for U = 16 the largest
contribution to pairing comes from the high frequency
pair-forming processes. The progressive importance of
the higher frequencies pair-forming processes with in-

creasing U strengthens the findings in Refs. [27, 28].

Having analysed the contribution to pairing for each
frequency interval, we examine their net contribution to
pairing. To this end, note that from Fig. 4(a)-(e), C;-_ (9)
is greater than |®(d)| [open squares|, for all values of U
and §. This is possible because A,,(w) has both positive
and negative spectral weight. Importantly, it means that
the magnitude of the negative anomalous spectral weight
at intermediate to high frequencies is overall larger than

it + +
the positive one. As a result, C;; and Cy,, are com-

pletely canceled out and Cfgw is partly canceled out, so
that only a fraction of C;° = contributes to |®| and thus
to pairing. Physically, this key finding means that the
higher frequencies pair-forming processes are outweighed
by the pair-breaking ones, so that only a fraction of the
low-frequency pair-forming processes provides a net con-
tribution to pairing. Put another way, the net contribu-
tion to pairing comes only from the low-frequency pair-
forming processes.

The partial cancellation of the anomalous spectral
weight can also immediately be deduced from the behav-
ior of the cumulative spectral weight of the order param-
eter Ir(w) [see e.g. Fig. 1(d)]: at low frequency, Ir(w)
overshoots |®|. If pairing had a contribution from higher
frequencies, then |®| would be larger than the value of
the low frequency peak, Ir(wp). Similarly, Figs. 4(a)-(e)
show that Ip(wp) [yellow crosses|, which basically coin-

cides with C;°_, is larger than |®| for all values of U and
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FIG. 3. Vertical bars indicate the frequency regions where Aan(w) is positive, for several values of doping. Up (down) triangles
denote the maxima (minima) in each frequency region. Each panel shows data for a given interaction strength U.
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of the cumulative spectral weight of the order parameter, I'r(wp). They follow Cfgw. Open squares denote the superconducting
order parameter |®|. Panels (a)-(e) show the areas versus doping 0, for different values of U. Panel (f) shows the areas versus
U for fixed doping § =~ 0.02. The dashed vertical line marks Umrr.

0. This implies that the negative contributions to pairing for experiments that plan to directly measure pair corre-
at intermediate to high frequencies outweigh their corre-  lations with ARPES [15].
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FIG. 5. Low-frequency zoom of Fig. 3. For each value of § and U, the frequency position of the low-frequency maximum of
Aan(w) (filled up triangles) tracks the size of the superconducting gap Asc (open circles), suggesting that A is the energy
scale where pairing is maximum [32].
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Supplemental Material
Anor (UJ) ) Aan (OJ), and Ir (UJ)

With the same notation of Fig. 1 of the main text, we show in Figs. S1 - S5 the density of states in the super-
conducting state Apo(w), the anomalous spectral function A,,(w), and the cumulative spectral weight of the order
parameter Ip(w), for different values of U and doping levels . The color code for each value of U is the same as in
the main text.

() U=52 (b) (c)
215 =0 =] = 0.041
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FIG. S1. (a, d) Density of states in the superconducting state Anor(w). The open circles mark the superconducting coherence
peaks. (b, e) Anomalous spectral function A.n(w). The frequency regions where Aan(w) is positive are marked by colored
vertical bands and the corresponding positive areas are colored. (c, f) Cumulative spectral weight of the order parameter
Ir(w). Horizontal line indicates the superconducting order parameter |®| calculated independently and directly within the
impurity solver. Data are for U = 5.2, T'=1/50 and § = 0 (top row) and ¢ ~ 0.06 (bottom row).
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FIG. S2. Same as Fig. S1, but for U = 6.2, T'=1/50 and ¢ ~ 0.02 (top row) and 6 =~ 0.08 (bottom row).
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FIG. S4. Same as Fig. S1, but for U =12, T'=1/50 and ¢ ~ 0.02 (top row) and ¢ ~ 0.14 (bottom row).
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FIG. S5. Same as Fig. S1, but for U = 16, T'=1/50 and § ~ 0.02 (top row) and 6 ~ 0.12 (bottom row).
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Superconducting order parameter

In the limit w — oo, the cumulative spectral weight of the order parameter Ir(w) converges to the superconducting
order parameter |®|. This provides a consistency check for the analytically continued anomalous spectral function
Aan(w). Figure S6 shows |®| as a function of doping and for different values of U, computed in two independent
ways: (i) within the impurity solver (open squares) and (ii) from wler;O Ir(w) (filled circles). The overall good

agreement between the two methods indicates that the main features of A,,(w) are correctly captured by the analytical
continuation.
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FIG. S6. Superconducting order parameter |®| at T'= 1/50 as a function of doping ¢ and for different values of U, computed
in two independent ways: (i) directly within the impurity solver, from ® = (Fi—(x,0)(7 = 07)) (open squares) and (ii) from
lim Ip(w) (filled circles). The latter has been estimated as the average over the frequency range w € [30,40] of Ir(w).
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