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W e have studied the enhancem ent ofthe superconducting transition tem perature,Tc,in a t�

J � U m odelof electrons m oving on a square lattice in which anisotropic electronic hopping is
introduced.Theinclusion ofsuch hoppingm im ics,in aapproxim atefashion,apotentially im portant
characteristic of m aterials possessing stripelike charge and spin correlations. For this m odelwe
have calculated Tc for singlet pairing using the non self-consistent Thouless criterion,and �nd a
dram atic enhancem ent ofTc induced by hopping anisotropies. Further,the m axim um increase in
Tc is obtained when the system is pushed towards the extrem e anisotropy lim it,that is,when the
hopping ofelectrons is con�ned to occur in 1+ 0+ dim ensions. W e dem onstrate thatin thislim it
the increase in Tc,with respectto the isotropic system ,can be ofthe orderof1000. W e have also
determ ined thatin the extrem e anisotropy lim it the superconducting gap isan equalm ixture ofs
and d pairing sym m etries(two choicesofsuch a com bination being s+ d and s+ id)owing to the
reduced (square to rectangular) sym m etry ofthe system in the presence ofhopping anisotropies.
Thus,thepresenceofd-wavesuperconductingfeaturesin m aterialswhosesym m etry isvery di�erent
from thatofa two-dim ensionalsquare lattice,with the anisotropy produced by the appearance of
stripes,isnotunexpected.

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

Strongsupportfortheexistenceofstripesin high-Tc cuprates,and othertransition-m etaloxides,hasbeen provided
by m any experim ents[1].Thisleadsto the question:Do stripe correlationshelp,hinder,oreven possibly createthe
pairinginstability thatleadsto superconductivity? In thispaperwedem onstratethatatleastonefeatureofstripelike
correlationsstrongly enhancesthe superconducting transition tem perature,Tc.
A previous exam ination ofthe m agnetic properties ofthe very weakly doped cuprates [2]m odeled the observed

experim entalsupport for stripe correlations [3]using an e� ective Ham iltonian in which a (spatially) anisotropic
exchangeinteraction wasim plem ented torepresentthestripe-induced m agneticenergyscales.Thatis,in thedirection
parallelto thestripesthefulllocalC u� C u exchangewould bepresent,whileperpendicularto thestripesa reduced
exchange would be encountered acrosssuch stripes. Renorm alized Ham iltoniansofa sim ilarsim plifying spiritwere
also used in otherstudiesofthe doped cuprates[4{6].
In a recent paper we introduced a m odelthat m im ics one aspect ofthe stripe correlations by incorporating an

anisotropic hopping Ham iltonian [7];thatis,carriersare expected to be able to m ove m uch m ore readily along the
direction ofthestripes,so-called riversofcharge[3],than perpendiculartothestripes.Allowingthecarrierstointeract
via Heisenberg superexchange (using a two-dim ensionalt� J m odel),and excluding double occupancy (U ! 1 ),
we have found exact solutions for the two electron bound-state problem ,viz.,in the dilute electron density lim it.
O urcalculationsdem onstrated how stripelikehopping anisotropiescan produce(i)a vanishing valueforthethreshold
exchangecoupling,Jc=t,thatisrequired forthestabilization oftwo-particlebound states,and (ii)a dram aticincrease
in the two-electron binding energies[7].The physicalinterpretation ofthese resultsisparticularly interesting | for
the sam e problem in either one dim ension,or in two dim ensions with isotropic hopping,a criticalsuperexchange
ofJc=t = 2 is obtained. However,in the extrem e anisotropy lim it the electrons are con� ned to hop in only one
lattice direction,and forsuch a system we found thatan in� nitesim alJ=tproducesbound states. The explanation
ofthis result follows from recognizing that in the bound state the two electrons willtravelin opposite directions
on near-neighbour\chains",and when they are on nearneighboursites,and have anti-parallelspins,a S+ S� spin
exchangeinteraction  ipsthechainson which theelectronsaretravelling.An in� nitesim alJ=tusing thism echanism
issu� cienttoproduceatwo-electron pair.Itisappropriatetothink ofthisresultasbinding produced by dim ensional
con� nem ent.
Thisinteresting resultnaturally leavesuswith the task ofinvestigating the transition to a superconducting phase

in a system with a nonzero electronic density as the system undergoes a crossover from a two-dim ensionalto a
1+ 0+ -dim ensionalsystem induced by hopping anisotropies.
In this paper we presentthe results ofour investigation on the e� ects ofsuch stripelike hopping anisotropieson

Tc.W eusethenon self-consistentThoulesscriterion [8]to determ ineTc,a procedurethatisknown to reproducethe
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BCS result for the superconducting transition tem perature [9]. W e � nd a dram atic enhancem ent ofTc the greater
thedegreeofhopping anisotropy,and them axim um Tc obtained isfound to saturatein theextrem eanisotropy lim it.
Forcertain system param eters,this enhancem entcan be ofthe orderof1000! Thus,this sim ple m odelofhopping
anisotropy,which m ay be an essentialingredientto stripe correlations,providesa robustdem onstration supporting
the conjecturethatstripescan indeed augm entpairing correlations.

II.M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N

W e m odelstripelike hopping anisotropy in a square lattice ofstrongly interacting electrons using the following
t� J � U m odel:

H = �
X

hi;ji;�

tij(c
y

i;�cj;� + h:c:)+
X

hi;ji

Jij(Si� Sj�
1

4
ninj)+ U

X

i

ni;"ni;# : (1)

In thisHam iltonian,the sitesofa two-dim ensionalsquarelattice ofsize Lx � Ly with periodic boundary conditions
arelabeled by theindicesiand j,tij and Jij arethehopping integralsand exchangecouplingsbetween sitesiand j,
respectively,ci;� istheannihilation operatorforelectronsatsiteiofspin �,ni;� isthenum beroperatorforelectrons
atsite iwith spin �,and U isthe on-siteHubbard energy.
The m ost fam iliar strong-coupling variantofthe Hubbard m odelis the t� J m odel,and the physics of(square

lattice)doped M ottinsulatorsdescribed bythism odelwasreviewedbyDagotto[10].Asem phasized by,e.g.,Anderson
[11],a vitalcom ponentofthet� J Ham iltonian istheconstraintofno doubleoccupancy.Thatis,in thet� J m odel
onedoesnotusetheelectron creation and annihilation operatorsofEq.(1),butratheroneusesconstrained creation
and annihilation operators(forexam ple,seethediscussionsin Ref.[10]).However,theabovet� J � U Ham iltonian
can be used to accom plish this sam e m athem aticalprojection by taking U ! 1 | this sim plifying approach has
been noted by a variety ofresearchers(see,e.g.,Refs.[12{14]),and willalso be used by us.
In thispaperwerestricttij and Jij to benonzero fornearneighbours(NN)only.Further,aswedid in Ref.[7],we

allow the hopping integralin the x direction,tx,to be di� erentthan the hopping integralin the y direction,ty.W e
havealso investigated thephysicsthatariseswhen Jx isallowed to bedi� erentthan Jy,but� nd thatno qualitatively
new physicsarisesaslong asboth Jx and Jy rem ain nonzero.Thus,from now on wesetJ � Jx = Jy,and weanalyze
the resulting hopping anisotropy problem in term sof

tx � t ; r=
ty

t
: (2)

Thus,wehavethreedim ensionlessenergy scalesin theproblem ,viz.,U=t,J=t,and r;theU=t! 1 lim itreducesthis
num berto two.

III.ID EN T IFY IN G Tc IN T H E LA D D ER A P P R O X IM A T IO N

W e use the non selfconsistent Thouless criterion [8]to identify the tem perature at which our system becom es
unstable with respectto a low tem perature superconducting phase. To thisend,we determ ine the equation forthe
two-particle vertex,or e� ective interaction,in the singlet channel. It is known that at low electron densities [15]
one m ay evaluate the vertex function via the ladderapproxim ation to the Bethe-Salpeterequation,and the lack of
convergence ofthe sum ofthe ladderdiagram sidenti� es the criticaltem perature,viz. when the sum convergesthe
system should be in the norm alstate. The non selfconsistentform ulation ofthe ladderapproxim ation allowsusto
work exclusively in thenorm alstate,and hasbeen shown to lead to an identicaltransition tem peratureto thatfound
in the BCS theory ofsuperconductivity [9].
Thus,we focus on evaluating the e� ective interaction � when allparticle-particle diagram s are included. The

integralequation forthisfunction in thisapproxim ation can bewritten as(notethatweonly need to consider�"";##
[16],and to elim inate the proliferation ofspin indicesin the equationsthatfollow from now on we suppressallspin
dependenciesfrom ourequations)

� (k;k0;Q )= V (k � k
0)�

Z
d3q

(2�)3
V (k � q)G 0(q)G 0(Q � q)� (q;k0;Q ) : (3)

Theaboveintegralequation isknown astheBethe-Salpeterequation in theladderapproxim ation [15],and thevarious
functionsappearing in thisequation are de� ned asfollows:G0(q)isthe zeroth ordersingle-particleG reensfunction
de� ned by,
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G
0(q)= G

0(q;i!n)=
1

i!n � ("q � �)
; (4)

theferm ionicM atsubarafrequenciesaregiven by !n = (2n+ 1)�
�
;forouranisotropichoppingm odelthesingleparticle

dispersion ofnon-interacting band electronsisgiven by,

"q = � 2t(cosqx + rcosqy) ; (5)

� isthe chem icalpotential.
To proceed to the solution ofthe Bethe-Salpeterequation,weneed to reduceitaccording to sym m etries.Thatis,

theanisotropy thatispresentin Eq.(1)when 0 � r< 1 re ectsa loweringofthepointgroup sym m etry ofthesystem
from thatofa squareto thatofa rectangle.Recallthatthebasisfunctionscorresponding to the relevantirreducible
representationsofthetwo-dim ensionalsquarelatticeare1,(coskx + cosky)and (coskx � cosky),which correspond to
on-site s-wave,extended s-wave,and d-wavegap sym m etries,respectively.Then note thatin ouranisotropic m odel
thesesym m etriesarem ixed and m ap onto thefully sym m etricA 1 irreduciblerepresentation oftherectangularpoint
group.Asa result,itishelpfulto decom posetheinteraction,in thesingletchannel(even in k),accordingto thebasis
functionsofA 1 ofthe rectangularpointgroup sym m etry. Thatis,we arti� cially setJx 6= Jy,analyze the resulting
interaction in term sofa linearcom bination ofthe A 1 basisfunctionsof1,coskx,and cosky,and then,in the last
step ofthe calculation,restorethe squarelattice sym m etry ofthe superexchangeinteraction by resetting Jx = Jy.
Following thisprescription,and focussing on singletpairing only,wewrite the bareinteraction term V (k � k0)as

V (k � k
0)= U � 2Jx�x(k)�x(k

0)� 2Jy�y(k)�y(k
0) ; (6)

where�x(k)= coskx and �y(k)= cosky.Substituting Eq.(6)into Eq.(3)weobtain

� (k;k0;Q )= [U � 2Jx�x(k)�x(k
0)� 2Jy�y(k)�y(k

0)] (7)

�

Z
d3q

(2�)3
[U � 2Jx�x(k)�x(q)� 2Jy�y(k)�y(q)]G

0(q)G 0(Q � q)� (q;k0;Q ) :

The above equation is an integralequation for the vertex � (q;k0;Q ),and dem onstrates how the irreducible repre-
sentations ofthe square lattice group point are m ixed in the rectangular phase. To solve this equation we use a
standard projection technique(e.g.,see Ref.[12]),and setting the totalcentre-of-m assm om entum Q = 0,we obtain
the following setofequations:

2

4
(1+ U �0) � 2Jx�x � 2Jy�y
U �x (1� 2Jx�xx) � Jy�xy

U �y � 2Jx�xy (1� 2Jy�yy)

3

5

0

@
C0(k)
Cx(k)
Cy(k)

1

A =

2

4
�0 � 2Jx�x�x(k) � 2Jy�y�y(k)
�x (1� 2Jx�xx�x(k)) � 2Jy�xy�y(k)
�y � 2Jx�xy�x(k) (1� 2Jy�yy�y(k))

3

5 (8)

W e willalso discussresultsobtained in the no doubleoccupancy lim it,U=t! 1 ,and in thislim itEq.(8)becom es

2

4
�0 � 2Jx�x � 2Jy�y
�x (1� 2Jx�xx) � 2Jy�xy
�y � 2Jx�xy (1� 2Jy�yy)

3

5

0

@
C0(k)
Cx(k)
Cy(k)

1

A =

2

4
�0 � 2Jx�x�x(k) � 2Jy�y�y(k)
�x (1� 2Jx�xx�x(k)) � 2Jy�xy�y(k)
�y � 2Jx�xy�x(k) (1� 2Jy�yy�y(k))

3

5 (9)

The variousfunctionsappearing in the abovetwo equationsarede� ned as

C0 =
1

N

X

q

G
0(q)G 0(� q)� (q;k) ;

Cx =
1

N

X

q

�x(q)G
0(q)G 0(� q)� (q;k) ; (10)

Cy =
1

N

X

q

�y(q)G
0(q)G 0(� q)� (q;k) :
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The variousQ = 0 susceptibilitiesarefunctionsof� and T,and arede� ned by

�0 =
1

N

X

k

G
0(k)G 0(� k) ;

�x =
1

N

X

k

�x(k)G
0(k)G 0(� k) ;

�y =
1

N

X

k

�y(k)G
0(k)G 0(� k) ; (11)

�xx =
1

N

X

k

�x(k)G
0(k)G 0(� k) ;

�xy =
1

N

X

k

�x(k)G
0(k)G 0(� k) ;

�yy =
1

N

X

k

�y(k)G
0(k)G 0(� k) :

Tostudy thepairinginstability wedeterm inethetem peratureatwhich adivergenceofthevertex � (q;k0;Q )occurs.
Clearly,� (q;k0;Q )dependsupon thecoe� cientsC0,Cx andCy,de� ned byEq.(10),andasingularityinthem dem ands
the vanishing ofthe determ inantofthe coe� cientm atrix appearing on the lefthand side ofEq.(9);the vanishing
ofthis determ inantisthusa sim ple way in which we can identify the superconducting transition tem perature,and
hence Tc is obtained num erically asa function ofthe chem icalpotential�. However,a di� erentand perhapsm ore
physicalway ofdisplaying ourresultsisto determ ine Tc asa function ofthe electron density perlattice site,n,and
in the BCS approxim ation n atTc isgiven by

n(�;Tc)= 2
X

k

1

e� �c("k � �) + 1
: (12)

Below weusethislatterequation to plotTc vs.n.
Figure 1 shows our results for U=t= 0 and J=t= 1=3 (sim ilar results are found for other ratios ofJ=t) with a

hopping anisotropy ofr = 0:1;0:01;and 0:001.(W e have sett= 1 eV asa representativeenergy;also,thisallows
us to express Tc in K elvin.) As is known from the results corresponding to the isotropic case [17,18],for U=t= 0
the low density (� � � 4t)region is dom inated by (on-site) s-wave pairing,that is to say that the m axim um Tc is
obtained fors-wave pairing,whereasnearhalf� lling (� � 0),the d-wave instability dom inates. Asr deviatesfrom
the isotropic case,the two pairing sym m etries m ix and we � nd a decrease in the values ofTc near half� lling,and
an enhancem entin Tc atlow densities.Forr= 0:1 wesee thatthere stillexistsa signatureoftwo broad transitions
(d-waveand on-sites-wave).Asr decreasesfurtherthe two transitionsm ergewith a T m ax

c � 200K .
Interm ediate ratios ofU=tlead to results that sm oothly interpolate between U=t= 0 and U=t= 1 ,and in the

interests ofbrevity we only show these two lim iting values ofU=t. U=t= 1 excludes the possibility ofan on-site
s-waveorderparam eter,hencethepairing sym m etry haspredom inantly extended s-and d-wavecom ponents(seethe
discussion and num ericalresultsin the nextsection). O urTc vs. n resultsforthese param etersare shown in Fig.2
forthe sam ehopping anisotropiesasin Fig.1.
In both ofthese � gures,it should be noted that when we take the hopping anisotropy to be even sm aller than

r = 0:001,no noticeable change occurs| thus,ournum ericalresultsforthis ratio are representative ofthe r ! 0
extrem ehopping anisotropy lim it.
The m axim um Tc at low densities,viz. T m ax

c � 70K (again taking t = 1eV ) occurs at about n = 0:08. As
a striking dem onstration of the e� ectiveness of stripelike hopping anisotropy in increasing Tc, note for isotropic
hopping,J=t= 1=3,U=t= 1 ,and a density ofn = 0:08 electronsper site,we � nd thatTc � 0:08K . Thatis,we
�nd an enhancem entof Tc due to hopping anisotropy ofa factor ofabout1000! Clearly,this dram atic increase in
the superconducting transition tem perature supports the conjecture that stripelike correlations can strongly a� ect
pairing,and,atthevery least,can greatly augm entthestability ofthesuperconductingphaseathighertem peratures.
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FIG .1. The dependenceofthe superconducting transition tem perature,Tc,vs.the electronic density perlattice site,n,for
U=t= 0 and J=t= 1=3. W e have sett= 1 eV and expressTc in K elvin. The three curvescorrespond to anisotropic hopping
ratios,r,ofr = 0:1;0:01;and 0.001.
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FIG .2. The sam e asFig.1,where the lim itU=t! 1 hasbeen im plem ented.

W e notethatresultsdem onstrating an enhancem entofTc due to orthorhom bicdistortionshavebeen given earlier
by Lietal.[19],although the extrem e anisotropy lim it wasnotconsidered;the im portance ofthis latter lim itwas
m adeapparentto usin ourstudy ofthe bound-stateform ation forthe sam eHam iltonian asin thispaper,albeitfor
only two electrons[7].
W e also note that the onsetofsuperconducting pairing caused by interchain single particle tunnelling (IST) has

been considered earlierby Bourbonnaisand Caron [20]. Starting from a Luttinger Liquid m odel(a linear array of
conducting chainsseparated by som edistance),itwasshown in thelim itofsm allinterchain hopping IST leadsto an
e� ective pairtunnelling which m ay eventually induce superconductivity in the singletchannelbelow a tem perature
Tx1 (signifying a crossoverto a higherdim ensionality,viz.,a LuttingerLiquid to Ferm iLiquid transition).
In the quasione-dim ensionalsystem s studied in Ref.[20],it was also found the transition tem perature,Tc,ap-

proxim ately scaled ast? ,the interchain hopping integral,(oras(t? )� where �(� 1)isa continuousfunction ofthe
interaction param eter). O urFig.3 showsthe variation ofthe m axim um Tc (asa function ofelectron density n)vs.
hopping anisotropy,r,for U=t= 0;1=3 and 1 ,and for J=t= 1=3. The dependence is found to be roughly linear,
thusproviding som esupportforthe conjecture m adeby Bourbonnaisetal.[20].
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FIG .3. The m axim um Tc,found asa function ofelectronic density foreach hopping anisotropy,isplotted asa function of
the hopping anisotropy r,for U=t= 0;1=3 and 1 and J=t= 1=3. Asin Figs. 1 and 2,we have expressed Tc in K elvin using
t= 1 eV .

IV .B C S G A P EQ U A T IO N

As m entioned earlier,anisotropic hopping couples the superconducting gaps in the s-and d-wave channels,and
thisleadsoneto think in term sofa m ixing between thetwo sym m etrieshaving thefollowing form s[19,21,22]:(i)an
s+ id state,wherethereisa phasedi� erenceof�=2 between thegap functionsin s-and d-channels,and (ii)an s+ d

state,where the phasedi� erenceiszero.
W ehaveevaluated theratio ofthesegapsby solving thezero tem peratureBCS gap equation,which can bewritten

as,

� (k)= �
X

k0

V (k;k0)
� (k0)

2E k0

; (13)

whereE k =
p
("k � �)2 + j� (k)j2.Notethatin theU=t! 1 lim it,theon-sites-wavecom ponentissuppressed and

oneisleftto consideronly the extended s-and the d-wavesym m etries.Forsim plicity,in thissection weonly report
on thisregion ofparam eterspace(U=t! 1 ).Thisallowsusto writethetrialgap function in k-spacewith arbitrary
phasedi� erence � in the form ,

� (k)= � sfs(k)+ e
i�� dfd(k) ; (14)

with � s and � d representing the am plitudesofthe gap functions,which arereal,and

fs(k)= coskx + cosky ; (15)

fd(k)= coskx � cosky :

Ignoring the on-siteterm ,wewritethe interaction in term softhe above-de� ned basisfunctions:

V (k;k0)= V (k � k
0)= � 2J[cos(kx � k

0
x)+ cos(ky � k

0
y)] (16)

= � J[fs(k)fs(k
0)+ fd(k)fd(k

0)] :

Using Eqs.(14-16) in Eq.(13),one can take the realand im aginary parts ofEq.(13),and thus obtain coupled
equationsfor� s and � d. W e have solved these equationsnum erically forboth choicesofthe relative phase �,viz.
� = �=2 (corresponding to s+ id)and � = 0 (corresponding to s+ d).
O urnum ericalresultsfortheratio ofgap am plitudesfors+ id areshown in Fig.4 | sincetheresultsfors+ d are

qualitatively very sim ilar,forbrevity weom itthatplot.Ther= 0:1 casecorresponding to thes+ d sym m etry shows
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a variation in the ratio � s=� d from � 0:8 (� 0:6 fors+ d)forelectronic densitiesnearhalf� lling,to � 1:3 (� 1:3
fors+ d)for� ’ � 2t(1+ r)(low densities). Thus,atlow densitiesthe extended s-wave contribution issom ewhat
larger,whereasnearhalf� lling the d-wavecom ponentisstronger.Asthe anisotropy isincreased,the ratios�s=� d

forboth s+ id and s+ d becom ealm ostequalto unity foralldensities.

-2.5 -2 -1.5
µ / t

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

∆ s
 /

 ∆
d

r = 0.1

r = 0.01

r = 0.001

FIG .4. Theratio ofthegap am plitudes,viz.� s=� d,vs.thechem icalpotential(in unitsoft),foran s+ id orderparam eter
with r= 0:1;0:01 and 0:001.The otherparam etersare chosen to be U=t= 1 and J=t= 1=3.

W e note thatsim ilarresultshavebeen obtained earlierusing variationalM onte Carlo studiesusing a t� J m odel
[19]wheretheauthorsfound nodistinguishabledi� erencebetween s+ d and s+ id pairingsym m etries.M oregenerally,
they found thatthisresultwastrue forany arbitrary � in Eq.(13).
At this stage we cannotascertain which ofthe above pairing states is chosen by the system in presence ofhop-

ping anisotropy,so there is a necessity to calculate the condensation energies for these pairing sym m etries using a
m icroscopically derived G inzburg-Landau free energy functional| weleavethisproblem fora future publication.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

To conclude,we � nd a dram atic enhancem entofthe superconducting transition tem perature,Tc atlow electronic
densitiesduetostripelikehoppinganisotropies.Also,we� nd thatthem axim um Tc isfound tosaturateasr! 0,that
is,in theextrem eanisotropylim it.In fact,onecan show thatTc trackstheelectronicdensity ofstates,consistentwith
the factthatourdeterm ination ofthe superconducting instability isessentially a m ean-� eld theory.Asthe hopping
anisotropy m ixes di� erent pairing sym m etries,such as on-site s-wave,extended s-wave,and d-wave,it is expected
that the system m ay choose either a s+ d,or s+ id,or m ore generally a pairing ofthe form � s(k)+ ei�� d(k),
where � m ay be a function oftem perature and anisotropy.To shed som e lighton thisissue we have solved the zero
tem perature BCS gap equation and have evaluated the ratio between the gap am plitudes. O urresultsdem sontrate
an equalm ixing between the s and d gap functionsin the extrem eanisotropy lim it.
W e do notwish to givethe im pression thatwebelieve thatthism odelisan adequateway ofm odelling the e� ects

thatstripelike riversofcharge create. Forexam ple,we have ignored allfeaturesassociated with the discretenessof
the stripes.Also,although we areincluding a near-neighbourantiferrom agneticexchange,the ladderapproxim ation
thatwe areusing to determ ine a pairing instability willnotbe adequate nearhalf� lling,and thusourtheory isnot
justfora m oderately doped antiferrom agnet.
Nonetheless,theresultsthatwepublished in Ref.[7]ontwo-electronbound stateform ation,aswellasthesubstantial

increasein Tc thatwearepresentingin thispaper,dem onstratethepossibleim portanceofincludingstripelikehopping
anisotropiesin realisticm icroscopictheories.
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