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We study the thermodynamic properties of a small superadirdumetallic grain using a quantum Monte
Carlo method. The grain is described by the universal Hamidin, containing pairing and ferromagnetic ex-
change correlations. In particular, we study how the thelynamic signatures of pairing correlations are
affected by the spin exchange interaction. We find the exgdamteraction effects to be qualitatively different
in the BCS and fluctuation-dominated regimes of pairingedations.

PACS numbers: 74.78.Na, 74.25.Bt, 75.75.-c, 05.10.Ln

I. INTRODUCTION with the one-body Hamiltonian describe the so-called urive
sal Hamiltoniart#15 Residual interaction terms are of the or-

The properties of conventional bulk superconductors aréJler Ygr and can be ignored in the limit of largg

well described by the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS)mea Much work has been devoted to the understanding of pair-
field theory! The BCS theory is valid in the limit when the ing correlations in finite-size systems and, in particular,
pairing gapA is much larger than the single-particle mean-small metallic grainé.Exchange correlations were also stud-
level spacingd. However, in small metallic grains, the dis- jed extensively in semiconductor quantum dtt22 where
creteness of the spectrum is important and the mean-levghe pairing interaction is repulsive and can thus be ignored
spacing can be comparable or larger than the pairing gap. Thiuch less is known about the properties of a superconducting

is the fluctuation-domingted _regime, in which BCS theory isgrain in the presence of both pairing and exchange correla-
no longer a good approximation. tions.

The reduced BCS Hamiltonian was used extensively to
study the properties of small metallic gra#é.It was found : , _ ; . ,
ey propert °9 W " State spin of a metallic grain that is described by the univer

that pairing correlations in the crossover between the bul oo " i
BCS limit and the fluctuation-dominated regime manifest.Sal Hamiltonian. The competition between superconductiv-

through the number-parity dependence of thermodynamigy and ferromagnetism leads to a narrow coexistence regime

quantities such as the spin susceptibi#? and the heat ca- " the J;/8— A/3 plane. This regime can be broadened and
11-13 tuned by an external Zeeman field. Signatures of this coex-

acity: . i I . .
pacty . . , istence were identified in the mesoscopic fluctuations of the
However, the effective low-energy interaction betweencsngyctance peak spacings and conductance peak heights in

electrons in a metallic grain contains additional terms bex metallic grain that is weakly coupled to le#dsHere we
yond the reduced BCS Hamiltonian. Such residual interacsy,qy the competition between pairing and exchange correla
tions could have significant effects on the signatures off&i  tjong in thermodynamic properties of the grain. In parteyl
correlations in a finite-size grain. Finding this effectiméer- e determine how the signatures of pairing correlationaire
action is, in general, a difficult task. However, a remarabl focted by the spin-exchange interaction. Our studies dreer
simple effective Hamiltonian emerges in grains whose &gl ¢rossover from the fluctuation-dominated regime to the BCS

particle dynamics_are ch_ao_tic or weakly diffusive (in thegpr regime. They are based on a quantum Monte Carlo method
ence of disorder) in the limit of a large Thouless conduaanc tpat is particularly suitable for the universal Hamiltamia

gr 24251 such grains the single-particle Hamiltonianoft

levels around the Fermi energy is described by random ma- The outline of this paper is as follows: the model we use to
trix theory1®:1’ The randomness of the single-particle wavedescribe the metallic grain (i.e., the universal Hamiléomiis
functions induce randomness into the corresponding electr discussed in SeElll, while the quantum Monte Carlo method
electron interaction matrix elements. These matrix eldmen and in particular its application to the universal Hamiltomis

can then be decomposed into their average and fluctuatingxplained in Sed.ll. Various thermodynamic properties ar
parts. The average interaction is determined by symmetrgalculated in Sed._IV. In particular, we discuss the thermal
considerationé#18 and includes, in addition to the classical spin distributions (Se¢_TV), the number 8f= 0 electron
charging energy, a Cooper-channel BCS-like interactiath anpairs (Sed_IVB), the canonical pair gap (Jec. 1V C), the heat
an exchange interaction that is proportional to the squéire acapacity (Sed. IVD) and the spin susceptibility (Sec. VE).
the total spirS of the grain. This average interaction togetherOur conclusions are given in Séd. V.

In Ref.1283 we studied the phase diagram of the ground-
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Il. THE MODEL but now they depend on two parametekgd andJs/d. As the
bandwidth is truncatedls remains invariant while the renor-
The universal Hamiltonian of a metallic grain is given Malization ofG is approximately independent &f. We have
byl4.15 tested this numerically; thermodynamic functions for adan
width of N, = 50 were reproduced by considering a grain with
H= Zskéloéko'i_ EcN2 - GP'P— J.S?, (1)  a band width ofN, = 25 and an appropriately renormalized
G coupling strengtlG. As an example, we show in Figl 1 the
heat capacity and spin susceptibility for even and odd grain
where cﬁo are creation operators of electrons in spin-with N, = 50 andN, = 25. The pairing strength is renormal-
degenerate a = =+) single-particle states with energy ized to keep the BCS pairing gap fixed/std = 5, while the
& N = 38,8, is the particle-number operato =  exchange coupling is fixed & = 0.63.
%Ekw élocro,c/éko, is the total spin operator of the graig (
are Pauli matrices), anfel = zkéhéL is the pair creation
operator in time-reversed (spin up/spin down) orbitalg;
is the charging energy of the grain, while the paramegrs
andJs are the coupling constants in the Cooper channel and
in the exchange channel, respectively. The universal Hamil 25
tonian describes an isolated mesoscopic grain whose single

; . . P . 20 ¢

particle dynamics are chaotic (or weakly diffusive in a dis-
ordered grain) in the limit where the Thouless conductance 15 |
gr — . It can be derived from general symmetry considera- ©
tions14.15.18 10 ¢ iy

Although the form of the universal Hamiltonian in EQ. (1) is 5| éi
based on the chaotic (or diffusive) nature of the singldigar
states, we do not study here the mesoscopic fluctuations, but 0 o= =
assume a generic equidistant single-particle spectr@n &. 5 ‘

picket-fence spectrum) as our benchmark model. We consider »
a half-filled band of R, 4 1 doubly degenerate levels. The 15 |

even grain containdl = 2N, electrons while the odd grain 51 8
containsN = 2N, + 1 electrons. The single-particle energies = 1r St
are given by = ké with k = —Nq, ..., No. All energy scales W P
in this work are measured in units of the single-particle mea 0.5 e 1_',9_‘,,;;&?”)‘”
level spacingd, and for simplicity we také = 1. 0 R e
The reduced BCS model with an attractive pairing force T/5

is characterized by two regimes: the fluctuation-dominated
regime or perturbative regimd/d < 1 (A is the zero-
temperature BCS gap), and the BCS superconducting regime
or non-perturbative regim&/d > 1. Here we study the ther-
modynamics of the universal Hamiltonian for three differ-
ent values ofA/3 in the crossover between the fluctuation- .\ i hiah temoerature limits (Pauli suscentibility) fork — 0
dominated regime and the BCS reging/d = 0.5,1 and 5. 44 afunctior? of ten?peratuﬂ'efogtgrf even and aﬁ odd)grain? Re;ults
The effective pairing strengti@that correspondto these BCS 4re shown at half filling for band widths &l = 25 andNo = 50.
gaps depend on the band width and are calculated using th@e pairing strengt!G is renormalized such that the BCS pairing
appropriate renormalization meth&#2® gap is kept fixed af\/d = 5, while the exchange constant is fixed
The thermodynamic properties of the reduced BCS modeitJs = 0.65. The coincidence of the corresponding thermodynamic
(in the absence of exchange interaction) are universalfungiuantities for both band widths demonstrates that the real@ation
tions of T/3 that depend only om\/3, i.e., changing the ©f Gis approximately independent .
model-space size for a fixell/d and renormalizings leaves
the thermodynamic quantities invarigstOf course, choosing
a smaller model space restricts the temperature range ahwhi  Throughout this work we consider values of the spin cou-
the model is physically meaningful because of truncatien efpling constantls ranging from 0 to ®10. Values forJs rang-
fects. In this work we calculate thermodynamic propertigs f ing fromJs/d~ —0.03— 0.09 for copper tds/d~ 0.84—0.89
even (odd) grains wittN = 50 (N = 51) electrons in a half- for palladium were reported in Ref.|26 (extracted from both
filled band (of widthN, = 25) around the Fermi energy in the experiment and theory). Since all thermal averages we €alcu
presence of both pairing and exchange correlations. As lonfate are canonical (i.e., for a fixed number of electrons), th
as the number of blocked levels (i.e., singly occupied E\isl  charging energy terrEcN? is just an overall constant. We
much smaller than the total number of levels in the band, théherefore puEc = 0 in our calculations without loss of gen-
thermodynamic quantities are still universal functionrg®, erality.

FIG. 1: The heat capacity and the spin susceptibility [normalized



I11. QUANTUM MONTE CARLO APPROACH IV. THERMODYNAMIC PROPERTIES

To compute thermodynamic properties of a metallic grain, In the following we use the QMC method to study various
we use a quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) method that is basethermodynamic properties of the grain.
on the canonical loop updates of Refs| 2[7,28. There, it was
shown that this method can be used to simulate the reduced
BCS Hamiltonian [i.e., Eq[{1) witkds = 0] in the canonical A. Thermal spin distributions
ensemble at finite temperature. The QMC method starts from

a perturbative expansion of the partition function at iseer e first study the spin distribution at fixed temperature. For

temperatur@® that purpose, we consider the ratio of the spin-projectetitpa
© B . tion functionZs (at spinS) to the total partition function for a
~ m .
Tr(efBH) - z / dTm/ dTm—l"'/ dry fixed number of electrons
070 0

Zs - TI’N’sefBF|

0
71V (1) -V (1) PO e
TV @V (t2)- - V(tme P®], (2 Z  Trye B

(7)
whereV (1) =exp(—TtHp)Vexp(tHp). The Hamiltonian in
Eq. (2) is assumed to consist of two non-commuting pétis,
andV. In case of the reduced BCS Hamiltonian, these wer
chosen to be

Zsis normalized such thgtg(2S+1)Zs/Z =1 [i.e., the(2S+
E'J.)-fold degeneracy in the spin-projection quantum nunter
isnot included inZg].

We first discuss the case of a pure exchange interaction
H = Hp-V, (3) (G =0), for which the ratios[{7) can be expressed in closed

_ A A At oA oA form in terms of canonical quantities of non-interactingisp
Ho = ~ oo GZCK#CK-,*CK-,*CK#’ (4) less fermiongG = Js = 0) using the method of Ref, 0. For
- 4 At A A G =0, we can rewrite[{7) as
V = Gch#ckﬁqﬁcL+ ) (5) )
k# ZS B eBJSS(SJFl) TrN’Se*BHO (8)
The basic idea of the QMC method is to insert a so-called Z  55(2S+1)efkSSTry seBHo

worm operatorA in the partition function, obtaining an ex- .

tended partition function -(AefBH), By propagating this where Hp is the non-interacting Hamiltonian. The spin-

worm operator through imaginary time according to the rulegProjected quantities can be calculated from the correspgnd

explained in Refs. 27,28, one generates configurationathat M-projected quantities using

distributed according to the weights occurring in the canon . . .

cal partition function Tig (e PH) through a Markov process. Try,se P = Try mse P — Tryw_siie P (9)

The worm propagation rules are constructed such that the de- .

tailed balance condition is satisfied. In case of the reducedhe traces on the r.h.s. of EQ] (9) can be evaluated in terms of

BCS Hamiltonian, the worm operator consists of two partsiWO particle-number projections that correspond to the num

one that enables scattering®# 0 pairs, and another that en- P€r Of Spin-up and the number of spin-down electrons. This

ables the breakup of 8= 0 pair (thus creating two blocked '€2ds té

levels). 1 _pE _pE _pE _gE
To gtudy the universal Hamiltonian, it is necessary to in- Tryse Po = e Pzise Pz s — g Phuzisiig vz o1,

clude the exchange interaction term. In general, terms that . . . (1.0)

commute withHp can be incorporated in the current algorithm WhereFy is the canonical free energy of non-interacting

by adding them tdlp. The exchange termJsS? commutes spinless fermions with a single-particle spectizin .
with Hp in Eq. (@), and only unpaired electrons (that block In the presence of both exchange and pairing correlations,

levels) contribute to the total spth For a given numbép of we evaluate the ra_\tiZiS/Z_ using the QMC. method outlined in
blocked levels, the degeneracy of many-particle levelfién t Secl.ﬂ'- _The conflgura_mons genera_ted in the Mgrkqv process
total spinSis gfven by are distributed according to the weights appearing in thie pa

tition function Tr(e*BF'). Since the degeneracy 8is known

4 (S) — b b 6 for each configuration [see Eq[](6)], the rakig/Z can be
b(S) = S+g T \s+ 1+§ : 6) evaluated directly through
Since the numbdy of blocked levels is known at each step of Zs du(S)
_ ! == , (11)
the Markov process, one can simply take the spin exchange Z 2 /e

term into account by adding it tdp and choosing the total

spin of the configuration with a probability proportionatbee  where(...)mc denotes averaging over all the configurations
degeneracyh(S). The non-diagonal pa¥t remains the same generated by the Monte Carlo methdg(S) is the degeneracy
as for the reduced BCS model [see HQ. (5)] and there is ndefined in Eq.[(6), and is the number of blocked levels in the
change in the canonical loop updates. configuration.
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spin up/spin down electrons resulting in@#a: 0 ground state.
At low temperaturesT < 0.750), the S= 0 states give the
largest contribution to the partition function. For highem-
peratures, the contribution of higher spin states incieasw
in the temperature region™d < T < 3.56 the largest con-
tribution arises from th&= 1 states.

The exchange interaction shifts down in energy states with
S 0; thus less thermal energy is required to excite these
states and the fractionf; of non-zero spin values increase
with Js. ForJs = 0.49, theS= 0 states dominate only below
0.5 1 T ] T =0.28. WhenJs > 0.59, the ground state acquires a finite
non-zero spin, and has spi= 3 for J; = 0.8450.

o 1 2 30 1 2 30T L. 3 Tablel] lists the values als at which the ground-state spin

T/5 changes to a higher value (denoted3)yor A/d=0,0.5 and
1. For a strong pairing interactiodA(6 = 5), the system re-

FIG. 2: Thermal ratiods of the spin projected partition function to mains fully paired up to an exchange couplinglgfd ~ 1, at
the full partition function as a function of temperature for even  Which it makes a transition to a fully polarized state. These
number of electronsN = 50). The left column shows the fractions values ofJs were obtained using Richardson'’s solution to the
fsin absence of the pairing interactiof /@ = 0) for different spin  pairing Hamiltonian via the method of Ref.|29. The ground-
couplingsJs (shown in units oB). The middle (right) column corre-  state spin diagram in the presence of pairing correlatiods a
sponds o to a gap @/8=0.5 (4/6=5). The different spin values  ferromagnetism at zero temperature was discussed if Ref. 23
(sz{ez;nd'cated by different symbols: (S= 0), U (S= 1) anda In the presence of pairing correlations, low spin states are

- favored because the scattering of spin zero pairs lowers the
free energy. The middle column of Fig. 2 shows the fracfion
for a weak pairing force/{/d= 0.5). Comparing the fractions
fsatJs = 0 andJs = 0.4% with their corresponding values in
the absence of pairing, we observe that the pairing interact
makes thes = 0 channel more dominant at low temperatures.
At higher temperatures pairing correlations are destrdyed
thermal excitations, and there is almost no difference betw
theA/d=0andA/d= 0.5 cases. The results of a strong pair-
ing force (/8 = 5) are shown in the right column of Figl 2.
S= 0 states remain dominant up to higher temperatures and
the spin fractions are less affected by the exchange irttenac

As we increase the pairing strength at fixkdtheS=10
channel becomes more dominant at low temperatures, and
higher values ofl; are required to make the transition to a
higher spin ground state. This in turn affects the finite tem-
perature behavior of the grain. At a fixed pairing ggfd and
for increasingls, the crossing point where ti#&= 1 channel
becomes dominant shifts to lower temperatures.

Figure[3 shows results analogous to Fig. 2, but for a grain
with an odd number of electrons and thus half-integer spin. |
the absence of pairing, the odd grain hasSaa 1/2 ground
state forJs = 0 and acquires higher spin for a sufficiently

NS =05

Jg=0.845 "~ J,=0845

TId

FIG. 3: Asin Fig[2 but for a grain with an odd number of elenso
(N = 51). The half-integer spin valuegsare now indicated by the
following symbols:o (S=1/2),0 (S= 3/2) andA (S=5/2).

We define the thermal fractiofy of a given spirSby strong exchange interaction. As compared with the even case
. higher values ofls are required to make the respective transi-
fs= (254 1)_8 _ (12) tions to higher spin states (see Table I).
Figure2 showds as a function of temperature for a grain with B. Thenumber of S= 0 electron pairs

an even number of electrons. Results for a few lowest spin
values are shown for various values of the exchange coupling

Js (measured in units &) and pairing gap,/d. spin is a good quantum number, we can evaluate the number

The left column of Fig[R corresponds to electrons inter- f irs f h led f. i
acting only through spin exchang& & 0 and thusA/d = ° lS:I 0 pE;:I’S or eac fsam_p N f:on Iguration. Hence we can
0). In the absence of both pairing and exchange interaction& °| ate the average fraction $t= 0 pairs
N — (b)

(G =Js=0), the ground state for an even number of electrons (o 13
is found by filling the lowest single-particle energy levbis P~ N= p’ (13)

Since our QMC method works directly in the space where



Even grains Odd grains _ _ —
A/5=0[A/53=05[A/5=1 A/5=0[A/5=05[A/5=1 M"‘O's‘ Ao=1 Ao =5

1} 05 0.8379 / 3/2| 0.6667| 0.8320 / 0.9 1 y {

2| 0.75 | 0.8554 / 5/2| 0.8 0.8760 | 0.9079 08 |3,=00 13,200 13,200 ]

3| 0.8333| 0.8921 / 7/2| 0.8571| 0.9047 | 0.9193 1 : : : : : : + : :

4| 0.875 | 0.9147 | 0.9295|9/2| 0.8889| 0.9229 | 0.9323 05 \
a Y7 i 1 3

TABLE I: The Js values (in units o®) at which the ground state of 08 r)=04  7)=04  73,=04

an even grain (left panel) and an odd grain (right panel) iaega ! ‘ ‘
higher spin valueS, asJs is increased at fixeh/d. Three values 0.9 \ 1 \
of A/ are considered (0, 0.5 and 1). Rfd =1 andN even, the

ground-state spin makes a transition fr@a=0to S=4 atJs = 08 [J5=0845 ] : PO =0 ]

0.92950. 012501ééoiéé
T/

where N the total number of electrond) the number of FIG. 4: The fractionfp of S= 0 pairs as a function of temperature for
blocked (i.e., singly occupied) levels apdtthe parity of the pairing gaps ofA/3 = 0.5 (left column),A/8 = 1 (middle column)
grain, i.e.,p=0 (p=1) for N even (odd). The normaliza- andA/d=>5 (right column), and for different values of the exchange
tion in Eq. [I3) is chosen to give = 1 at zero temperature coupling Js (shown in units ofd). Results for the even grain are
for both the even and odd grain in the absence of spin e)§hqwn.by circlesq), while results for the odd grains are denoted by
change. FigurEl4 show as a function of temperature for Slid triangles &).
even (open circles) and odd (solid triangles) grains witt8BC
gaps ofA/d=0.5,1 and 5. In general, the number of pairs
decreases with temperature, reflecting the weakening of pai
ing effects with increased thermal energy. The temperatur
at which pairs start to break up depends stronglyAgd. In
the case of strong pairing with/d = 5 this temperature is
roughly~ 1.58 (for Js = 0) and reduces to a value 6f0.4%
in the weak pairing case with/d=0.5.

Even as pairs start to break, their number decreases on
slowly with increasing temperature and for~ 3.5 most
of the electrons are still paired ®= 0 (e.g., about 84% for
A/d =1 andJs = 0.6). Once pairs start to break up, the frac-
tion of pairsfp is always larger for the odd grain. This is be-
cause the extra electron blocks a level, deferring theitians
to higher temperatures. Consequently more thermal ensrgy i ANS3=05 Ad=1 AS=5
required to break up the same number of pairsinthe odd grain 2 ————«+— — ———
as compared with the even grain.

The overall effect of the exchange interaction is to reduce 17 T T
the average number of pairs. Exchange also reduces theo e e | e ]

ﬁuantity. For a stronger pairing interaction (lardetd), the
odd-even effect survives up to higher temperatures. For not
too largeJs, the excess number is zeroat= 0 because the
ground state has the minimal spin and therefore the largest
B/ossible number of pairs even in the absence of pairing-inter

ction. For the largest values &f (third row in Fig.[8), the
excess number of pairs is non-zerdrat 0 since the grain is
polarized.

threshold temperature at which pairs start to break. Foirapa 1 0 3,204 1,204 3= 04
ing gap ofA/d= 1 this temperature is abott0.56 for Js=0, o | /ﬁ
and it reduces te- 0.20 for Js = 0.8d. Indeed, in an even

grain the exchange interaction decreases the gap between the S ARee L

S= 0 ground state and the fir§t:~ 0 excited state, thereby 35=0845 | ) =08 Js=08]

reducing the thermal energy required to break up a pair. For
A/d= 0.5 andJs = 0.8459, the ground state of the even grain
is S= 1 so there are two blocked levelsTat 0. — P R
.. . . 005115 2 005115 2 0 05 1 15 2 25
Pairing correlation effects can be more clearly observed in
. : TId
the increase of the number 8f= 0 pairs as we turn on the

pairing interaction at a fixed exchange interaction, {1@,) — FIG. 5: The excess number 8t 0 pairs [see Eq[{14)] as a function
{Np)G=0 at fixedJs. This pair number excess is simply related of temperature. We show results for both everand odd &) grains

to the deficiency of the average number of blocked levels | i, A/3= 0.5 (left column) A/ = 1 (middle column) and /3 =5
1 (right column).

(np) = (Mp)e=0 = 5 ((b)e=0— (b)) - (14)

[
[
)

Figurel® shows the excess numbeBef 0 pairs for both even
and odd grains. A clear odd-even effect is observed in this



C. Thecanonical pair gap D. Theheat capacity

The canonical pair gafican defined bf Another interesting thermodynamic observable is the heat
capacity of the grain
d(H)
dT ’
with (...) denoting thermal averaging. Figuré 7 shows the
measures the pairing correlation energy, namely the iserea heat capacity in grains with BCS gaps/®fd = 0.5, 1 and 5.
of pairing energy when the pairing interaction is turnedni  We first discuss the smaller grains with a BCS gap of
the presence of a fixed exchange interaction.JserOandin ~ A/d = 0.5 (left column of Fig.[¥). Previous studies have
the thermodynamic limit, the canonical pair gaan,becomes  shown that in the absence of exchange interactlga: ) the
the familiar BCS gaf\. For a finite system, the BCS gdp  even-grain heat capacity exceeds the odd-grain heat ¢apaci

is recovered from\:an by applying the mean-field approxima- in a temperature range4b < T < 1.38.2112|n this temper-
tion and taking the grand-canonical averages in[Ed. (15).  ature rangeS = 0 pairs start to break up and pairing corre-

We first discuss the behavior of the canonical pair gap fofations are quenched, as can be seen from[Fig. 6. The bump
a weak pairing interaction/3 = 0.5 (left column of Fig[). in the heat capacity of the even grain reflects a signature of
We observe that the pairing correlation energy decreagbs withe pairing transition of the finite-size grain. No such effe
increasing tempera‘[ure_ The behaviomgn versus temper- is observed in the odd case because of the b|OCking effect of
ature is completely smooth because of the finite size of théhe unpaired electron. This odd-even effect in the heateapa
grain. The exchange interaction quenches the pairing corrdty is a unique signature of pairing correlations in a firstee

lation energy further since this interaction tends to brepk System. _ o
pairs. When the exchange interaction is turned on, the odd-even

effect in the heat capacity disappears gradually (see ¢dft c
umn of Fig[T). Since the exchange interaction brings down
in energy high spin states while leaving t8e- 0 states un-
changed, itincreases the number of unpaired electronstat fin
temperature (even when the even ground state stilBha8).

D2,(T,G. ) = G(<F“>*F“>>G,Js— <F‘>*F“>>eo,Js) (15) c- (16)

At low temperatures ands not too large, an odd-even dif-
ference is visible in the canonical pair gap. This odd-even e
fectis a unique signature of pairing correlations and isiced
by the exchange interaction. Rar= 0.8450 the ground-state

ngnn(gf;[g; ?r\éen (ics)?:%)n?riz?e:gjelst(r%:eg/a and the odd- These unpaired electrons block levels (in the same way as the
can pietely yed. _ single electron blocks a level in the odd grain) and suppress
For larger pairing strengths, the exchange interactiors dogne hump in the heat capacity. Fay= 0.8458, the ground
not affect much the canonical pair gap, as can be seen from th@ate hass= 1 (S= 3/2) in the even (odd) grain. For this

middle and right columns of Figl 6, corresponding® =1 yajye ofJg, the odd-even effect has completely disappeared.
andA/d = 5, respectively.

A6=0.5

Ab6=0.5 AS=1 Ad=5

3,=00 3.=00 W

i

Acan
i
A ®© ® OhA ® ® O~ O

0 05 1 15 2 25 0 05 1 15 2 25 0 05 1 15 2 25 3 T/5

TId

FIG. 7: The heat capacity for even)(@nd odd &) grains as a func-
tion of temperature. Shown are results for grains With = 0.5 (left
column),A/d =1 (middle column) and\/d = 5 (right column).

FIG. 6: The canonical pair gaan defined in Eq.[(I5) as a function
of temperature. We show results for both evenand odd &) grains
with A/d= 0.5 (left column),A/d =1 (middle column) an&/3 =5
(right column). Visible effects of the exchange interactéwe limited
to the weak pairing casé(d = 0.5). A similar behavior is found for grains in the crossover re-
gionA/d =1 (middle column of Figl17), where the signature
of the pairing transition is destroyed by the exchange inter
action. Compared to the smaller grains (wiilid = 0.5),



the odd-even effect is larger, and a larger critical exclkang
strength is required to destroy it.

The right column of Fig[]7 shows the heat capacity of a
grain in the BCS regime//d = 5). The qualitative differ-
ence with the behavior of the heat capacity in the fluctuation
dominated regime/d = 0.5) is striking: the signature of the
pairing transition is much stronger and it cannot be destloy
even in the presence of a strong exchange interaction. W
can understand this effect by comparing the fractio ef 0
pairs in both cases (see left and right column of Eig. 4). When
the exchange interaction is increased, it is clear $1g0
states are pushed down in energy. At some critical value of
the exchange strength, the ground state eventually ascpiire
finite spin. Before this happens, the gap between3hke0
ground state and the firSt£ 0 excited state decreases with T/d
However, due to strong pairing correlations, this gap istmuc
larger in the BCS regime. Thus, in the fluctuation-dominatedrIG. 8: The spin susceptibility, normalized to iis= 0 bulk high
regime, little thermal energy is needed to excite the systeriemperature limikp = 255 /8, as function of temperature for an even
to S+ O states, whereas in the BCS linit= 0 states dom- (°) and odd &) grain withA/3 = 0.5 (left column),A/& = 1 (middle
inate up to considerably higher temperatures. This effect j€0lUMnN) andd/5 =5 (right column). The ground-state spinSs= 0

. - : . or S=1/2 for all shown values of the spin couplidg(measured in
ZI/Sg _re;lefgideycit:]a ?igr?rg:sris&s_tilf)laprzltrase(rslce)ﬁgﬁ:ggnég.aFc(?(rea units ofd). The dotted lines are the even and odd spin susceptibility

. o, - X for electrons interacting only through an exchange intesaavith
finite temperature transition occurs at a considerably é1igh ha indicated strength (in units ofd).

temperature~{ 1.58) from aS= 0 state to a state with bro-

ken pairs due to thermal excitations. For thigd =5 case,

the (even) system makes a sudden transitial at 1.00295

from aS= 0 ground state to a state where all the electronstep of the Markov process. To quantify the effects of pgirin

in the model space are unpaired. This is known as the Stonéerrelations, we compare our results with the limiting cafse

instability3° spin exchange correlations but no pairing interaction.hls t
limiting case, the spin susceptibility can be calculatedatly
using spin projection method8 We find

O N P»OOFRPNWORERNDNWM
——— T ——

E. The spin susceptibility
Y (T) = 3 5(2S+ 1)XN’Se*BFN,SeBJsS(S+1)
The spin susceptibility is a measure of the grain’s response 3 5(2S+ 1)e Prvsghks(Stl)
to an external magnetic field. Here we discuss the spin sus-h
ceptibility in the zero-field limit, defined by where

(18)

—BFNs —B(Fn/21s+Fn/2-9)
(T XN.S€ 45%e +

l"% 712 7\ 2
XT) = | =R —m?),  an

—4(S+ 1)267B([EN/2+S#1+'EN/2—&1)’ (19)

where# (T,h) = —T In[Tre B(H-91eMN)) is the free energy of and
the grain in the presence of an external Zeeman fiedshd e BFns — g B(Fnj2rstFnyz-s) _ g B(FnjarsiitFnz-s 1) (20)
g is the spin g-factor. The operatbt is the “magnetization”
defined advi = zi,(,créifcéi,o. Forh=0, we haveM) =0be- The quantity Fq is the canonical free energy af non-
cause of spherical symmetry. Within the reduced BCS modelnteracting spinless fermions ilNg + 1 single-particle levels,
it was found that pairing correlations affect the tempeetu which can be evaluated using a particle number projectien fo
dependence of the spin susceptibility of a gi&th1?In par-  mula that involves R, + 1 quadrature point¥’
ticular, for an odd number of electrons, the spin suscédityibi The left column of Fig[B shows the even and odd spin
shows a re-entrant behavior as a functionrofior any value  susceptibility for weak pairingf/d = 0.5) and for spin ex-
of the ratioA/d. This behavior persists in ultra-small grains, change couplingds < 0.6d. For these values @k, the even
in which the level spacing is larger than the BCS gap. Sincgodd) ground state haS8= 0 (S= 1/2) (see Tabléll). The
this re-entrant behavior is absent in normal metallic grailn ~ susceptibility is measured in units of the Pauli suscelibi
was suggested by Di Lorenzt al? that this behavior could  xp = 23 /5 (the high-temperature value gfat Js = 0). In
be used as a unique signature of pairing correlations inlsmaparticular, the top left panel of Figl 8 shows the spin suscep
grains. Here we study how the exchange interaction affectsbility in the absence of exchange interactial £ 0). At
this re-entrant behavior. low temperatures, the spin susceptibility is exponentilip-

It is straightforward to evaluate the spin susceptibility i pressed for the even grain, but exhibits the familiar re-ent
the QMC approach since the value Mf is known at each effect for the odd grain. This re-entrant behavior is seen fo



all cases withA/d = 0.5 andJs < 0.69, including the case
Js = 0.6 for which the signature of pairing correlations is no
longer visible in the heat capacity.

This re-entrant behavior originates in the paramagnetie co
tribution of the spin of the unpaired electron. This contrib
tion is given byx(T)/xp = /2T (not shown in the figure),
and coincides with the odd-grain QMC results at sufficiently
low temperaturesT( < 0.40). At higher temperatures, the
QMC results deviate from this simple behavior since several
unpaired electrons contribute to the odd-grain suscdipyibi
These deviations are correlated with the breakup-eD pairs
(see Fig[h). The stronger the pairing strength, the higter t
temperature at which the spin susceptibility deviates ftioen
0/2T behavior, as more thermal energy is required to break
up pairs. FIG. 9: The spin susceptibility as function of temperatuanesi even

For comparison, we also show in Fig. 8 the even and oddo) and odd &) grain withA/3 = 0.5. For spin coupling valued
spin susceptibilities when the electrons interact onlptigh ~ of 0.85, 0.8455, 0.8850 and 0919, the even (odd) ground state has
the exchange channel (dotted lines). In general, we obsen&®insS=0 (S=1/2), S=1(S=3/2),S=2(S=5/2) andS=3
that exchange correlations enhance the spin susceptiitit ~ (S= 7/2), respectively.

Js = 0.456andA/d = 0.5, we observe a peak in the even spin
susceptibility (in the absence of pairing) aroung: 0.14. For
this value ofJs, the excited triplet stateS= 1) lies close to the
ground-state singletS(= 0) and the system could be easily
polarized at low temperatures (ti&= 0 — S= 1 ground-

o

<
<

>~

very low temperaturesl( < 6/40). The susceptibility peaks
atT = 0.050. At higher temperature, there is a large num-

state spin transition occursat— 0.53). At temperatured < ber of broken pairs and the even spin susceptibility coakesc

0.1, the even spin susceptibility is exponentially suppre,’:‘.sedwIth the Qdd sugcept|blllty. The odd spin sgsgept|blllt)a|s
while at slightly higher temperatures the susceptibildyids monotonic function and no re.—entrant- pehawor is observed.
to follow the odd spin susceptibility. Als — 0.63, both the ~_ Once the ground-state spin transition has occurded(
even and odd spin susceptibility divergeTat= 0, since the 0.8456),_ both the even anq odd_ susceptibilities diverge at
ground state has already acquired a finite spin/fts = 0). T = 0 with the even curve lying slightly below the odd curve.

: : Js = 0.8459, the odd-grain ground state h8s- 3/2, and
We also observe from Fil] 8 that at high temperatures thgOr N : -
spin susceptibility in the presence of pairing correlatiap- Vézseﬁ(gg E;Z)I_O;VOE2%ééagt;éijzihSYSl)iggqr)léxgrO_uﬁz/szt-c’lz—lte

proaches its value in the absence of pairing. This behavioh ) ;
: : - - “hasS=5/2 (S=7/2), leading to a low temperature behavior
is expected since pairing correlations are suppressedjat hi as ~ a :
temperatures. | | o gL;(élgt/i)éﬁi&BSB/GT (X(T)/xp = 218/2T) of the odd spin
The middle column of Fid.]8 shows the spin susceptibilities We conclude that once the exchange strength gets close to

for even and odd grains with BCS gap8f5 = 1. For the its value where the first ground-state spin jump occurs,ghe r
largest exchange value showd € 0.89) the ground state is entrant behavior in the odd spin susceptibility disappeads

still S=0 (orS=1/2). At low temperatures we observe (for emphasize, however, that pairing correlations still esiiste

Js = 0.89) a clear minimum in the odd spin susceptibility (a the canonical pair aap does not vanish
signature of pairing correlations), and théT behavior of a cal pair gap vanisn.

single unpaired spin is observed now only Tor< 0.18. For
T 2 &, we note the decrease of the spin susceptibility with
temperature_ V. CONCLUSION
The case of strong pairing with/d = 5 is shown in the
right column of Fig[B.S= 0 pairs start to break up only at  We have used a quantum Monte Carlo method to calcu-
higher temperatures and the behavior of a single spin suscefate the thermodynamic properties of a small superconaigicti
tibility of ~ /T for the odd grain remains valid up o= d. metallic grain that is described by the universal Hamilsoni
At high temperatures, the spin susceptibility increasds wi These thermodynamic properties have been studied as a func-
the exchange coupling. At this large pairing strength, tts fi tion of the BCS gap/4 and the exchange interaction strength
spin jump occurs als = 1.0029, and it immediately polar- Js/® (measured in units of the mean-level spacing). The spin
izes the entire system. exchange interaction competes with the BCS-like pairing in
Figure[9 shows the spin susceptibility fAyd = 0.5 and  teraction, and, in general, we find that number-parity signa
spin exchange values df > 0.88. At J; = 0.85, the system tures of pairing correlations are suppressed in the presenc
is close to its first ground-state spin jump (which occurs atof a finite exchange interaction. We also find qualitative dif
Js = 0.83793 for an even grain or al; = 0.83205 for an odd ~ ferences between the superconducting BCS regime and the
grain), and the system is easily polarized. The exponentidluctuation-dominated regime of pairing correlations.
suppression of the even susceptibility can only be obsaatted We thank K. Heyde for interesting suggestions and dis-
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