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Fragmented superconductivity in the Hubbard model as solitons in Ginzburg-Landau theory
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The phenomena of superconductivity and charge density waves are observed in close vicinity in many strongly
correlated materials. Increasing evidence from experiments and numerical simulations suggests both phenom-
ena can also occur in an intertwined manner, where the superconducting order parameter is coupled to the
electronic density. Employing density matrix renormalization group simulations, we investigate the nature of
such an intertwined state of matter stabilized in the phase diagram of the elementary ¢-t'-U Hubbard model
in the strong coupling regime. Remarkably, the condensate of Cooper pairs is shown to be fragmented in the
presence of a charge density wave where more than one pairing wave function is macroscopically occupied.
Moreover, we provide conclusive evidence that the macroscopic wave functions of the superconducting frag-
ments are well-described by soliton solutions of a Ginzburg-Landau equation in a periodic potential constituted
by the charge density wave. In the presence of an orbital magnetic field, the order parameters are gauge invari-
ant, and superconducting vortices are pinned between the stripes. This intertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory is
proposed as an effective low-energy description of the stripe fragmented superconductor.

I. INTRODUCTION

Intertwined orders come in many guises in strongly corre-
lated electron systems [1-3]. Continuous and discrete symme-
tries are broken in a manner in which order parameters trans-
form genuinely non-trivially in the entire symmetry group. A
prominent example is constituted by stripe order, where both
the translational and spin rotation symmetry are broken to a
state which intertwines a charge density wave (CDW) and a
spin density wave. Initially proposed in Hartree-Fock stud-
ies [4—7], modern numerical techniques have in the last years
succeeded in firmly establishing it as the ground state in cer-
tain parameter regimes of the strongly correlated repulsive
Hubbard model in two spatial dimensions [8—12]. As such,
these orders are relevant to the physics of high-temperature
superconductivity where electron-electron interactions in the
form of the Hubbard model are understood to play a crucial
and likely decisive role [13—15].

Historically, the competition between superconductivity
and stripe order has been discussed thoroughly [16, 17]. Both
stripe order and superconductivity have by now been found to
be realized in different parameter regimes of the paradigmatic
Hubbard and ¢-J models [8-12, 18-25], and have also been
found when further neighbor hopping processes are included
[26-28]. Moreover, numerical studies in the last years have
discovered that superconductivity can also be intertwined with
CDW order [26-34]. A particular form of intertwined CDW
order and superconductivity is the so-called pair-density wave
state [30, 35-40], for which recently evidence has been re-
ported in several unconventional superconductors [41, 42].
The coexistence of CDW order, which breaks translational
symmetry, and superconductivity is sometimes also referred
to as supersolid order. Previously, one of the authors reported
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that the CDW can “fragment” the superconducting conden-
sate [43]. Fragmentation refers to the phenomenon when
fermion pairs (or bosons in Bose-Einstein condensates) con-
dense into not just one, but multiple macroscopic wave func-
tions. The ground state in a certain regime of the ¢-¢’-J model
exhibits exactly one fragment per charge stripe of the super-
conducting condensate, interpreted as an emergent array of
coupled Josephson junctions.

In this manuscript, we strengthen our understanding of this
intriguing form of order. Employing density matrix renor-
malization group (DMRG) [44—47] simulations, we show the
fragmented superconducting stripe order is also realized in the
paradigmatic Hubbard model on the square lattice for systems
up to width W = 6, both with open and cylindrical bound-
ary conditions. Additionally, we investigate the effect of an
orbital magnetic field on the fragments of the Cooper con-
densate. Moreover, we propose a minimalistic macroscopic
model to describe the superconducting condensates which is
given by an intertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory [48]. Im-
portantly, the mass term is chosen to be position dependent
and exactly proportional to the hole-density modulation of
the CDW. A one-to-one comparison between the solution of
the Ginzburg-Landau equation and the numerical data from
DMRG is performed and yields detailed agreement. The frag-
mentation of the superconducting condensate is then under-
stood as a quantum tunneling between several soliton solu-
tions of the Ginzburg-Landau equation.

II. MODEL AND OBSERVABLES

We study the ¢-t'-U Hubbard model on a square lattice de-
fined by the Hamiltonian

H=-— Z (tijC}Ung + h.C.) +U Z NNy, (D)
ij,0 i

where t;; = t for nearest neighbor lattice sites 4 and j and
ti; = t' for next-nearest neighbor sites. Here, c;ra,cw de-
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FIG. 1. Fragmentation of the Cooper condensate apparent in the
spectrum of the singlet two-particle density matrix of the ground
state of the Hubbard model at small doping for ¢'/t = 0.2 and
U/t = 10. (a) 24 x 6 square lattice (open boundary conditions)
doped with nj, = 4 holes away from half-filling and total magnetic
flux & = 47 through the full sample. Two dominant eigenvalues are
observed. (b) 32 x 6 cylinder doped with n;, = 12 holes without
magnetic flux. We observe six dominant eigenvalues. In both cases,
the number of dominant eigenvalues exactly matches the number of
CDW maxima.

note the fermionic creation and annihilation operators of spin
o =71 and n;, = clacia denotes the number operator. We
additionally study the effect of a uniform orbital magnetic
field B = V x A, orthogonal to the plane of the lattice. We
employ the Landau gauge

A(r) = (Az, Ay) = (0,27¢x), 2)

where 7 = (x,y) denotes a real space coordinate. The to-
tal magnetic flux through the simulation cluster is denoted by
¢ = [ ¢dS B. The Landau gauge is well suited for open
and cylindrical boundary conditions, since in the latter case it
remains translationally invariant in the y-direction. The cou-
pling of the model to the background magnetic field is imple-
mented via a Peierls substitution

tij — tij exp [—@2/ ’ dr - A(’I‘):| s 3

[

where e denotes the elementary charge. In the following, we
sete = 1, h = 1 and focus on the model parameters U/t = 10
and t'/t = 0.2. For our geometry, the Peierls substitution
reduces to t — tei2m9% ! s foi2md(a+1/2)

In large orbital magnetic fields, this model has been stud-
ied in the context of cold-atoms experiments [49-51]. As
worked out extensively in Ref. [29] for U/t = 12, on six-leg
cylinders this set of parameters stabilizes a superconducting
state coexisting with a CDW at small hole-doping. Analo-
gously, the coexistence of CDW and superconducting order
has been reported at larger hole-doping by a combination of
auxiliary-field quantum Monte Carlo and DMRG [31]. More-
over, the phase diagram at small hole-doping has been found
to be in close agreement with the ¢-t’-J model, where simi-
larly a coexisting CDW and superconducting state have been
reported [26, 27, 43, 52]. We would like to emphasize that our
findings are in full agreement with these previous studies.

Our aim is to elucidate the relation between charge and pair-
ing degrees of freedom. We consider the hole density

np(r) =1 —mn(r), )

where r denotes the lattice position and n(r) the electron den-
sity. As the pairing mechanism in the lightly-doped Hubbard
model has been diagnosed in previous studies to be of singlet-
pairing type, we consider

ps(ri,rjlre, i) = (Al Apr,), &)

where the singlet-pairing operators A .. are defined as

1
AI“"j = ﬁ (c%c}r¢ — cgic%) . (6)

Moreover, as the pairing in this superconducting phase was es-
tablished as local in real space [26-29, 31, 43, 52], we restrict
ourselves to investigating the nearest-neighbor singlet-pairing
density matrix

pS’(ri’/J"rj?l/) :pS(Tiv(Ti"_N”TjV(Tj+’/))7 (7)

where © = @,y (resp. v) denote the vectors connecting
nearest-neighbors on the square lattice. We exclude site-local
contributions from density and spin correlations by setting
ps(ri, plr;j,v) = 0 whenever the two links (7;, r; + p) and
(rj,7r; +v) are overlapping, see Eq. (8) in Ref. [43]. Because
of this,pg (7, 1|r;, v) ceases to be positive definite and there-
fore can have negative eigenvalues. Off-diagonal long-range
order occurs whenever

ps(ri, plrj,v) - C#0 for |r;—r;| —00. (8)

However, the information contained in pg(r;, p|r;,v) in
Eq. (7) is richer and allows for additional insights be-
yond diagnosing long-range order. As a Hermitian matrix,
ps(7;, u|r;, v) has an eigendecomposition with real eigenval-
ues €,

ps(ri,plry,v) = enxi(ri,Wxa(ry,v). )

The onset of Cooper pair condensation can then be inferred
by the presence of either one or multiple dominant eigenval-
ues [43, 53, 54]. This criterion is also known as the Penrose-
Onsager criterion [54] of superconductivity. In case a single
dominant eigenvalue ¢ is observed the condensate is called
simple. Otherwise, if multiple €5 are dominant, the conden-
sate is said to be fragmented. The dominant eigenvalues €, are
referred to as the condensate fractions, while the correspond-
ing eigenvectors (7, p) are referred to as macroscopic wave
functions. Notice, that the eigenvectors depend on the position
of the lattice r as well as the orientation of the bond y and are,
hence, defined on the bonds of the lattice.

III. GROUND STATE PROPERTIES FROM DMRG

To investigate the onset of intertwined order in the Hubbard
model we perform DMRG calculations to obtain the ground
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FIG. 2. Comparison between macroscopic wave functions x (, 1) from DMRG simulations and 1% (r, 1) from intertwined Ginzburg-Landau
theory. (a,b) Macroscopic wave functions of ground state of the ¢-t'-U Hubbard model from DMRG with total magnetic flux ® = 47 on a
24 x 6 lattice with open boundary conditions when doped with n;, = 4 holes away from half-filling. Here we take t'/t = 0.2, U/t = 10. (a)
(resp. (b)) shows the values of xx (7, i) for the k = 0 (resp. k& = 1) fragment of the condensate. The length of the arrows is proportional to
|xk (7, )| and the color indicates the complex angle of x (7, 1), where for u = g we shift the phase by , to reflect the d-wave nature of
the order parameter. The grayscale of the background squares shows the value of the local hole density np (7). (c,d) Both soliton solutions
Yr(r, 1) (K = 0, 1) of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory for a(r) = anp(r), where ny () is taken from the values of the DMRG
ground state and the free parameters « = —2.331, § = 14.465 are found by matching the DMRG data to Ginzburg-Landau theory. We

observe close agreement between both x 1 (r, 1) and Yr (7, @).

state properties of the system. In this scheme, the 2D sys-
tem is mapped to a 1D chain suitable for DMRG, with the
drawback of the z-direction hopping term in the Hamiltonian
becoming long-range. This leads to an exponential increase
in the computational cost when increasing the width W of the
system, limiting the simulations to narrow cylinders. For this
reason, in this work, we choose W = 6.

We obtain results for systems of length L = 24 with open
boundary conditions and L = 32 with periodic boundary
conditions in the y-direction. On a cylindrical geometry the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) is not gauge invariant as a gauge trans-
formation introduces a magnetic flux piercing the cylinder,
corresponding to a ground state with a finite momentum k,,
along the y-direction. As this is unphysical when looking for
ground state properties we fix the gauge in order to stay in a
sector with zero net k, momentum. Analogously to previous
works [26, 31] we restrict to the S7,, = (3. nit —niy) =0
sector of total spin projection in the z direction. Exploit-
ing this symmetry, together with the conservation of the total
charge N = (3, nj + n,y) drastically reduces the compu-
tational load, allowing us to access larger bond dimensions.
For the initial state of DMRG, we choose a physically moti-
vated Néel product state with the holes evenly distributed in
pairs along the x direction. Special care had to be taken to
make sure that this choice of the initial state does not lead to
local minima of the DMRG optimization. As the convergence
properties are highly dependent on the initial ansatz, we also
ran the calculations with different starting states to check that
we are converging to a global minimum.

For the L = 24 system with open boundary conditions
we insert nj, = 4 holes in the system, corresponding to a
hole-doping p = 1/36. We start by stabilizing the ground

state without any magnetic flux, ¢ = 0, at a bond dimension
D = 3500, and then scale up the magnetic flux to ¢ = 4x
at D 4000, using the previously obtained ground state
as the initial state for DMRG. For the L = 32 system with
cylindrical boundary conditions, we insert nj, 12 holes,
corresponding to a hole-doping of p = 1/16, and we focus
on the & = 0 case only, to better showcase how the differ-
ent superconducting condensates arrange themselves over the
different stripes and demonstrate consistency with the inter-
twined Ginzburg-Landau results. For this larger system we
show results at a bond dimension D = 8000.

We plot the spectrum ¢y, of p; as defined in Eq. (9) in Fig. 1
for both parameter sets. In analogy with our previous results
on the ¢-t'-J model [43], we observe multiple dominant eigen-
values above a continuum. Again, the number of dominant
eigenvalues matches exactly the number of CDW maxima of
the ground state. Thus, the system exhibits the presence of
ny/2 fragmented condensates, irrespective of the boundary
conditions and the presence or absence of a background mag-
netic field at these parameter values.

To show the interplay between the CDW and the supercon-
ducting order we plot the hole density n, () superimposed on
the macroscopic wave functions. For the L = 24 system with
open boundary conditions, we show the macroscopic eigen-
vectors xo(r, 1), x1(r, 1) in Fig. 2(a),(b), where the angle
and the color of the arrows represent the phase of (7, i)
and the length of its amplitude respectively. We observe the
macroscopic wave functions to be supported on the hole-rich
regions of the ground state. Compared to an expected d-wave
pattern for & = 0, a finite magnetic field induces rotation in
the complex phase that increases by increasing magnetic flux
.
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FIG. 3. Selected macroscopic wave functions of the Cooper con-
densate fragments on a 32 x 6 cylinder at t'/t = 0.2, U/t =
10, and doping p = 1/16 corresponding to six stripes. (a, c,
e) Macroscopic wave functions (7, ) as in Eq. (9) with index
k = 0,2,5. The color and width of the bars denote the value of
Xk (7) on the links of the lattice. (b, d, f) y-averaged hole-density
nn = (32, nn(z,y))/W of the ground state (grey, dotted) and com-
parison between the y-average of the macroscopic wave functions
X () from DMRG and model wave functions () from the in-
tertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory with « = —1.3 and 8 = 13. We
report close agreement between the DMRG data and the solutions
from Ginzburg-Landau theory.

For the L = 32 system with cylindrical bound-
ary conditions the three macroscopic eigenvectors
Xo(r, 1), x2(7, 1), x5(r, 1) are shown in Fig. 3, both in
the © — y plane and averaged over the y-direction via

1 w
Xk () = 3 D xe((2,9), 1) (10)

Because x (7, 1) is real we omit the arrows and only employ
the color to define the sign. In all cases, the d-wave pattern of
the pairing and the disposition of the superconducting pairing
along the density stripes are clearly visible in alternating red
and blue colors for 4 = &, y. In particular, for every differ-
ent condensate, the macroscopic wave function has a different
spatial modulation and correspondingly a different number of
nodes.

IV. INTERTWINED GINZBURG-LANDAU THEORY

In the following, we demonstrate that the macroscopic wave
functions xx(r,u) of the fragmented Cooper condensates
are well described by solutions of an intertwined Ginzburg-
Landau functional of the form

1
2m*

- 2
(—z‘hv + 2eA) w( .
(11)
The key aspect in Eq. (11) is the position dependence of the
mass term «(7), which is chosen to be

Fly) = olr)lpf + St +

a(r) = anp(r), (12)

so the charge and phase degrees of freedom are intertwined
through directly coupling to the hole density n, (). This ac-
tion is invariant under a gauge transformation

Y(r) = Py(r),

reflecting the transformation rule of Cooper pairs. Minimizing
the functional F[¢] by solving

A(r) — A(r) = Vo(r), (13)

0F Y]
oy

yields the time-independent Ginzburg-Landau equations

=0, (14)

- 2
ﬁ (=inV +2¢4) ¥ = a(rye + By, ()
Importantly, the criterion Eq. (14) from which Eq. (15) is
derived is valid for every local minimum of the functional
Eq. (11). Hence, whenever there are multiple solutions to
Eq. (15) there are also multiple local minima of Eq. (11). In
the absence of both the nonlinear term (3 = 0) and the vector
potential (A = 0), the Ginzburg-Landau equation (Eq. (15))
reduces to the linear time-independent Schrodinger equation.
For periodic boundary conditions, in the presence of a peri-
odic modulation of the mass term

a(r+A) = ar), (16)

Bloch’s theorem [55] states that this equation has multiple so-
lutions labeled by the wave number k,

Yi(r)

where u(r + A) = u(r). Naturally, the question arises
whether an analog of Bloch’s theorem still holds in the pres-
ence of a nonlinearity (5 # 0). This has already been ad-
dressed in the literature, where generalizations of Bloch’s the-
orem with additional nonlinearities have been proven [56-58].
Note that nonlinear Schrodinger equations in periodic poten-
tials naturally occur when describing Bose-Einstein conden-
sates in optical lattices, see e.g. [S8—61].

In the presence of both a nonlinearity and the magnetic
vector potential in two dimensions, we solve Eq. (15) nu-
merically. Our approach is to solve the equivalent problem
of minimizing F[¢] via a local minimization algorithm and

= e Ty(r), (17)
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FIG. 4. Both solutions v, (7, 1) of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau equation (Eq. (11)) with & = 0 (a) and k = 1 (b). We choose o = —2.331
and = 14.465 on an L x L lattice with L = 16 with a total magnetic flux of & = 1.64-27 through the sample and open boundary conditions.
The CDW is assumed to be of the form ny, (1) = sin?(2wx/L). The grayscale of the background squares is set by the hole density ny, (7).
The color and length denote the phase and amplitude of ¢ (r, 1), where for ;1 = y we shift the phase by 7 to reflect the d-wave nature of the
order parameter. We observe pinned vortices between the stripes in the £ = 0 condensate.

verifying that the functional derivative in Eq. (14) vanishes.
Different solutions corresponding to distinct Bloch waves can
be obtained by starting the optimization procedure with dis-
tinct initial configurations within the basin of attraction of the
particular solution, cf. appendix B. We employ the BFGS al-
gorithm [62—-65] for local optimization and verify the mini-
mization condition Eq. (14) by monitoring the norm of the
Jacobian matrix, which we require to attain a numerical value
< 1077 in all studied geometries.

To compare the solutions of the intertwined Ginzburg-
Landau equation (Eq. (15)) to the macroscopic wave functions
from DMRG, we solve for ¢, () on the vertices of the square
lattice. We then define the d-wave order parameter ansatz on
the links of the lattice as

o) — + [Wr(r) +p(r+p)] /2 if u
o ’u)_{—[wk(r)+wk(r+u)]/2 if p=g

We compare the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau wave func-
tions with the numerical results in Fig. 2(b) for a finite mag-
netic flux ¢. At this set of parameters, DMRG yields two
fragments of the condensate while the Ginzburg-Landau equa-
tion exhibits two distinct solutions, which we find using differ-
ent initial states when minimizing the Ginzburg-Landau func-
tional, cf. Fig. 6. Thus, there is a one-to-one correspondence
between the superconducting fragments and the distinct so-
lutions of the Ginzburg-Landau theory. Moreover, we ob-
serve that both the periodicity in xo (7, ) and x; (7, 1) and
the rotation due to the magnetic field are correctly captured
by the Ginzburg-Landau solutions ¢ (r, pt) and v (r, 1) and
observe accurate agreement in Fig. 2. To obtain such an agree-
ment, the two model parameters « and /3 have to be optimized.
We performed a full parameter scan to determine optimal val-
ues of a = —2.331, § = 14.465, cf. Fig. 7.

Next, we consider the case of multiple stripes without a
magnetic field (¢ = 0) on a 32 x 6 cylinder. As we only

obtain DMRG results for open boundary conditions in the x-
direction, the corresponding Ginzburg-Landau equation cou-
pling to the hole density from DMRG is not translationally
invariant. Thus, we do not immediately expect Bloch waves
as solutions. Instead, we find solutions that are localized on
the individual stripes and compute their Fourier transform at
a momentum k of the superlattice set by the charge density
wave which serves as ansatz wave functions ¢ (7, 1) to com-
pare to DMRG. A detailed discussion of this construction is
given in appendix D. Fig. 3 again shows a close agreement
between the ansatz wave functions v (r, 1) from the inter-
twined Ginzburg-Landau theory and the condensate fragments
Xk(7, ). Moreover, this comparison reveals that the differ-
ent fragments of the condensate can be labeled by the quasi-
momentum of the wave function on the superlattice given by
the charge density wave. This is the reason we used the label
‘k’ for both enumerating the fragments (7, 1) and model
wave functions ¢, (r, ). In fact, we observe a ‘dispersion’,
in the sense that the smaller values of k£ have a larger conden-
sate fraction, i.e. k' < k implies e/ > &y, reflecting the fact
that the uniform condensate is the most dominant condensate.

The intertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory allows us to make
predictions for larger systems not accessible by DMRG sim-
ulations. As an example, we report in Fig. 4 the solutions
of Eq. (11) on a 16 x 16 grid with a CDW of the form
np(r) = sin®(2wz/L). For this larger size we can see how,
on the £ = 0 condensate, vortices are effectively pinned be-
tween the stripes for the chosen set of parameters o = —2.331
and 5 = 14.465. This set of parameters is the optimal choice
when fitting to the DMRG results in Fig. 2. However, we ex-
pect the behavior of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau equa-
tion to be more complex in general. Besides the conven-
tional coherence length and penetrations depth, another natu-
ral length scale that can be defined is the period of the charge
modulation. Moreover, we also expect the depth of the po-
tential to play an important role. A more detailed study of



the behavior when varying these scales will be the subject of
future investigations.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

The coexistence of CDWs and superconductivity has by
now been reported by numerous numerical studies of doped
Hubbard- and ¢-J-like models [26-34]. By employing the
Penrose-Onsager criterion for superconductivity, one of the
authors previously reported that this coexistence yields a frag-
mentation of the superconducting condensate in the case of
the ¢-t’-J model on the square lattice [43]. This is seen from
investigating the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of a suitably
chosen two-body density matrix, which correspond to the con-
densate fractions and the macroscopic wave functions of the
Cooper pairs, where more than one dominant eigenvalue is
observed. In the present manuscript, we corroborated these
findings by demonstrating that fragmentation is not just a pe-
culiarity of the ¢-J model but is observed in the phase dia-
gram t-t'-U Hubbard model. More importantly, we propose a
macroscopic field theory that describes the wave functions of
the fragmented condensate with remarkable precision. The
key proposition is the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory
Eq. (11), where the mass term of the superconducting order
parameter is coupled to a static field proportional to the hole
density of the system. The CDW is seen as a periodic back-
ground potential that leads to the existence of multiple so-
lutions of the Ginzburg-Landau theory, which correspond to
Bloch waves at different momenta. These distinct solutions
of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory have been shown
to precisely describe the individual fragments of the super-
conducting condensates, cf. Figs. 2 and 3. We would like
to emphasize that the model we propose only features two pa-
rameters « and 3 (up to an overall constant factor m*) and can
therefore be considered a minimal model coupling the charge
density to the superconducting order.

Our findings give rise to an intuitive picture of the behav-
ior of pairs in the stripe-fragmented superconductor. Here, a
Cooper pair is in an unequal-weight superposition of the con-
densate wave functions at different momenta. The individual
macroscopic wave functions constitute local minima of the
Ginzburg-Landau free energy functional Eq. (11) and do not
necessarily yield the same value of the Ginzburg-Landau free
energy. Nevertheless, the Cooper pair can “tunnel” between
these different minima. An energy difference between these
minima is then reflected by a different occupation number in
these modes, just as we observe in our DMRG data. We nu-
merically verified that the uniform condensate solution is a
global minimum of the Ginzburg-Landau functional, which
explains why this mode is populated with the highest conden-
sate fraction, whereas finite momentum solutions have higher
values of the Ginzburg-Landau free energy and thus a smaller
condensate fraction.

A coupling between a CDW and the superconducting or-
der parameter has been suggested previously [66-71]. Im-
portantly, novel pump-probe experiments allow for a pre-
cise measurement of this coupling employing Fano interfer-

ence [72, 73], and a coupling between the CDW and the super-
conducting order has recently been measured in NbSe, [74]
and the cuprate superconductors [72, 73]. Thus, there is strong
evidence that coupling between CDWs and superconducting
order parameters is realized in actual strongly correlated su-
perconductors.

The final question we would like to address is whether
a fragmented Cooper condensate could be observed in ma-
terials. While our particular choice of parameters in the
t-t'-U might not be the set of couplings expected in e.g.
the cuprate superconductors, it is very likely that such su-
persolid phases with fragmented condensates can occur in
more complex scenarios, which then capture the physics of
actual materials more accurately. Several studies employ-
ing scanning Josephson tunneling spectroscopy have recently
reported the emergence of a pair-density wave state [37]
in Bi,Sr,CaCu,0Og4, [41, 75], in transition metal dichalco-
genides [76], or the heavy-fermion superconductor UTe, [42].
A peak in the superconducting order parameter at finite mo-
mentum has been detected, indicating the emergence of a pair
density wave. Besides this finite momentum peak, however, a
zero momentum contribution was also measured. We would
like to point out that this scenario bears a strong resemblance
to our findings, as we propose that the Cooper pairs are in a
superposition of condensates with different momentum quan-
tum numbers. Hence, if a fragmented superconductor were to
be realized, further peaks at different momenta could indicate
this state. Moreover, a prediction of our intertwined Ginzburg-
Landau theory would be that the superconducting vortices in
a magnetic field are pinned between the CDWs, as shown in
Fig. 4, which we propose as a potential hallmark experimental
signature of this phase.
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Appendix A: Details on DMRG simulations

To ensure consistent convergence of DMRG for the systems
we have studied, some care must be taken in choosing the ini-
tial states of the variational optimization. Here we describe
our strategy for obtaining initial states. For systems of width
W = 4, we found that DMRG is not sensitive to the initial
starting states and we use random initial states. Independent
of the starting state, we find that the ground state is antiferro-
magnetic with a checkerboard spin pattern, and the holes bind
in pairs and distribute evenly along the width of the system.

For width W = 6, we use starting states that are inspired
by the ground states we find with DMRG at W = 4, which
we find provide better convergence than random initial states.
We have tried different starting states to test that our choice of
starting state doesn’t lead to a biased result. As an example
of this, in Fig. 5(a), we show results from DMRG calculations
of an L. = 24 system with open boundary conditions and an
equal number of total holes which were biased by the start-
ing states to have different hole configurations (two holes per
stripe with more stripes or four holes per stripe fewer stripes).
By extrapolating the energy as a function of DMRG trunca-
tion error [82], we can conclude that the state with 2 holes per
stripe is lower in energy.

In Fig. 5(b), for an L = 32 system with cylindrical bound-
ary conditions and n;, = 12 holes, we compare the variational
minimum energy for three different hole configurations (two,
four, and six holes per stripe) at fixed bond dimension and as
before we see that the energy is lowest for the state with two
holes per stripe. Throughout this work, we therefore show
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FIG. 5. (a) Scaling of the energy with the truncation error for two
different ansatzes in a 24 x 6 system with four holes. (b) Energy
behaviour for different ansatzes at fixed bond dimension xy = 4000
for a 32 X 6 system with 12 holes

results using states that have two holes per stripe.

A finite magnetic field ¢ in the Hamiltonian Eq. 1 intro-
duces complex coefficients. In DMRG, this leads to tensors
that have complex elements, and therefore the computation
time increases by a factor of approximately four compared to
the case of zero magnetic field (¢ = 0) where tensors with
real elements can be used. To improve the convergence time
of calculations with finite magnetic field, we first compute the
ground state at some fixed bond dimension without a magnetic
field and use the state found by DMRG as a starting state for
calculations at finite magnetic field.

Care must be taken to efficiently compute the two-body
singlet-pairing density matrix pg. Naively, without the use
of caching and sparsity, computing every element of a gen-
eral two-body density matrix on a system of size N = O(L)
(where for simplicity we assume a fixed width W) would scale
as O(N®) since there are O(N*) elements and computing
a single element requires O(N) tensor contractions, which
would quickly become impractical. Luckily, there are multi-
ple ways we can reduce this scaling. First of all, we only need
to compute the pairing on neighboring sites, which reduces the
scaling to O(N?) if no caching is used. If caching of interme-
diate tensor contractions is used across the computation of dif-
ferent elements, this scaling can be further reduced to O(N?).
The code we use, which can compute general n-body correla-
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FIG. 6. (a,b) Initial ansatz wave functions 19 (7) used as a starting point in the minimization of the Ginzburg-Landau functional Eq. (11).
(c,d) Obtained local minima v () from these initial states after optimization. (e,f) Resulting d-wave order parameters ¢ (v, 1) as in Eq. (18)

defined on the links of the lattice.

tors and automatically cache intermediate tensors involved in
computing different elements, can be found at [80].

Appendix B: Details on solving the Ginzburg-Landau equations

We describe how to numerically attain the distinct solutions
corresponding to the distinct Bloch wave instanton solutions
of Eq. (15) in the main text. These are computed by nu-
merically minimizing the parent Ginzburg-Landau functional
Eq. (11) with different initial starting vectors. The procedure
is illustrated in Fig. 6. To obtain a uniform solution we start
with a constant initial state 1/18, e.g.

P9 (r) = 1.0,

as shown in Fig. 6(a). ¢ (r) is a function with complex values
on the vertices of the lattice. The values of hole-density ny, (7)
on the lattice are taken from measurements of the ground state
from DMRG. We obtain a local minimum of the Ginzburg-
Landau functional Eq. (11) by employing the BFGS algo-
rithm [62-65] as implemented in SciPy [83]. Convergence
is tested by postulating the norm of the Jacobian matrix to be
of size < 10~7. This allows us to obtain the wave function
1o(r), as shown in Fig. 6(b). To compare this to the macro-
scopic wave function from DMRG, we compute the corre-
sponding d-wave order parameter on the links of the lattice
by Eq. (18). The final model wave function (7, u) is then
shown in Fig. 6(c).

To compute different solutions we initialize the minimiza-
tion procedure with a starting state of the form

Y(z,y) = sin(2rkz/L).

(BI)

(B2)

The solution shown in Fig. 2(d) of the main text is obtained
when setting £ = 1. The corresponding initial configuration

W=6,L=24,¢=20
log(D)

FIG. 7. Full parameter scan for the metric Eq. (C1) for model pa-
rameters « and S of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau equation when
comparing to the DMRG ground state shown in Fig. 2 of the main
text. The red star indicates the minimizing model parameters.

is shown in Fig. 6(d). After finding the local minimum asso-
ciated with this initial solution, we obtain 11 () as shown in
Fig. 6(e), and finally the d-wave order parameter ¢/{ () shown
in Fig. 6(f).

Appendix C: Choice of model parameters « and 3

Our proposed intertwined Ginzburg-Landau functional in
Eq. (11) in the main text only has two parameters « and S up
to an overall constant factor set by m™*. To obtain good agree-
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FIG. 8. (a) Solutions of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau equation
in the presence of six stripes on a 32 x 6 cylinder with open bound-
ary conditions in the x-direction. We show the y-averaged values of
i (r, 1). For every neighboring pair of stripes a solution exhibiting
a “kink” at their interface is found. (b) Corresponding localized wave
functions i, as defined in Eq. (D1).

ment we have investigated the dependence of the solutions
on these parameters. These have then been compared to the
macroscopic wave functions x(7;, ut) obtained from DMRG.
To find the optimal parameters for « and 5 we consider the
following metric comparing both these wave functions:

Dy, = min | Xn (i, 1) — €y, p) |2 (CD)

The phase 6 is introduced due to the freedom of phase in the
solution of both the eigenvalue problem to compute (7, it)
as well as the U(1) symmetry of the Ginzburg-Landau func-
tional Eq. (11). Since only two parameters are involved we
can perform a full parameter scan to obtain an optimal fit.
The metrics Eq. (C1) when fitting the DMRG ground state
with @ = 47 on the 24 x 6 open boundary sample as in Fig. 2
of the main text are shown in Fig. 7. The combined metric
Dy + Dy is minimized for the parameters = —2.331 and
B = 14.465.

Appendix D: Bloch waves from solutions of the
Ginzburg-Landau equation in the multiple stripe case

In the case of two stripes in the system, we demonstrated
in Fig. 2 that the macroscopic wave functions (7, ) of the

superconducting condensates in Eq. (9) are well described by
solutions ¢y (7, ) of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau equa-
tions Eq. (15) with two different initial ansatz wave func-
tions, cf. Fig. 6. For more than two stripes the situation is
slightly complicated by the fact that our DMRG simulations
are performed on open boundary conditions in the z-direction.
Hence, the solutions to the Ginzburg-Landau equations do not
a priori satisfy Bloch’s theorem and, hence, momentum is not
a good quantum number. We solve the intertwined Ginzburg-
Landau equation (Eq. (15)) with the hole density given by the
ground state from DMRG on the cylindrical boundary con-
ditions. Thereby, we obtain solutions that are either uniform
so1,0(7) or have a “kink” between stripe ¢ and 7 + 1, which
we denote by ¥so1,(1), where p = 1,..., Ngw — 1 and Ny,
denotes the number of stripes in the system. Here, p labels the
position of the stripe in the x direction. These direct solutions
so1,p(7) in the case of the 32 x 6 cylinder, with ¢/t = 0.2
and U/t = 10, are shown in Fig. 8(a). In this case, we con-
sider the case of zero magnetic flux, i.e. ® = 0. On an in-
finitely long cylinder with a perfectly periodic modulation of
the charge density, the position of the kink does not impact
the value of the free energy functional Eq. (11) due to transla-
tional invariance. Hence, all solutions with only one kink are
degenerate and the system can choose to form superpositions
of these states. We consider the wave functions

wloc,p("') = wsol,p+1("') - wsol,p("a)a

which are localized on stripe p, as shown in Fig. 8(b). In
order to construct Bloch wave functions with a given quasi-
momentum k we construct the wave functions

(DD

Nslr_1
Ur(r) =Y cos(mp-k/(Nar — 1)) o p(r).  (D2)
p=0
This procedure yields a wave function for k = 0, ..., Ny — 1,

where k& = 0 corresponds to the uniform solution. The y-
averaged solutions 15, (x) in case of six stripes for the 32 x 6
cylinder is shown for select values of k in Fig. 3 of the main
text and all values of k in Fig. 9. We report close agreement
between the Ginzburg-Landau ansatz wave functions vy (r)
and the macroscopic wave functions of the dominant conden-
sate fragments from ground state DMRG. Remarkably, the la-
beling of Bloch states in Eq. (D2) exactly corresponds to the
ordering of the fragments by their condensate fraction, i.e. the
k = 01is the most dominant eigenvalue, k£ = 1 the second most
dominant, etc., until k¥ = 5 corresponds to the least dominant
eigenvalue.

[1] E. Fradkin, S. A. Kivelson, and J. M. Tranquada, Colloquium:
Theory of intertwined orders in high temperature superconduc-
tors, Rev. Mod. Phys. 87, 457 (2015).

[2] R. M. Fernandes, P. P. Orth, and J. Schmalian, Intertwined vesti-
gial order in quantum materials: Nematicity and beyond, Annu.
Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 10, 133 (2019).

[3] M. Vojta, Lattice symmetry breaking in cuprate superconduc-
tors: stripes, nematics, and superconductivity, Adv. Phys. 58,
699 (2009).

[4] J. Zaanen and O. Gunnarsson, Charged magnetic domain lines
and the magnetism of high-T,. oxides, Phys. Rev. B 40, 7391
(1989).


https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.87.457
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013200
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013200
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018730903122242
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018730903122242
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.7391
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.7391

= 0251 L0.075
‘i 0.00 0.050 &
‘\; —0.251 r0.025
= 0251 L0.075
‘i 0.00 1 -0.050 &
= —0.251 [ 0.025
= 0251 L0.075
= 0.00] 0,050 &
=021 [k=4 ' ' ' _(e)\ 0025
0 5 0 15 20 25 30
x

—— 7y

—— ¢ (DMRG)

10

‘3- (b) Fo.075
e F0.050 &
5]

Flfk=1 TR (00
= (d) }o.ors
= -0.050 &
[S)

Flfk=3 . . . . 0025
@- (f) Fo.075
e F0.050 &
[S)

A Jk=5 ' ' ' ' K F0.025

0 5 0 15 20 25 30
x

—*— 1 (Ginzburg Landau)

FIG. 9. Complete set of macroscopic wave functions of the ground state of 32 x 6 cylinder at ¢/t = 0.2, U/t = 10, and doping p = 1/16,
corresponding to six stripes. Blue lines (triangles) denote wave functions from DMRG of the six fragments of the condensate. Red lines are the
corresponding solutions 1% () of the intertwined Ginzburg-Landau theory as specified in Eq. (D2) for « = —1.3 and 8 = 13. Different panels
show show the results for different values of the momentum k. We report close agreement between the DMRG data and the Ginzburg-Landau

ansatz for every single fragment.

[5] D. Poilblanc and T. M. Rice, Charged solitons in the hartree-
fock approximation to the large-u hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B
39, 9749 (1989).
[6] K. Machida, Magnetism in La,CuQO, based compounds, Phys.
C: Supercond. Appl 158, 192 (1989).
[7] M. Kato, K. Machida, H. Nakanishi, and M. Fujita, Soliton Lat-
tice Modulation of Incommensurate Spin Density Wave in Two
Dimensional Hubbard Model —A Mean Field Study—, J. Phys.
Soc. Japan 59, 1047 (1990).
J. P. F. LeBlanc, A. E. Antipov, F. Becca, I. W. Bulik, G. K.-
L. Chan, C.-M. Chung, Y. Deng, M. Ferrero, T. M. Hender-
son, C. A. Jiménez-Hoyos, E. Kozik, X.-W. Liu, A. J. Millis,
N. V. Prokof’ev, M. Qin, G. E. Scuseria, H. Shi, B. V. Svis-
tunov, L. F. Tocchio, I. S. Tupitsyn, S. R. White, S. Zhang,
B.-X. Zheng, Z. Zhu, and E. Gull (Simons Collaboration on
the Many-Electron Problem), Solutions of the two-dimensional
hubbard model: Benchmarks and results from a wide range of
numerical algorithms, Phys. Rev. X' 5, 041041 (2015).
B.-X. Zheng, C.-M. Chung, P. Corboz, G. Ehlers, M.-P. Qin,
R. M. Noack, H. Shi, S. R. White, S. Zhang, and G. K.-L. Chan,
Stripe order in the underdoped region of the two-dimensional
Hubbard model, Science 358, 1155 (2017).
E. W. Huang, C. B. Mendl, S. Liu, S. Johnston, H.-C. Jiang,
B. Moritz, and T. P. Devereaux, Numerical evidence of fluctu-
ating stripes in the normal state of high-T.. cuprate supercon-
ductors, Science 358, 1161 (2017).
E. W. Huang, C. B. Mendl, H.-C. Jiang, B. Moritz, and T. P.
Devereaux, Stripe order from the perspective of the Hubbard
model, npj Quantum Mater. 3, 22 (2018).
M. Qin, C.-M. Chung, H. Shi, E. Vitali, C. Hubig,
U. Schollwock, S. R. White, and S. Zhang (Simons Collabora-
tion on the Many-Electron Problem), Absence of superconduc-
tivity in the pure two-dimensional hubbard model, Phys. Rev.
X 10, 031016 (2020).
[13] P. W. Anderson, The Resonating Valence Bond State in
La,CuO, and Superconductivity, Science 235, 1196 (1987).
[14] F. C. Zhang and T. M. Rice, Effective Hamiltonian for the su-
perconducting Cu oxides, Phys. Rev. B 37, 3759 (1988).

(8]

(91

(10]

(11]

(12]

[15] V.J. Emery and G. Reiter, Mechanism for high-temperature su-
perconductivity, Phys. Rev. B 38, 4547 (1988).

[16] S. A. Kivelson, I. P. Bindloss, E. Fradkin, V. Oganesyan, J. M.

Tranquada, A. Kapitulnik, and C. Howald, How to detect fluc-

tuating stripes in the high-temperature superconductors, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 75, 1201 (2003).

J.-J. Wen, H. Huang, S.-J. Lee, H. Jang, J. Knight, Y. S. Lee,

M. Fujita, K. M. Suzuki, S. Asano, S. A. Kivelson, C.-C. Kao,

and J.-S. Lee, Observation of two types of charge-density-wave

orders in superconducting Las_«SrxCuOy4, Nat. Commun. 10,

3269 (2019).

P. Mai, S. Karakuzu, G. Balduzzi, S. Johnston, and T. A.

Maier, Intertwined spin, charge, and pair correlations in the

two-dimensional hubbard model in the thermodynamic limit,

Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 119, 2112806119 (2022).

P. Mai, N. S. Nichols, S. Karakuzu, F. Bao, A. Del Mae-

stro, T. A. Maier, and S. Johnston, Robust charge-density-wave

correlations in the electron-doped single-band Hubbard model,

Nat. Commun. 14, 2889 (2023).

E. W. Huang, T. Liu, W. O. Wang, H.-C. Jiang, P. Mai, T. A.

Maier, S. Johnston, B. Moritz, and T. P. Devereaux, Fluctuating

intertwined stripes in the strange metal regime of the hubbard

model, Phys. Rev. B 107, 085126 (2023).

H. Xu, H. Shi, E. Vitali, M. Qin, and S. Zhang, Stripes and spin-

density waves in the doped two-dimensional hubbard model:

Ground state phase diagram, Phys. Rev. Res. 4, 013239 (2022).

[22] B. Xiao, Y.-Y. He, A. Georges, and S. Zhang, Tempera-
ture dependence of spin and charge orders in the doped two-
dimensional hubbard model, Phys. Rev. X 13, 011007 (2023).

[23] E §irnkovic, R. Rossi, and M. Ferrero, Two-dimensional hub-
bard model at finite temperature: Weak, strong, and long corre-
lation regimes, Phys. Rev. Res. 4, 043201 (2022).

[24] A. Wietek, J. Wang, J. Zang, J. Cano, A. Georges, and A. Millis,
Tunable stripe order and weak superconductivity in the moiré
hubbard model, Phys. Rev. Res. 4, 043048 (2022).

[25] A. Wietek, Y.-Y. He, S. R. White, A. Georges, and E. M.
Stoudenmire, Stripes, antiferromagnetism, and the pseudogap
in the doped hubbard model at finite temperature, Phys. Rev. X
11, 031007 (2021).

(17]

(18]

(19]

(20]

(21]


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.9749
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.9749
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0921-4534(89)90316-X
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0921-4534(89)90316-X
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.59.1047
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.59.1047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041041
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aam7127
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aak9546
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41535-018-0097-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.031016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.031016
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.235.4793.1196
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.3759
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.38.4547
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.1201
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.1201
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11167-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11167-z
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2112806119
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-38566-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.085126
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.013239
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.011007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.043201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.043048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.031007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.031007

[26] S. Gong, W. Zhu, and D. N. Sheng, Robust d-wave supercon-
ductivity in the square-lattice t—j model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127,
097003 (2021).

[27] S. Jiang, D. J. Scalapino, and S. R. White, Ground-state phase
diagram of the t~t'—j model, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 118,
€2109978118 (2021).

[28] H.-C.Jiang and S. A. Kivelson, High temperature superconduc-
tivity in a lightly doped quantum spin liquid, Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 097002 (2021).

[29] Y.-F. Jiang, T. P. Devereaux, and H.-C. Jiang, Ground state
phase diagram and superconductivity of the doped hubbard
model on six-leg square cylinders (2023), arXiv:2303.15541.

[30] H.-C. Jiang, Pair density wave in the doped three-band hubbard
model on two-leg square cylinders, Phys. Rev. B 107, 214504
(2023).

[31] H. Xu, C.-M. Chung, M. Qin, U. Schollwock, S. R. White, and
S. Zhang, Coexistence of superconductivity with partially filled
stripes in the hubbard model (2023), arXiv:2303.08376.

[32] X.Lu, F. Chen, W. Zhu, D. N. Sheng, and S.-S. Gong, Emergent
superconductivity and competing charge orders in hole-doped
square-lattice t—j model (2023), arXiv:2304.03963.

[33] H.-X. Wang, Y.-F. Jiang, and H. Yao, Robust d-wave su-
perconductivity from the su-schrieffer-heeger-hubbard model:
possible route to high-temperature superconductivity (2022),
arXiv:2211.09143.

[34] B. Ponsioen, S. S. Chung, and P. Corboz, Superconducting
stripes in the hole-doped three-band hubbard model (2023),
arXiv:2306.12910.

[35] D.F. Agterberg and H. Tsunetsugu, Dislocations and vortices in
pair-density-wave superconductors, Nat. Phys. 4, 639 (2008).

[36] Z. Dai, Y.-H. Zhang, T. Senthil, and P. A. Lee, Pair-density
waves, charge-density waves, and vortices in high-7% cuprates,
Phys. Rev. B 97, 174511 (2018).

[37] D. F. Agterberg, J. S. Davis, S. D. Edkins, E. Fradkin, D. J.
Van Harlingen, S. A. Kivelson, P. A. Lee, L. Radzihovsky, J. M.
Tranquada, and Y. Wang, The physics of pair-density waves:
Cuprate superconductors and beyond, Annual Review of Con-
densed Matter Physics 11, 231 (2020).

[38] K. S. Huang, Z. Han, S. A. Kivelson, and H. Yao, Pair-density-
wave in the strong coupling limit of the Holstein-Hubbard
model, npj Quantum Mater. 7, 17 (2022).

[39] C. Setty, L. Fanfarillo, and P. J. Hirschfeld, Mechanism for fluc-
tuating pair density wave, Nat. Commun. 14, 3181 (2023).

[40] Y. Wang, S. D. Edkins, M. H. Hamidian, J. C. S. Davis, E. Frad-
kin, and S. A. Kivelson, Pair density waves in superconducting
vortex halos, Phys. Rev. B 97, 174510 (2018).

[41] M. H. Hamidian, S. D. Edkins, S. H. Joo, A. Kostin, H. Eisaki,
S. Uchida, M. J. Lawler, E.-A. Kim, A. P. Mackenzie, K. Fujita,
J. Lee, and J. C. S. Davis, Detection of a Cooper-pair density
wave in BizSroCaCu2Osyx, Nature 532, 343 (2016).

[42] Q. Gu, J. P. Carroll, S. Wang, S. Ran, C. Broyles, H. Siddiquee,
N. P. Butch, S. R. Saha, J. Paglione, J. C. S. Davis, and X. Liu,
Detection of a pair density wave state in UTe2, Nature 618, 921
(2023).

[43] A. Wietek, Fragmented cooper pair condensation in striped su-
perconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 177001 (2022).

[44] S. R. White, Density matrix formulation for quantum renormal-
ization groups, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2863 (1992).

[45] S. R. White, Density-matrix algorithms for quantum renormal-
ization groups, Phys. Rev. B 48, 10345 (1993).

[46] U. Schollwock, The density-matrix renormalization group, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 77, 259 (2005).

[47] U. Schollwock, The density-matrix renormalization group in
the age of matrix product states, Annals of Physics 326, 96

11

(2011).

[48] V. L. Ginzburg and L. D. Landau, On the Theory of supercon-
ductivity, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 20, 1064 (1950).

[49] D. Cocks, P. P. Orth, S. Rachel, M. Buchhold, K. Le Hur,
and W. Hofstetter, Time-reversal-invariant hofstadter-hubbard
model with ultracold fermions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 205303
(2012).

[50] L. Stenzel, A. L. C. Hayward, U. Schollwock, and F. Heidrich-
Meisner, Topological phases in the fermi-hofstadter-hubbard
model on hybrid-space ladders, Phys. Rev. A 102, 023315
(2020).

[51] E. A. Palm, M. Kurttutan, A. Bohrdt, U. Schollwock, and
F. Grusdt, Ferromagnetism and skyrmions in the hofstadter—
fermi—hubbard model, New Journal of Physics 25, 023021
(2023).

[52] Y.-F.Jiang,J. Zaanen, T. P. Devereaux, and H.-C. Jiang, Ground
state phase diagram of the doped hubbard model on the four-leg
cylinder, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 033073 (2020).

[53] A.J. Leggett, Quantum Liquids (Oxford University Press, Great
Clarendon Street Oxford, 2006).

[54] O. Penrose and L. Onsager, Bose-einstein condensation and lig-
uid helium, Phys. Rev. 104, 576 (1956).

[55] F. Bloch, Uber die Quantenmechanik der Elektronen in Kristall-
gittern, Z. Phys. 52, 555 (1929).

[56] V. Serkin, M. Matsumoto, and T. Belyaeva, Bright and dark
solitary nonlinear bloch waves in dispersion managed fiber sys-
tems and soliton lasers, Opt. Commun. 196, 159 (2001).

[57] H. A. Haus and Y. Chen, Dispersion-managed solitons as non-
linear bloch waves, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 16, 889 (1999).

[58] P. J. Y. Louis, E. A. Ostrovskaya, C. M. Savage, and Y. S.
Kivshar, Bose-einstein condensates in optical lattices: Band-
gap structure and solitons, Phys. Rev. A 67, 013602 (2003).

[59] D.-I. Choi and Q. Niu, Bose-einstein condensates in an optical
lattice, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 2022 (1999).

[60] J. H. Denschlag, J. E. Simsarian, H. Héffner, C. McKenzie,
A. Browaeys, D. Cho, K. Helmerson, S. L. Rolston, and W. D.
Phillips, A bose-einstein condensate in an optical lattice, J.
Phys. B 35, 3095 (2002).

[61] L. Bloch, Ultracold quantum gases in optical lattices, Nat. Phys.
1, 23 (2005).

[62] C. G. Broyden, The convergence of a class of double-rank min-
imization algorithms 1. general considerations, IMA J. Appl.
Math. 6, 76 (1970).

[63] R. Fletcher, A new approach to variable metric algorithms,
Comput. J. 13, 317 (1970).

[64] D. Goldfarb, A family of variable-metric methods derived by
variational means, Math. Comput. 24, 23 (1970).

[65] D. F. Shanno, Conditioning of quasi-newton methods for func-
tion minimization, Math. Comput. 24, 647 (1970).

[66] R.-G. Cai, L. Li, Y.-Q. Wang, and J. Zaanen, Intertwined order
and holography: The case of parity breaking pair density waves,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 181601 (2017).

[67] A. M. Gabovich and A. 1. Voitenko, Model for the coexistence
of d-wave superconducting and charge-density-wave order pa-
rameters in high-temperature cuprate superconductors, Phys.
Rev. B 80, 224501 (2009).

[68] C. A. Balseiro and L. M. Falicov, Superconductivity and
charge-density waves, Phys. Rev. B 20, 4457 (1979).

[69] C.-S. Lian, C. Si, and W. Duan, Unveiling charge-density
wave, superconductivity, and their competitive nature in two-
dimensional NbSe2, Nano Lett. 18, 2924 (2018).

[70] J. Chang, E. Blackburn, A. T. Holmes, N. B. Christensen,
J. Larsen, J. Mesot, R. Liang, D. A. Bonn, W. N. Hardy, A. Wa-
tenphul, M. v. Zimmermann, E. M. Forgan, and S. M. Hayden,


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.097003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.097003
https://www.pnas.org/content/118/44/e2109978118
https://www.pnas.org/content/118/44/e2109978118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.097002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.097002
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2303.15541
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214504
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08376
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2304.03963
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2211.09143
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2306.12910
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys999
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.174511
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050711
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050711
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41535-022-00426-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-38956-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.174510
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17411
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-05919-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-05919-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.177001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2863
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.10345
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.259
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.259
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.09.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-010586-4.50035-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.205303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.205303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.023315
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.023315
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/acb963
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/acb963
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033073
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.104.576
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01339455
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0030-4018(01)01365-7
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.16.000889
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.013602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.2022
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/35/14/307
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/35/14/307
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys138
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys138
https://doi.org/10.1093/imamat/6.1.76
https://doi.org/10.1093/imamat/6.1.76
https://doi.org/10.1093/comjnl/13.3.317
https://doi.org/10.1090/s0025-5718-1970-0258249-6
https://doi.org/10.1090/s0025-5718-1970-0274029-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.181601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.224501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.224501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.20.4457
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.8b00237

(71]

[72]

(73]

[74]

Direct observation of competition between superconductivity
and charge density wave order in YBa2Cu306.67, Nat. Phys.
8, 871 (2012).

C. Castellani, C. D. Castro, and M. Grilli, Non-fermi-liquid be-
havior and d-wave superconductivity near the charge-density-
wave quantum critical point, Z. Phys. B 103, 137 (1996).

H. Chu, M.-J. Kim, K. Katsumi, S. Kovalev, R. D. Daw-
son, L. Schwarz, N. Yoshikawa, G. Kim, D. Putzky, Z. Z. Li,
H. Raffy, S. Germanskiy, J.-C. Deinert, N. Awari, 1. Ilyakov,
B. Green, M. Chen, M. Bawatna, G. Cristiani, G. Logvenov,
Y. Gallais, A. V. Boris, B. Keimer, A. P. Schnyder, D. Manske,
M. Gensch, Z. Wang, R. Shimano, and S. Kaiser, Phase-
resolved Higgs response in superconducting cuprates, Nat.
Commun. 11, 1793 (2020).

H. Chu, S. Kovalev, Z. X. Wang, L. Schwarz, T. Dong,
L. Feng, R. Haenel, M.-J. Kim, P. Shabestari, L. P. Hoang,
K. Honasoge, R. D. Dawson, D. Putzky, G. Kim, M. Puviani,
M. Chen, N. Awari, A. N. Ponomaryov, I. Ilyakov, M. Bluschke,
F. Boschini, M. Zonno, S. Zhdanovich, M. Na, G. Chris-
tiani, G. Logvenov, D. J. Jones, A. Damascelli, M. Minola,
B. Keimer, D. Manske, N. Wang, J.-C. Deinert, and S. Kaiser,
Fano interference between collective modes in cuprate high-Tc
superconductors, Nat. Commun. 14, 1343 (2023).

L. Feng, J. Cao, T. Priessnitz, Y. Dai, T. de Oliveira, J. Yuan,
M.-J. Kim, M. Chen, A. N. Ponomaryov, I. llyakov, H. Zhang,
Y. Lv, V. Mazzotti, G. Kim, G. Christiani, G. Logvenov,
D. Wu, Y. Huang, J.-C. Deinert, S. Kovalev, T. Dong, N. Wang,
S. Kaiser, and H. Chu, Dynamical interplay between super-
conductivity and charge-density-wave: a nonlinear terahertz
study of coherently-driven 2H — NbSe2 and Las_xSrxCuOy4
(2022), arXiv:2211.10947.

12

[75] S. D. Edkins, A. Kostin, K. Fujita, A. P. Mackenzie, H. Eisaki,
S. Uchida, S. Sachdev, M. J. Lawler, E.-A. Kim, J. C. S. Davis,
and M. H. Hamidian, Magnetic field—induced pair density wave
state in the cuprate vortex halo, Science 364, 976 (2019).

[76] X. Liu, Y. X. Chong, R. Sharma, and J. C. S. Davis, Discov-
ery of a cooper-pair density wave state in a transition-metal
dichalcogenide, Science 372, 1447 (2021).

[77] J. Bezanson, A. Edelman, S. Karpinski, and V. B. Shah, Julia:
A fresh approach to numerical computing, SIAM review 59, 65
(2017).

[78] M. Fishman, S. R. White, and E. M. Stoudenmire, The ITen-
sor Software Library for Tensor Network Calculations, SciPost
Phys. Codebases , 4 (2022).

[79] M. Fishman, S. R. White, and E. M. Stoudenmire, Codebase
release 0.3 for ITensor, SciPost Phys. Codebases , 4 (2022).

[80] N. Baldelli and M. Fishman, ITensorCorrelators.jl, https:
//github.com/ITensor/ITensorCorrelators.
jl.git (2023).

[81] A. Wietek, GLPack, https://github.com/awietek/
glpack (2023).

[82] C. Hubig, J. Haegeman, and U. Schollwdck, Error estimates
for extrapolations with matrix-product states, Phys. Rev. B 97,
045125 (2018).

[83] P. Virtanen, R. Gommers, T. E. Oliphant, M. Haber-
land, T. Reddy, D. Cournapeau, E. Burovski, P. Peterson,
W. Weckesser, J. Bright, S. J. van der Walt, M. Brett, J. Wil-
son, K. J. Millman, N. Mayorov, A. R. J. Nelson, E. Jones,
R. Kern, E. Larson, C. J. Carey, I. Polat, Y. Feng, E. W. Moore,
J. VanderPlas, D. Laxalde, J. Perktold, R. Cimrman, I. Hen-
riksen, E. A. Quintero, C. R. Harris, A. M. Archibald, A. H.
Ribeiro, F. Pedregosa, P. van Mulbregt, and SciPy 1.0 Contrib-
utors, SciPy 1.0: Fundamental Algorithms for Scientific Com-
puting in Python, Nat. Methods 17, 261 (2020).


https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2456
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2456
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002570050347
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15613-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15613-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36787-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2211.10947
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat1773
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abd4607
https://doi.org/10.1137/141000671
https://doi.org/10.1137/141000671
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCodeb.4
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCodeb.4
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCodeb.4-r0.3
https://github.com/ITensor/ITensorCorrelators.jl.git
https://github.com/ITensor/ITensorCorrelators.jl.git
https://github.com/ITensor/ITensorCorrelators.jl.git
https://github.com/awietek/glpack
https://github.com/awietek/glpack
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.045125
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.045125
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2

