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Superconductivity from the repulsive electron
interaction | from 1D to 3D

Hideo Aoki

An overview is given on how superconductivity with anisotropic pair-
ing can be realised from repulsive electron-electron interaction.(i)W e start
from the physics in one dim ension,where the Tom onaga-Luttinger theory
predictsthat,while thereisno superconducting phase forthe repulsivecase
fora single chain,the phase doesexists in ladderswith the num beroflegs
equalto orgreaterthan two,asshown both by analytically (renorm alisation)
and num erically (quantum M onte Carlo).(ii)W e then show how this pair-
ing has a naturalextension to the two-dim ensionalcase,where anisotropic
(usually d) pairing superconductivity arises m ediated by spin 
uctuations
(usually antiferrom agnetic),asshown both by analytically (renorm alisation)
and num erically (quantum M onteCarlo).(iii)W e�nally discusshow thesu-
perconductivity from theelectron repulsion can be\optim ised" (i.e.,how TC

can be raised)in 2D and 3D,wherewe proposethatthe anisotropicpairing
is m uch favoured in system s having disconnected Ferm isurfaces where TC
can be alm ostan orderofm agnitude higher.

1 Introduction

Thereisagrowingrealisationthatthehigh-Tcsuperconductivityfound in the
cuprates in the 1980’s has an electronic m echanism | nam ely,anisotropic
pairing from the repulsive electron-electron interaction.Superconductivity
from electron repulsion isconceptually interesting in itsown right,and has
indeed a long history ofdiscussion.In fact,in the �eld ofelectron gas,i.e.,
electron system with the Coulom bicelectron-electron interaction,K ohn and
Luttinger[1]pointed out,asearlyasin the1960’s,thattheelectron gasshould
becom e superconducting with anisotropic pairing (having nonzero relative
angularm om enta)atsu�ciently low tem peraturesin a perturbation theory.
This becom es an exact statem ent for dilute enough electron gas,where p-
wave (with the relative angularm om entum = 1)should arise,asfarasthe
static interaction isconcerned[2,3].

W hile these have to do with the long-range Coulom b interaction where
the dom inant 
uctuation is charge 
uctuation,the problem we would like
to addresshereisthe oppositelim itofshort-rangerepulsion,asappropriate
for strongly-correlated system s such as transition m etaloxides.There,the
dom inant
uctuation isthe spin 
uctuation.Them ostwidely used m odelis
theHubbard m odelhavingtheon-siterepulsion,U .Iftheone-band Hubbard
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m odel,thesim plestpossiblem odelforrepulsivelycorrelatedelectronsystem s,
superconducts,the interestisnotonly generic butm ay be practicalaswell,
which hasindeed been achallengein thephysicsofhighTC superconductivity.

Todevelop atheoryforthat,itisinstructivetostartwith one-dim ensional
(1D)system s.W hen thesystem ispurely 1D,wehavean exacte�ectivethe-
ory,which istheTom onaga-Luttingertheory and isexactly solvablein term s
of the bosonisation and renorm alisation.So we start with this,where no
superconducting phase is shown to exist when the interaction is repulsive.
W hen therearem orethan onechains,which iscalled ladders,superconduct-
ing phase appears.Ifone closely looksatthe pairing wavefunction,thisisa
pairing having opposite signsacrosstwo bandswhere the key processisthe
interband pairhopping.

W e then show that this physics has a very naturalextension to two-
dim ensional(2D) system s.There,anisotropic (usually d having the relative
angular m om entum of2) pairing superconductivity can arise.Ifone looks
at the pairing wavefunction,this is a pairing having opposite signs across
thekey interband pair-hopping processes.Thekey processisdictated by the
peak in the spin structure(usually antiferrom agnetic).

W e�nally look athow thiskind ofanisotropicpairing superconductivity
can be \optim ised",nam ely how wecan m akeTC higher.W e �rstnote that
\TC isvery low in the electron m echanism " in thatTC isusually two orders
ofm agnitude lowerthan the electronic energy.The m ain reason isthe node
in thegap function,which hasto existforthe anisotropicpairing,intersects
the Ferm isurface.So we can propose,and show,that system s that have
disconnected Ferm isurfacehasm uch higherTC .

2 1D | Tom onaga-Luttinger theory and the physics
ofladders

2.1 Tom onaga-Luttinger theory

ItwasTom onaga who pioneered the m any-body physicsin 1D.In his1950
paper[4]the essence ofthe whole idea isalready there,although the theory
isnow often called Tom onaga-Luttinger.W hen the system is1D,the Ferm i
energy,E F ,intersects the band at two points,left-m oving branch (L) and
the right-m oving one(R;Fig.1(a)).The dispersion around these pointsm ay
beapproxim ated aslinearfunctionsofthewavenum ber,k.W hen wedo this,
every electron-hole excitation across E F becom es a creation operator ofa
sound wave(which isa boson).

Asfortheelectron-electron interaction,them atrix elem entsm ay beclas-
si�ed into fourcategories:(i)backward scattering,where one electron atR
jum ps to L while another from L to R,(ii) forward scattering,where R

jum ps to R,L jum ps to L,(iii) um klapp scattering,where ([R;R]jum ps
to [L;L]or vice versa),(iv) forward scattering within each branch ([R;R]
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Fig.1.(a)Tom onaga-Luttingerm odel,in which thelow-energy excitationsaround

the Ferm ienergy (shaded)at k = � kF are considered for 1D system s.(b)W eak-

coupling result for the phase diagram against the on-site repulsion,U ,and the

o�-site repulsion,V ,for the 1D extended Hubbard m odelathalf�lling.SS:spin-

singletsuperconductivity,TS:tripletsuperconductivity.

to [R;R]or [L;L]to [L;L]).Tom onaga-Luttinger theory [5,7,8,9,10,11]is
a weak-coupling theory (i.e.,theory forthe case when the electron-electron
interaction is weak enough),where only question low-energy processes.For
thatwe can integrate outthe higher-energy processesin the perturbational
renorm alisation-group sense.W e can then look atthe 
ow ofthe renorm al-
isation equation,and its end point called the �xed point.To discuss the
nature ofthe �xed-point Ham iltonian,it is convenient to bosonise (i.e.,to
write everything in term s ofboson operators).The �nalresult for the ef-
fective Ham iltonian is written in term s oftwo boson �elds,spin phase (�)
and chargephase(�),whosesti�ness(coe�cientsof(@�)2;(@�)2)isgiven in
term sofonly two quantities,K �;K �,which determ ineeverything,including
whethertheground stateissuperconducting.To bem oreprecise,in 1D even
a \long-range" ordercan only havea two-pointcorrelation thatdecayswith
a powerlaw (/ 1=r�)wheretheexponent� isdictated,foreach oftheorder
param etersconsidered,by K �;K �.

Forevery Ham iltonian originally given,wecan calculatethefourscatter-
ing param eters,and then renorm alisethem .Ifwelook atthephasediagram
(Fig.1(b))fortheextended Hubbard m odel(wherewehavean o�-siteinter-
action,V ,on top ofthe on-site one,U ),there isno superconducting phase
when allthe interactionsU and V arerepulsive(> 0).
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Incidentally,thereisno m agnetism ,either,fora singlechain.Thisisdue
to the well-known Lieb-M attistheorem ,which dictatesthatelectronsin 1D
areentirely non-ferrom agnetic.Theproofm akesuseoftheferm ion statistics
ofelectrons,wherea key factorisno two electronscan passeach otherin 1D,
or,in the wordsin M attis’stextbook[6],\neighboursrem ain neighbourstill
death did them part".

2.2 Pairing in ladders,or 1 + 1 6= 2

W hen there arem orethan onechain with inter-chain hopping and/orinter-
action,thephysicscan be,and isindeed,entirely di�erent.Them odel,then,
becom esm ulti-band (i.e.,n-band system forn-leg ladder).TheFerm ienergy
can intersect the dispersion at2n points (Fig.2),so the m odelis whatcan
be called m ultiband Tom onaga-Luttinger m odel.The m ultiband Tom onaga-
Luttingerm odelhasbeen studied in variouscontext,including theexcitonic
phasein electron-holesystem s[12],transportproperties[13]and interband ex-
citations in quantum wires as detected by Ram an spectroscopy by Sassetti
etal.[14]

eF

e

k
Fig.2. M ulti-band 1D m odel(right panel) for the Hubbard m odelon a ladder

(left).An ovalon the ladderrepresentsthe inter-chain pairing.
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In thecontextofthehigh TC ,theideaofsuperconductivity in m ulti-chain
(or\ladder")system swaskicked o� theoretically in 1986,when Schulz [15]
proposed a possible relation between ladders at half-�lling and Haldane’s
conjecture for spin chains.He m ade the following reasoning:Ifwe consider
repulsively interacting electrons on a ladder,the undoped system willbe a
M ottinsulator,so thatwem ay considerthesystem asan S = 1=2 antiferro-
m agnetic(AF)Heisenbergm agneton aladderforlargeHubbard repulsion U .
Schulz’sanalysis[15]isthatan AF S = n=2singlechain,which isexactly the
Haldane’ssystem [16,17],issim ilarto an S = 1=2 AF ladderwith n-legs.For
thespin chains,Haldane[16]hasconjectured thatthespin excitation should
be gaplessforhalf-odd-integerspins(n:odd)orgapfulforintegerspins(n:
even).Ifthe situation is sim ilar in ladders,a ladder having an even num -
beroflegswillhave a spin gap,associated with a ‘spin-liquid’ground state
where the quantum 
uctuation is so large that the AF correlation decays
exponentially.

Dagotto etal.[18]and by Riceetal.[19],then suggested thepossibility of
superconductivity associated with the spin gap.The presence ofa spin gap,
i.e.,a gap in thespin excitation which isindicativeofa quantum spin liquid,
in the two-leg ladder (or,m ore generally,in even legs) is a good news for
superconductivity,sincean idea proposed by Anderson [20]in thecontextof
thehigh-TC superconductivity suggeststhataway toobtain superconductiv-
ity isto carrier-dopespin-gapped system s.Thesuperconductivity in even-leg
laddersisin accord with this.Subsequently superconductivity hasbeen re-
ported fora cupratewith a ladderstructure[21],although itlaterturned out
thatthism aterialhasa ratherstrong two-dim ensionality thatm ay dom inate
the superconductivity.

For doped system s,the conjecture for superconductivity [19]is partly
based on an exactdiagonalisation study for�nitet-J m odelon a two-leglad-
der.[30]Thiswasthen followed by analytical[31]and num erical[32,33,34,35]
workson thedoped t-J ladder,forwhich theregion forthedom inantpairing
correlation appearsatlowersideoftheexchangecoupling J than in thecase
ofa singlechain.

O ntheotherhand theHubbard m odelonaladderisofgeneralinterest.[36]
Although the Hubbard crossesoverto the t-J m odelfor U ! 1 ,we have
only an in�nitesim alJ there,so the result for t-J m odeldoes not directly
answersthis.Sincethereisno exactsolution fortheHubbard ladder,wecan
proceed in two ways:for sm allU we can adoptan analytic m ethod,which
istheweak-coupling renorm alisation-group theory,wheretheband structure
around theFerm ipointsislinearised in thecontinuum lim ittotreattheinter-
action with a perturbativerenorm alisation group.Theweak-coupling theory
with thebosonisation and renorm alisation-grouptechniqueshasbeen applied
to thetwo-leg Hubbard ladder. [22,23,24,25,26,27]
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The Ham iltonian ofthe two-leg Hubbard ladderisgiven in standard no-
tationsas

H = � t
X

�hii�

(c�yi� c
�
i+ 1� + h:c:)� t?

X

i�

(c1yi�c
2
i� + h:c:)

+ U
X

�i

n
�
i"n

�
i#; (1)

where�(= 1;2)speci�esthe chains,orin the m om entum spaceas

H = � 2t
X

�k�

cos(k)c�y
k�
c
�

k�
� 2t?

X

k�

c
0y

k�
c
0
k�

+ U
X

(interaction of the form c
y
c
y
cc); (2)

where � speci�es the bonding (� = 0)and anti-bonding (� = �) bands,so
labelled sinceky = 0;�,respectively.

ThepartoftheHam iltonian,H d,thatcan bediagonalised in thebosoni-
sation includesonlyintra-and inter-band forward-scatteringprocessesarising
from theintrachain forward-scatteringterm s.W ecan then de�nebosonicop-
eratorsasin the single-chain case.Ifwe introduce the phase variablesasin
thesingle-chain case,H d,written in term softhem ,isseparated intothespin-
partH spin and the charge-partH charge.W hile H spin isalready diagonalised,
H charge can be m ade so with a linear transform ation,and the diagonalised
H charge is written in term s ofthe correlation exponent K �i;i= 1;2.So we
end up with the totalHam iltonian thatreads

H = kineticenergy+ H d + pair-hopping term s: (3)

Here,thepair-hopping (orpair-scattering)term representsthosepartofthe
interaction Ham iltonian,in which a pair of electrons is scattered via the
interaction to anotherpairofelectrons.

Athalf-�lling,the system reducesto a spin-liquid insulatorhaving both
charge and spin gaps[23].W hen carriersare doped to the two-leg Hubbard
ladder,on theotherhand,therelevantscatteringprocessesatthe�xed point
in therenorm alisation-group
ow arethepairhoppingacrossthebondingand
anti-bonding bands(Fig.2),c�y

"
c
�y

#
c0#c

0
" + h:c:in k space,and the backward-

scattering process within each band.The im portance ofthe pair-hopping
across the two bands for the dom inance ofpairing correlation in the two-
leg Hubbard ladderisrem iniscentoftheSuhl-K ondo m echanism ,which was
proposed back in the1950’sforsuperconductivity in a quitedi�erentcontext
ofthe s-d m odelforthe transition m etals.[37,38]

Therenorm alisation resultsin a form ation ofgapsin both ofthetwo spin
m odes and a gap in one ofthe charge m odes.This leavesone charge m ode
m assless,where the m ode is characterised by a criticalexponentK �.Then
the correlation ofthe intraband singletpairing,

X

�

�(c0k�c
0
� k;� � � c

�
k�c

�
� k;� �); (4)
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decayslike1=r1=(2K �),whereK � should beclosetounityin theweak-coupling
regim e.Sothisshouldbethedom inantphase,which is,expressedin realspace
asc1i�c

2
i;� � � c1i;� �c

2
i�,an interchain singletpairing.

2.3 H ow to detect pairing in quantum M onte C arlo studies?

The perturbationalrenorm alisation group is in principle guaranteed to be
valid only for su�ciently sm allinteraction strengths (U � t),so that its
validity for�nite U (� t)has to be checked.To be m ore precise,the renor-
m alisation approach can tellwhethertheinteraction 
owsintoweak coupling
(with the relevantm ode gapless)orinto strong-coupling regim e (gapful)for
sm allenough interactions,butthe fram ework itself(i.e.,the perturbational
expansion)m ightfailforstrongerinteractions.

Thisiswherenum ericalstudiescom ein.Num ericalcalculationsfor�nite
U have been perform ed with the exactdiagonalisation,DM RG orquantum
M onteCarlo (Q M C)m ethods,[39,40,41,42,43,44]butin an earlierstagethe
results are scattered,where som e of the results seem ed inconsistent with
the weak-coupling prediction:a DM RG study by Noack etal.forthe doped
Hubbard ladder showsthe enhancem entofthe pairing correlation overthe
U = 0 resultstrongly dependson the inter-chain hopping,t? [28,45].Q uan-
tum M onteCarlo(Q M C)resultsalsoexhibitan absence[46]orpresence[47]of
the enhancem entdepending on the hopping param etersand/orband �lling.

Recently,however,a Q M C study by K urokiet al[48]has resolved the
puzzle,and hasclearly detected an enhanced pairing correlation.A key fac-
torfound there in detecting superconductivity in any num ericalcalculation,
which also resolvestheorigin oftheform erdiscrepanciesis:wehaveto ques-
tion a very tiny energy scale (� starting electronic energy scale,t;U ) in
detecting the pairing.Thisim m ediately im pliesthatthe discretenessofen-
ergy levels in �nite system s exam ined in Q M C studies enorm ously a�ects
the pairing correlation | Ifthe levelseparation is greaterthan the energy
scalewewantto look at,any featurein thecorrelation function willbeeasily
washed out.This can be circum vented ifwe tune the param eters so as to
m ake the separation between the levelsjustbelow and above E F tiny (i.e.,
to m aketheLUM O -HO M O nearly degeneratein thequantum chem icallan-
guage),which should be a reasonableway to approach the bulk lim itwhere
thelevelsaredense.Theim portanceofsm allo�setsbetween thehighestoc-
cupied and lowestunoccupied levelshasalso been stressed by Yam ajietal.
forsm allsystem s.[47]

So we have applied the (projector)M onte Carlo m ethod[49]to look into
the ground state correlation function P (r) � hO

y

i+ rO ii ofthis pairing for
�nite valuesofU (� t).W e show in Fig.3 the resultforP (r)fort? = 0:98,
U = 1 and the band �lling n = 0:867 = 52 electrons/ (30 rungs� 2 sites).
TheU = 0result(dashed line)forthesetwovaluesoft? areidenticalbecause
the Ferm isea rem ainsunchanged.Ifwe turn on U ,we can see thata large
enhancem entoverthe U = 0 resultem ergesatlargedistances.



8 Hideo Aoki

10
0

10
1

r
10

-2

10
-1

10
0

P
(r

)

Fig.3. The pairing correlation function plotted against the realspace distance

r in a 30-rung Hubbard ladder having 56 electrons for U = 1 with t? = 1:975

(square).[48]The dashed line isthe non-interacting result.

W e have deliberately chosen the value oft? = 0:98 to m ake the one-
electron energy levels ofthe bonding and anti-bonding bands lie close to
each otheraround the Ferm ilevelwithin 0:004t.Thisism uch sm allerthan
the energy scalewe question (which isthe spin gap in the present1D case).
In fact,a 5% change in t? = 0:98 ! 1:03,for which the LUM O -HO M O
separation blowsup to� 0:1t,washesouttheenhancem entin thecorrelation
function.In the lattercase the renorm alisation ofhigherenergy m odeshas
to stop atthisenergy scale,so thatthe interband pairhopping processwill
notberenorm alised intoastrongcoupling,whilein theweak-couplingtheory
the renorm alisation allthe way down to the Ferm ilevelisassum ed.

W hileitisdi�culttodeterm inethedecayexponentofthepairingcorrela-
tion P (r),wecan �tthedata by assum ing a trialfunction expected from the
weak-couplingtheory,P (r)/ c=

p
r+ (1� c)=r2+ [cos(2k0F r)+ cos(2k�F r)]=r

2

wheretheoveralldecayatlargedistancesisassum edtobe/ 1=
p
rasdictated

in theweak-coupling theory.Thisform reproducestheresultsurprisingly ac-
curately.
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3 T hree-leg ladder and 1D -2D crossover

Now,thephysicsofladderscan providequitean instructivelineofapproach
forunderstanding the physicsin two-dim ensionalsystem svia the crossover
from 1D to 2D (two-dim ensions).So letus�rstlook atthe three-leg ladder.

3.1 T hree-leg ladder

Ifwereturn to ladders,onecan naively expectthatladderswith odd-num ber
(e.g.,3)oflegswillhaveno spin gap,which would then signify an absenceof
dom inatingpairingcorrelation (‘even-odd conjectureforsuperconductivity’).
As far as the spin gap in undoped ladders is concerned,experim ents on a
classofcuprates,Srn� 1CunO 2n� 1 having n-leg ladders,have supported the
conjecture.[51,52,53,54,55]So itwasbelieved thatodd-num bered legsonly
havetheusual2kF spin-density wave(SDW )ratherthan superconductivity.

K im uraetal[56,57],however,showedthatthatistoosim plisticaview,and
that,while the even-odd conjecture forthe spin gap iscertainly correct,an
odd-num beroflegsdoesindeed superconductby exploiting the spin-gapped
m ode.In thatwork the pairing correlation in the three-leg Hubbard ladder
hasbeen exam ined[50].

W e startwith the weak-coupling theory forcorrelation functionsforthe
three-leg Hubbard ladder(Fig.4).Arrigonihaslooked into a three-leg ladder
with weakHubbard-typeinteractionswith theperturbationalrenorm alisation-
group techniqueto concludethatgaplessand gapfulspin excitationscoexist
in threelegs.[58]

Hehasactuallyenum erated thenum bersofgaplesschargeand spin m odes
on thephasediagram spanned bythedopingleveland theinterchainhopping,
t? .He found that,athalf-�lling,one gaplessspin m ode exists.Forgeneral
band �lling,one gapless spin m ode rem ains in the region where the Ferm i
levelintersects allthe three bands in the noninteracting case.From this,
Arrigoniarguesthatthe 2kF SDW correlation should decay asa powerlaw
asexpected from experim ents.Arrigoni’sresultindicatesthattwogapfulspin
m odes exist in addition.The charge m odes,on the other hand,consists of
two gaplessm odesand onegapfulm ode.

The question we addressthen iswhathappenswhen gaplessand gapful
spin m odescoexist.Thisisan intriguing problem ,since itm ay wellbe pos-
siblethatthe presenceofgap(s)in som e outofm ultiple spin m odesm ay be
su�cientforthedom inanceofa pairing correlation.Schulz[59]hasindepen-
dently shown sim ilarresultsfora subdom inant2kF SDW and theinterchain
pairing correlations.

Physically,the picture that em erges as we shalldescribe below,is that
the two spin gaps,which are relevant to the pairing,arise as an e�ect of
the pair-hopping processthatisthe m any-body m atrix elem enttransferring
two electrons sim ultaneously acrossthe outerm ostbands (i.e.,the top and
bottom bandsfora three-leg ladder)(Fig.4).In thissensethe m echanism is
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eF

e

k
Fig.4. Three-leg ladder (inset) and its dispersion.The dashed arrows represent

the pair-hopping process,and ovalsrepresentthe inter-chain pairing.

rem iniscent ofthe situation in the two-leg case or the Suhl-K ondo m echa-
nism .[37,38]

Thecorrelationfunctionscanbecalculatedwith thebosonisationm ethod [5]
forthe three-leg Hubbard m odel.

W e can de�ne three bosonic operators,where we diagonalise H charge in
term softhethreecorrelation exponentsK �i;i= 1;2;3.AsArrigonipointed
out[58]thepair-hopping processesacrossthetop and bottom bandsbecom e
relevantastherenorm alisationisperform ed.In ordertoactuallycalculatethe
correlation functions,wehaveto expresstherelevantscattering processesin
term softhephasevariables.The�xed-pointHam iltonian density,H �,takes
the form ,in term softhe phasevariables,

H
� / � gback(1)cos[2�

1+ (x)]� gback(3)cos[2�
3+ (x)]

+ 2gpairhopping(1;3)cos[
p
2�1� (x)]sin�1+ (x)sin�3+ (x); (5)

wheregback(1);gback(3)arenegativelargequantities,and gph(1;3)isa posi-
tivelargequantity.Thisindicatesthe following.Two spin phases,�1+ ,�3+ ,
becom e long-rangeordered and �xed,respectively,while �2+ isnot�xed to
give a gaplessspin m ode.Sim ilarly,the di�erence in the charge phases,�i,
forthe outerm ostbands,

�
1� �

1
p
2
(�1� � �

3� ); (6)
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isordered and �xed,and the chargegap opensforthisparticularm ode.
Now we can calculate the correlation functions,since the gapless �elds

have already been diagonalised,while the rem aining gapful�elds have the
respectiveexpectation values.

Am ong variousorderparam eters,thedom inantone(with thelongesttail
in the correlation)is the singlet pairing acrossthe centraland edge chains
(Fig.4),which is,in the band picture,

O d �
X

�

�( 1+�  
1�
� � �  

3+
�  

3�
� �): (7)

W e callthis\d" forthe following reason.Since we have taken a continuum
lim it along the chain,it is not straightforward to nam e the sym m etry ofa
pairing.However,we could callthe above pair as d-wave-like in that the
pairing,in addition to being o�-site on the rung,isa linearcom bination of
a bonding band and an anti-bonding band with opposite signs.Since the
relevantpair-hopping isacrossthese bands,we can say thatthere isa node
in thepairwavefunction alongthelinethatbisectstherelevantpair-hopping.

Calculation ofthe correlation function ofO d gives

hO d(x)
y
O d(0)i� x

� 1

3
( 1

K
�

�2

+ 1

2K
�

�3

)

; (8)

which is the dom inant ordering.In the weak-interaction lim it (U ! + 0),
wherealltheK �’stend to unity,the\d"-pairingcorrelation decaysasslowly
as x� 1=2,while the other correlations decay like x� 2.W e can see that the
interchain pairing exploits the charge gap and the spin gaps to reduce the
exponent ofthe correlation function,in contrast to the intrachain pairing.
Nam ely,we would have (� 1)in the exponentifthe spin were gapless.This
alone would only resultin a 1=r decay,butthe charge m ode �1� isfurther
locked,which furtherreducestheexponent(down to 1=

p
r in thelim itU !

0).
Now,how the pairing correlation in the three-leg Hubbard ladder looks

like when U is �nite? O ur Q M C result for the three-leg Hubbard ladder
exhibits an enhancem ent ofthe pairing correlation even for �nite coupling
constants,U=t= 1 � 2.[57]Asin the two-leg case with a �nite U ,we have
taken carethatlevelsbelow and abovethe Ferm ilevelareclose.

3.2 1D -2D crossover

W ehaveseen thattheweak-coupling theory (perturbationalrenorm alisation
+ bosonisation) predicts that the interband pair hopping between the in-
nerm ostand outerm ostFerm ipoints (kx;ky)� (� k0F ;0);(� k�F ;�)becom es
relevant(i.e.,increaseswith therenorm alisation).Thisconcom itantly m akes
thetwo-pointcorrelation oftheinterchain singletdecay slowly with distance.
In k-spacethe dom inantcom ponentofthispairreads

X

�

� (c0
k0
F
;�
c
0

� k0
F
;� �

� c
�
k�
F
;�c

�
� k�

F
;� �): (9)
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Now,when E F intersectstheouterm ost-band top and theinnerm ost-band
bottom with k0F ’ �;k�F ’ 0 (Fig.5 left),intrachain nearest-neighborsinglet
pair also has a dom inant Fourier-com ponentequalto eqn.(9) with a phase
shift � relative to the interchain pairing.Thus,a linear com bination which
am ountsto thedx2� y2 pairing should becom edom inant.W eshallseethisis
exactly what happens in the 2D squre lattice around the half�lling,Fig.5
right.

kx ky

e

eF

e

k

Fig.5. Band dispersion ofthe square lattice,on which the Ferm isurface forE F

close to half�lling and a typicalpair-hopping process(dashed arrows) are shown.

Sim ilarplotfora ladderisattached forcom parison.

4 Superconductivity from the repulsive interaction in
2D

Aswehaveseen,thetwo-legand three-legHubbard laddersdosuperconduct,
so whatwillhappen ifwe considern-leg laddersforn = 3;4;:::;1 to reach
the 2D square lattice.This view enables us to have a fresh look at the 2D
Hubbard m odel.

So we m ove on to the repulsive Hubbard m odelon the square lattice.
The sem inalnotion thatthe high-TC conductivity in cupratesshould be re-
lated the strong electron correlation was�rstputforward by Anderson.[61]
Therethesuperconductivity isexpected to arisefrom thepairing interaction
m ediated by spin 
uctuations(usually antiferrom agnetic).A phenom enology
along this line such as the self-consistent renorm alisation [62,63,64,65]has
succeeded in reproducing anisotropic d-wave superconductivity.M icroscopi-
cally,the repulsiveHubbard m odel,a sim plestpossible m odelforcorrelated
electrons,should capture the physicsin cuprates.[60]Som e analyticalcalcu-
lations have suggested the occurrence ofdx2� y2-wave superconductivity in
the 2D Hubbard m odel.[66,67,68,69,70]In particular,
uctuation exchange
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approxim ation (FLEX),developed by Bickersetal.[71],hasalsobeen applied
to the Hubbard m odelon the square lattice [72,73]to show the occurrence
ofthe superconductivity.

Num ericalcalculationshavealsobeen perform ed extensively.Finitebind-
ing energy[74,75]and pairinginteraction vertex[76,77,78]werefound in those
calculations.VariationalM onteCarlocalculationsshow thatasuperconduct-
ing orderlowersthe variationalenergy.[79,80]Nevertheless,there had been
a reservation against the occurrence ofsuperconductivity in the Hubbard
m odelbecause the pairing correlation functions do not show any sym ptom
oflong-rangebehaviorin som eofthe works.[78,81,82]

Again,K urokietal[48]showed forthe �rsttim e thatQ M C doesindeed
exhibit sym ptom s of superconductivity if we take proper care of a sm all
energy scaleinvolved,i.e.,thed-wavepairing correlation becom eslong-tailed
when theFerm ilevelliesbetween a narrowly separated levelsresiding on the
k-points across which the dom inant pair hopping occurs.An enhancem ent
ofthepairing correlation hasin factbeen found by exactdiagonalisation[47]
and by density m atrix renorm alisation group[45]when E F lies close to the
k-points(0;�)and (�;0).Although thedx2� y2-likenatureofthepairing was
suggested,[45]dx2� y2 pairingcorrelation itselfhasnotbeen calculated.So,in
ourquestfor2D,we�rstcalculatethecorrelation function with Q M C.Here
weem ploy theground-state,canonical-ensem bleQ M C,[83]wherewetakethe
freeFerm isea asthe trialstate.

4.1 A nisotropic pairing in 2D

First,let us look at why the attractive interaction is by no m eans a nec-
essary condition forsuperconductivity,which can quite generally arise from
repulsive electron-electron interactions,which seem s to be stillnot realised
wellenough.Ifwe look at the BCS gap equation,we can im m ediately see
thatsuperconductivity can readily arisefrom repulsiveinteractions.Thegap
equation reads

1 = � V�

X

k
0

1

2"(k0)
tanh

�

1

2
�"(k0)

�

;

V� =
hV (k;k0)�(k)�(k 0)iFS

h� 2(k)iFS
; (10)

where "(k) is the band energy m easured from the chem icalpotential,� =
1=(kB TC ), V (k;k

0) the pair-hopping m atrix elem ent,�(k) the BCS gap
function,and h:::iFS is the average over the Ferm isurface.So,if�(k) has
nodes acrossk $ k

0 (i.e.,changessign before and after the pair hopping),
the originally repulsiveV > 0 actse�ectively asan attraction,

hV (k;k0)�(k)�(k 0)iFS < 0:
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This m osttypically happens for the dx2� y2 pairing with �(k)/ cos(kx)�
cos(ky) when the dom inant pair hopping occurs across k � (0;�) $ k

0
�

(�;0).
W hen thespin 
uctuation isantiferrom agnetic,m osttypicallyin bipartite

lattices such as a square lattice,the im portance ofthe interactions around
(0;�) and (�;0) in the 2D Hubbard m odelhas been suggested by various
authors.[67,68,69,70,77,80,85,86,87,88]

G roup theoretically,thesquarelatticehasa tetragonalsym m etry,so that
everything,including the gap function,should be an irreducible represen-
tation ofthe tetragonalgroup.The dx2� y2 pairing indeed belongs to B1g

representation ofthisgroup.

4.2 Q uantum M onte C arlo study for the 2D H ubbard m odel

In the context ofour Q M C study for the 2D Hubbard m odel,we have to
take �nite system s that have the k-points around (0;�) and (�;0) close in
energy.Nam eley,ourexpectation from the study on laddersisthatthe pair
hoppingprocessesacrossaround(0;�)and (�;0)m ayresultin dx2� y2 pairing,P

k[cos(kx)� cos(ky)]ck"c� k# in 2D,but an enhanced pairing correlation
should be detected only when the levelo�set between the discrete levels
around thosepointsissm all.

W e take 78 electrons in 10� 10 sites (n = 0:78) with ty = 0:999 with
periodic boundary condition in both directions.W e have taken ty = 0:999,
because the num ber ofelectrons considered here would have an open shell
(with a degeneracy in the free-electron Ferm isea) for ty = 1,which will
destabiliseQ M C convergence.Taking ty = 0:999 liftsthe degeneracy to give
atiny (< 0:01)but�nite�"0.In Fig.6weplotthedx2� y2 pairingcorrelation,
de�ned as

P (r) =
X

j�xj+ j�yj= r

hO y(x + �x;y+ �y)O (x;y)i;

O (x;y)=
X

�= � 1;�

�(cx;y;�cx+ �;y;� � � cx;y;�cx;y+ �;� �); (11)

where the correlation forU = 1 isclearly seen to be enhanced overthatfor
U = 0 especially atlargedistances.

W ecan readily show thatwhen thelevelspacing becom estoo large(e.g.,
�"0 � 0:1),theenhancem entiswashed out.In thepresentchoicetheenergy
levelsaround (0;�);(�;0)areclose(< 0:01t),while the otherlevelslie m ore
than � 0:1taway from E0F .O ne m ightthusraise a criticism thatthe scat-
tering processesinvolving thestatesaway from E 0

F areunduly neglected.W e
can howevershow (notdisplayed here)thatwhen otherlevelsexistaround
E F an enhanced dx2� y2 correlation isobtained aswell.

How abouttheband-�lling (n)dependence?W ehavecalculated thelong-
rangepartofthecorrelation,S �

P

r� 3
P (r),forvariousvaluesofn keeping
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Fig.6. Q M C resultforthe dx2� y2 pairing correlation fora 10� 10 square lattice

with 78 electronsforU = 1 and ty = 0:999 (square).[48]Thedashed linerepresents

thenoninteracting case.Insetdepictsthesquarelatticewith theovalsrepresenting

a d-wave pair.

�"0 < 0:01tthroughout.The result,displayed in Fig.7,showsthatthe en-
hancem entin S forU = 1 hasa m axim um around a �nite doping.Thusthe
m essage here isthatthe dx2� y2 pairing isfavoured near,butnotexactly at,
half-�lling.The fact that the better nesting does not necesarrily im ply the
m oreenhanced pairing correlation hasalso been shown in anothernum erical
work in the contex ofan organicsuperconductivity.[89]

5 W hich is m ore favourable for superconductivity,2D
or 3D ?

The theoreticalresultsdescribed so far indicate thatthe superconductivity
neartheAF instability in 2D hasa ‘low TC ’� O (0:01t)(t:transferintegral),
i.e.,two ordersofm agnitudesm allerthan theoriginalelectronicenergy,but
still‘high TC ’� O (100 K ) for t� O (1 eV).So,identifying the conditions
forhigherTC in the repulsiveHubbard m odelisoneofthe m ostfascinating
goals of theoreticalstudies.For instance,while the high-TC cuprates are
layer-type m aterials with Cu2 planes in which the supercurrent 
ows,the
question is whether the two-dim ensionality is prom oting or degrading the
superconductivity.

HenceAritaetal[90]havequestioned:(i)Is2D system m orefavourablefor
spin-
uctuation m ediated superconductivity than in three dim ensions(3D)?
(ii) Can other pairing,such as a triplet p-pairing in the presence offerro-
m agnetic spin 
uctuations,becom e com petitive? W e take the single-band,
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Fig.7. The integrated pairing correlation plotted againstthe band �lling n fora

10� 10 lattice with U = 0 (� )orU = 1 (square).[48]

repulsive Hubbard m odelas a sim plest possible m odel,and look into the
pairing with the FLEX m ethod in ordinary (i.e.,square,trianglar,fcc,bcc,
etc)latticesin 2D and 3D.TheFLEX m ethod hasan advantagethatsystem s
having largespin 
uctuationscan be handled.

As for 3D system s,Scalapino et al[91]showed for the Hubbard m odel
thatparam agnon exchangeneara spin-density waveinstability givesrise to
a strong singletd-wavepairing interaction,butTC wasnotdiscussed there.
Nakam uraetal[92]extended M oriya’sspin 
uctuationtheoryofsuperconductivity[63]
to 3D system s,and concluded that TC is sim ilar between the 2D and 3D
cases provided that com m on param eter values (scaled by the band width)
are taken.However,the param eters there are phenom elogicalones,so we
wish to seewhetherthe resultrem ainsvalid form icroscopicm odels.

Asforthetripletpairing,thepossibility oftripletpairingm ediated byfer-
rom agnetic
uctuationshasbeen investigated forsuper
uid 3He[93],a heavy
ferm ion system UPt3[94],and m ost recently,an oxide Sr2RuO 4[95].It was
shown thatferrom agnetic 
uctuations favourtriplet pairing �rstby Layzer
and Fay[2]before the experim entalobservation of p-wave pairing in 3He.
For the electron gas m odel,Fay and Layzer[2]and later Chubukov[96]has
extended the K ohn-Luttinger theorem [1]to p-pairing for 2D and 3D elec-
tron gas in the dilute lim it.Takada[97]discussed the possibility ofp-wave
superconductivity in the dilute electron gaswith the K ukkonen-O verhauser
m odel[98].Asforlatticesystem s,2D Hubbard m odelwith largeenough next-
nearest-neighborhopping (t0)hasbeen shown to exhibitp-pairing forsm all
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band �llings.[99]Hlubina[100]reached a sim ilarconclusion by evaluating the
superconductingvertex in aperturbativeway.[101]However,theenergy scale
ofthe p-pairing in the Hubbard m odel,i.e.,TC ,has not been evaluated so
far.

Hereweshow that(i)d-waveinstability m ediated by AF spin 
uctuation
in 2D squarelattice ism uch strongerthan those in 3D,while (ii)p-wavein-
stability m ediated by ferrom agneticspin 
uctuationsin 2D arem uch weaker
than thed-instability.Theseresults,which cannotbepredicted a priori,sug-
gestthatfortheHubbard m odelthe‘best’situation forthepairinginstability
isthe 2D casewith dom inantAF 
uctuations.

W e consider the single-band Hubbard m odelwith the transfer energy
tij = t(= 1 hereafter)for nearestneighbors along with tij = t0 for second-
nearestneighbors,which isincluded toincorporatetheband structuredepen-
dence.The FLEX startsfrom a setofskeleton diagram sforthe Luttinger-
W ard functionalto generatea (k-dependent)selfenergy based on theidea of
Baym and K adano�[102].HencetheFLEX approxim ation isa self-consistent
perturbation approxim ation with respectto on-siteinteraction U .

To obtain TC ,wesolvethe eigenvalue(�Eliashberg)equation,

��
(2)(k)=

T

N

X

k0

�
(2)(k0)jG (k0)j2V (2)(k� k

0); (12)

where� (2)(k)istheanom alousselfenergy,k � (k;i!n)with !n = (2n� 1)�T
being M atsubara frequencies,and the pairing interaction,V (2),com prises
contributionsfrom the transversespin 
uctuations,longitudinalspin 
uctu-
ationsand charge
uctuations,nam ely,

V
(2)(k;k0)= � U

2

�

1

2
�ch(k� k

0)

�
1

2
�
zz(k � k

0)+ �
� (k + k

0)

�

= �

�

U 3�2irr(k � k0)

1� U2�2
irr
(k� k0)

�

�

�

U 2�irr(k + k0)

1� U �irr(k + k0)

�

Here �ch is the charge susceptibility,�zz(�� ) the longitudinal(transverse)
spin susceptibility,and

�irr(q)� � (T=N )
X

k

G (k)G (k + q)

the irreduciblesusceptibility constructed from the dressed G reen’sfunction.
The dressed G reen’sfunction,G (k),obeysthe Dyson equation,

G (k)� 1 = G
0(k)

� 1
� �(k); (13)
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whereG 0 isthe bareG reen’sfunction,and � the selfenergy with

�(k)=
1

N

X

q

G (k� q)V(1)(q): (14)

IfwetakeRPA-typebubbleand ladderdiagram sfortheinteraction V (1),we
have

V
(1)(q)=

1

2
U
2
�irr(q)

�

1

1+ U �irr(q)

�

+
3

2
U
2
�irr(q)

�

1

1� U �irr(q)

�

� U
2
�irr(q);

which com pletesthe setofequations.
Since we have � (2)(k) = � (2)(� k) for the spin-singlet pairing whereas

� (2)(k)= � �(2)(� k)forthespin-tripletpairing,V(2)(k;k0)becom esa func-
tion ofk � k0= q with

V
(2)(q)= �

3

2

�

U 2�irr(q)

1� U �irr(q)

�

+
1
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U 2�irr(q)

1+ U �irr(q)

�

(15)

forthe singletpairing,and

V
(2)(q)=

1
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�

U 2�irr(q)

1� U �irr(q)

�

+
1

2

�

U 2�irr(q)

1+ U �irr(q)

�

(16)

forthe tripletpairing.T = TC isidenti�ed asthe tem perature atwhich the
m axim um eigenvalue�M ax reachesunity.

Let us start with the 2D case having strong AF 
uctuations.W e have
�rstobtained �R PA (q)= �0=(1� U �0)asa function ofthe m om entum for
the Hubbard m odelon a nearly half-�lled (n = 0:85)squarelattice,wherea
dom inantAF spin 
uctuation isseen as�R PA peaked around (�;�).W ecan
then plug thisinto the �Eliashberg equation (12)to plotin Fig.8(a)�M ax as
a function oftem peratureT.

TC isidenti�ed asthe tem perature atwhich �M ax becom esunity,which
occursatT � 0:02forthesquarelattice,inaccordwith previousresults[72,103].

Ifwe m ove on to the case with ferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations where
tripletpairing isexpected,this situation can be realised forrelatively large
t0(’ 0:5)and away from half-�lling in the2D Hubbard m odel.Physically,the
van Hove singularity shifts toward the band bottom with t0,and the large
density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevelforthe dilute case favoursthe ferrom ag-
netism .W e havefound that�M ax becom eslargestforn = 0:3,t0= 0:5.

�R PA isindeed peaked at� (k = (0;0)).Thequestion then isthebehavior
of�M ax asa function ofT,which showsthat�M ax ism uch sm allerthan that
in the AF case.

A low TC forthe ferrom agnetic case contrastswith a naive expectation
from the BCS picture,in which the Ferm ilevellocated around a peak in
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Fig.8. (a)The m axim um eigenvalue ofthe �Eliashberg equation againsttem pera-

ture for the Hubbard m odelon a square lattice with n = 0:85 and U = 4 and on

a cubic lattice with n = 0:8,the second-neighbourhopping t
0
= � 0:2 and U = 8.

�(k;0) (b)as a function ofwavenum berand Im �(kM ax;!)(c) (norm alised by its

m axim um ) as a function of!=tat T = 0:03t are also shown for the two lattices.

Top right panelschem atically shows the regions, in respective dim ensions,that

contribute to the pairing.

the density ofstatesfavourssuperconductivity.W e m ay traceback two-fold
reasonswhy thisdoesnotapply.First,ifwelook atthedom inant(/ 1=[1�
U �0(q)]) term ofthe pairing potentialV (2) itselfin eqs.(15)and (16),the
tripletpairinginteraction isonly one-third ofthatforsingletpairing.Second,
the factor jG j2 for the ferrom agnetic case is sm aller than that in the AF
case,which im plies that the self-energy correction is larger in the form er.
Larger self-energy (sm aller jG j2) works unfavourably for superconductivity
as seen in the �Eliashberg equation (12).W hen we take a larger repulsion
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U to increase the triplet pairing attraction (susceptibility),this m akes the
self-energy correction even stronger.

Let us now m ove on to the case ofd-wave pairing in the 3D Hubbard
m odel,forwhich FLEX was�rstapplied by Arita etal[90].In sim ple-cubic
system s,we �nd thatthe � +

3 representation ofO h group[31]hasthe largest
�M ax.W e have found that�M ax forthissym m etry becom eslargestforn =
0:8,t0 = � 0:2 � � 0:3 and U = 8 � 10.In Fig.8(a),we superpose �M ax as
a function ofT,where we can im m ediately see thatthe pairing tendency in
3D ism uch weakerthan thatin 2D.

W hy isthed-superconductivity m uch strongerin 2D than in 3D?W ecan
pinpointtheoriginbylookingatthevariousfactorsinvolvedin the�Eliashberg
equation.Nam ely we question the height ofV (2) and jG j2 along with the
width of the region,both in the m om entum sector and in the frequency
sector,overwhich V (2)(k)contributesto the sum m ation overk � (k;i!n).
W e found that the m axim um ofjG j2 is in fact larger in 3D than in 2D.
The width ofthe peak in �R PA on the frequency and m om entum axes is
surprisingly sim ilar between 2D and 3D as displayed in Fig.8(b)(c).Note
thatifthe frequency spread ofthe susceptibility scaled notwith tbutwith
theband width,asNakam uraetal[92]haveassum ed,�M ax would havebecom e
larger.Now,� in the �Eliashberg equation (12)is/ (a=L)D ,where L isthe
lineardim ension ofthe system and a the width in the m om entum space for
thee�ectiveattraction,thisfactorism uch sm allerin 3D than in 2D asfaras
them ain contribution ofV (2) to thepairing occursthrough specialpointsin
thek-space(e.g.,(�;�)or(�;�;�)fortheantiferrom agneticspin 
uctuation
exchange pairing).So we can conclude thatthisisthe m ain reason why 2D
ism orefavourablethan 3D.

To sum m arise this section,d-pairing in 2D is the best situation for the
repulsion originated (i.e.,spin 
uctuation m ediated)superconductivity in the
Hubbard m odel.M onthoux and Lonzarich[104]have also concluded for 2D
system s,by m aking use ofa phenom enologicalapproach,that the d-wave
pairing is m uch stronger than p-wave pairing,which is consistent with the
presentresult.In thissense,thelayer-typecupratesdo seem to hitupon the
rightsituation.

This is as far as one-band m odelhaving sim ple Ferm isurfaces are con-
cerned.Indeed,ifweturn to heavy ferm ion superconductors,forinstance,in
which the pairing is thoughtto be m editated by spin 
uctuations,the TC ,
when norm alizedbythebandwidth W ,isknown tobeoftheorderof0:001W .
Since the presentresultindicatesthatTC ,norm alized by W ,is� 0:0001W
atbestin the 3D Hubbard m odel,we m ay envisage thatthe heavy ferm ion
system m ustexploitotherfactorssuch asthem ultiband.Neverthless,recent
experim ental�nding[105]that a heavy-ferm ion com pound Ce(Rh,Ir,Co)In5
has the higher Tc for the m ore two-dim ensionallattice (with larger c=a) is
consistentwith ourprediction.
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6 H ow to realise higher TC in anisotropic pairing |
disconnected Ferm isurfaces

Ironically,them ain question aboutthesuperconductivity from theelectronic
m echanism is\why isTC so low?",which hasbeen repeatedly raised in lit-
eratures.Nam ely,one rem arkable pointisTc � O (0:01t),esitm ated for the
repulsive Hubbard m odelin the two-dim ensional(2D)square lattice,istwo
orders of m agnitudes sm aller than the starting electronic energy (i.e.,the
hopping integralt),although this gives the right order for the curates’Tc.
W e have seen that even the best case,as far as these ordinary lattices are
concerned,hasTc � O (0:01t).Asdiscussed in Ref.[106],therearegood rea-
sonswhy Tc isso low:O nereason isthee�ectiveattraction m ediated by spin

uctuations is m uch weaker than the originalelectron-electron interaction,
U .Anotherim portantreason isthepresenceofnodesin thesuperconducting
gap function greatly reducesTc:W hilethem ain pair-scattering,acrosswhich
the gap function hasopposite signsto m ake the e�ective interaction attrac-
tive,there are other pair scatterings around the nodes that have negative
contributionsto thee�ectiveattraction by connecting k-pointson which the
gap hasthe sam esign.

So a next im portantavenue to explore is:can we im prove the situation
by going overto m ultiband system s.K urokiand Arita [106]haveshown that
thisisindeed thecaseifwehavedisconnected Ferm isurfaces.In thiscaseTc
is dram atically enhanced,because the sign change in the gap function can
avoid the Ferm ipockets,where allthe pair-scattering processes contribute
positively.[106,107]Thishasbeen num erically shown to be the case forthe
triangular lattice (for spin-triplet pairing) [108]and a squre lattice with a
period-doubling[106],whereTc asestim ated with FLEX isashigh asO (0:1t).

To bem oreprecise,thekey ingredientsare:(a)when theFerm isurfaceis
nested,thespin susceptibility �(q;!)hasa peak.(b)W hen a m ultiband sys-
tem with adisconnected Ferm isurfacehasan inter-pocketnesting(i.e.,strong
inter-pocketpairscattering and weak intra-pocketone)thegap function has
thesam esign (s-wavesym m etry)within each pocket,and thenodallinescan
happily run in between the pockets.The estim ated Tc for two-dim ensional
(2D)Hubbard m odelon such latticesisindeed alm ostan orderofm agnitude
higher,Tc � 0:1t,asdisplayed in Fig.9 along with the latticestructure.

As for the dim ensionality ofthe system ,we have shown above that 2D
system s are generally m ore favourable than 3D system s as far as the spin-

uctuation-m ediated superconductivity in ordinary lattices(square,triangu-
lar,fcc,bcc,etc)areconcerned.Now,ifoneputstheideaforthedisconnected
Ferm isurfaceon theaboveobservation on thedim ensionality,anaturalques-
tion is:can we conceive 3D latticeshaving disconnected Ferm isurfacesthat
have high Tc’s.M ore speci�cally,can the disconnected Ferm isurface over-
com ethedisadvantageof3D?Ifweexpressouridea m oreexplicitly,whatwe
have in m ind isthe interband nesting (orSuhl-K ondo processin itsbroader
context)in the 3D disconnected Ferm isurfaceasdepicted in Fig.10.
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Fig.9. The TC estim ated for the lattice depicted in the top left panelhaving

disconnected Ferm isurface (bottom left) as a function ofthe weak transfer (thin

lines in the top left panel;tx1).[106]The arrow indicates typicalTC for ordinary

(e.g.,square)lattices.

Fig.10. Interband nesting (arrow in the right panel) in 3D on a disconnected

Ferm isurface,which is exem pli�ed here for the stacked bond-alternating lattice

(left).
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There,thenesting vectorrunsacrossthetwo bands,and thisisenvisaged
to givethe attractivepair-scattering interaction.So the gap function should
be nodelesswithin each band,while the gap hasopposite signsbetween the
two bands.

Inourm ostrecentstudy[109]wehavefound thatastackedbond-alternating
lattice(Fig.10)hasacom pactand disconnected (i.e.,apairofball-like)Ferm i
pockets.W ehaveshown thatTc isO (0:01t),which isthesam eorderofthat
forthesquarelattice,and rem arkably high fora 3D system .W ehavefurther
found thatthe Tc can be m ade even higher(� O (0:1t))in a m odelin which
the originalK uroki-Arita 2D system having disconnected Ferm isurface is
stacked.So the�nalm essageobtained here,starting from 1D and ending up
with 3D,isthat3D m aterialwith considerably high Tc can beexpected ifwe
considerappropriatelattice structures.

7 C losing rem arks

So we have seen the electronic properties ofelectron system s with short-
range repulsive interactions,starting from 1D up to 3D system s.W hile the
quasi-1D ladders already contain seeds for the d-wave pairing,anisotropic
pairing hasm oredegreesoffreedom in 2D and 3D wherethe topology (e.g.,
disconnected Ferm isurfaces)ofthe Ferm isurface can greatly favourhigher
Tc.Finallyitwould beneedlesstostressthattheelectroncorrelationissuch a
fascinatingsubjectthattherearem anyopen questionstobeexplored.Am ong
them ,a question wecan ask iswhatwould happen to thesuperconductivity
from the repulsive electron interaction when disorder is introduced in the
system .Then we havea problem ofdirty superconductors,i.e.,an interplay
ofinteraction and disorder.For ladders there are som e discussions on this.
For instance,K im ura et al.[110]have looked at the dirty double wire (i.e.,
two-band Tom onaga-Luttingersystem with im purities),and noted thatin the
phaseswhere the pairing correlation isdom inant,the Anderson localisation
isabsentdespitethe system being quasi-1D.How thiswould beextended to
higherdim ensionsisan interesting issue.
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