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Previoisly,we reported calculations ofthe high-tem perature series for therm odynam icalsuscep-

tibilities towards a num ber ofpossible ordered states in the t-J-V m odel. D ue to an error in the

calculation,theseriesford-wavesupeconducting and extended s-wavesuperconducting orderswere

incorrect. W e give the replacem ent�gures. In agreem entwith ourearlier�ndings,we still�nd no

evidence ofany strong enhancem entofthe superconducting susceptibility with decreasing tem per-

ature. However,because di�erentPade approxim antsdiverge from each otheratsom ewhathigher

tem peraturesthan we originally found,itislessclearwhatthisim pliesconcerning the presence or

absence ofhigh-tem perature superconductivity in the t-J m odel.

Previoisly [1], we reported calculations of the high-

tem perature series for therm odynam icalsusceptibilities

towardsa num ber ofpossible ordered states in the t-J-

V m odel. Due to an errorin the calculation,the series

for d-wave supeconducting (d-SC) and extended s-wave

superconducting (s-SC)orderswere incorrect. The �rst

term softhe correctseriesare

�
(1)

s� SC = �
(1)

d� SC
= �

(1+ x)(1� 3x)

8ln((1� x)=2x)
:

Here,� = 1=T istheinversetem perature,and thedoping

x istheaveragenum berofholespersite.TheSC suscep-

tibilitiesatsm allx ! 0 aresuppressed notquadratically

but only logarithm ically in x. Note also that the value

x = 1=3 is not singular,as the zeros in the num erator

and the denom inatorcancel.

W e perform ed the corrected calculationsofthe series

fortherm odynam icalsusceptibilitieswith an extra order

in powersof� up to the term with �10.The coe�cients

ofthecorrected seriesareavailableupon request.Figs.1

{ 3 representtheanalyzed resultsforthecorrected series

and should replaceFigs.2 and 3 in Ref.1.

For physically plausible param eters,t > J,the ten-

dency ofthe superconducting susceptibility to decrease

with decreasing tem perature is not quite as prom inent

asin ouroriginalwork.The increased variancebetween

di�erent Pad�es relative to our form er results indicate

that the series can only be trusted down to tem pera-

turesT � J,whereasfort= 2J,them ean susceptibility

reachesa m axim um atT=J ranging from T=J � 1:2 at

x = 6% to T=J � 1:3 at x = 26% . Fig.3 shows that

at t = 3J the m axim um is shifted up to tem peratures

T � 2J. W e also note thatthe e�ectofthe n.n.repul-

sion V on thesuperconductingsusceptibility ism uch less

dram aticthan we originally reported.

Asa result,although the corrected seriesstillsuggest
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FIG .1:(Coloronline)Superconducting (d-wave)susceptibil-

ity for the \unphysical" case t = J=2 with V = 0 (dashes)

and V = J=4 (dot-dash) from the HTS to 1=T 10 (diagram s

with up to N E = 11 edges).Shading representsthe standard

deviation ofnondefective Pad�e approxim antsasdiscussed in

Ref.1.The corresponding curvesfors-SC susceptibility (not

shown)aresim ilarbutsom ewhatsm alleratlow tem peratures.
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FIG .2: Asin Fig.1 butfor t= 2J. O nly V = 0 curvesare

shown;curvesforV = J=4 (notshown)are sim ilarbutm ore

suppressed atlow tem peratures.
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FIG .3:Asin Fig.2 butfort= 3J.

theabsenceofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductivityin the

t-J-V m odelatt>� 2J,thisconclusion cannotbe drawn

asstrongly asin ouroriginalLetter[1].

W e should also note the papers by K oretsune and

O gata[2]and by Putikkaand Luchini[3]which appeared

after Ref.1. In these papers,the authors use a sim ilar

technique to study not the therm odynam icalsuscepti-

bilities but the equal-tim e correlation functions for the

t-J-V m odelwith thespecialvalueV = J=4.They com -

puted the high-tem perature series for both the uniform

and real-space equal-tim e pairing correlation functions

up to 12th order.Theseauthorsderivean instantaneous

superconducting correlation length which increaseswith

decreasing tem perature,butwhich nevergrowsaslarge

as one lattice constant in the accessible range ofT=J.

Nevertheless,they interpreted theirresultsasan indica-

tion that the t-J m odelhas a superconducting ground

state. In ouropinion,the failure ofthe therm odynam i-

calsusceptibility we have com puted to show any strong

tendency to grow with decreasing tem peraturein theac-

cessiblerange,aswellasthe extrem ely shortcorrelation

lengths involved,callinto question the strength ofthe

conclusionsdrawn in Refs.2,3.

[1]L.P.Pryadko,S.A.K ivelson,and O .Zachar,Phys.Rev.

Lett.92,067002 (2004).

[2]T.K oretsuneand M .O gata,J.Phys.Soc.Japan 74,1390

(2005).

[3]W .O .Putikka and M .U.Luchini,Phys.Rev.Lett.96,

247001 (2006).



ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
30

63
42

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l] 

 3
 J

an
 2

00
7
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We analyze the high-temperature behavior of the susceptibilities towards a number of possible ordered states
in thet-J-V model using the high-temperature series expansion. From all diagrams with up to ten edges, reliable
results are obtained down to temperatures of orderJ, or (with some optimism) toJ=2. In the unphysical regime,
t< J, large superconducting susceptibilities are found, whichmoreover increase with decreasing temperatures,
but fort> J, these susceptibilities are small and decreasing with decreasing temperature; this suggests that the
t-J model does not support high-temperature superconductivity. We also find modest evidence of a tendency
toward nematic andd-density wave orders.

The discovery of high temperature (high-Tc) superconduc-
tivity in the cuprate perovskites launched a renewed effortto
develop an understanding of the physics of highly correlated
electronic systems. It is clearly significant that superconduc-
tivity arises in these materials upon doping a nearly ideal,spin
1/2 antiferromagnetic insulating “parent” state. Indeed,there
is a prominent school of thought[1] that holds that high-Tc

superconductivity is more or less inevitable in a doped quasi
two dimensional (2D) antiferromagnet; for this reason enor-
mous effort has been focused on studies of thet-J model
[Eq. (1)], as the simplest model of a doped antiferromag-
net. However, while the existence of antiferromagnetic or-
der in the spin 1/2 Heisenberg model (the zero doping limit
of thet-J model) is well established[2], it remains uncertain
whether the 2Dt-J model, by itself, supports high-Tc super-
conductivity. In addition to antiferromagnetism and super-
conductivity, various other types of order[3, 4, 5, 6, 7] have
been or may have been observed in the cuprates, including
nematic[7] (or spontaneous breaking of the point-group sym-
metry), charge-stripe,[4] spin-stripe[4] andd-density[6] wave
(also called staggered flux or orbital antiferromagnetic) order.
It is thus interesting to determine which if any of these orders
are generic features of a doped antiferromagnet.

In this paper we report the results of an extensive high-
temperature series (HTS) study of the susceptibilities of the
2D t-J model toward various short-period orders. (Long-
period stripe order cannot be readily studied using these meth-
ods.) Naturally, the results obtained in this way are only reli-
able at moderately high temperatures. However, correspond-
ing to any low-temperature broken symmetry state there must
be a susceptibility which diverges at the ordering transition;
unless the transition is strongly first order, this susceptibility
will be large, and an increasing function of decreasing temper-
ature even at temperatures well above any ordering transition.

Put another way, the HTS is sensitive to relatively short-
distance physics (the range is determined by the order to
which the series is computed). However, since the super-
conducting coherence length in the cuprates is thought to be
around two lattice constants, it is reasonable to expect that the
10-12 terms we have computed in this series are sufficient to

probe the physics of the model on length-scales relevant to su-
perconductivity. It is important to stress that HTS[8] is free of
finite size effects that plague other computational techniques.

Specifically, we have computed the HTS for antiferro-
magnetic (AF),d-wave superconducting (d-SC), extendeds-
wave superconducting (s-SC), nematic (N), and orbital anti-
ferromagnetic (d-DW) susceptibilities, as defined in Eq. (2).
To extend the temperature range over which the results
can be trusted, we have made use of standard methods of
resummation,[9] which we describe explicitly below. In out-
line, what we do is to construct a set of Padé approximants
of related Euler-transformed series [see Eq. (3)] with different
values of the parameter�0, eliminate all “defective” mem-
bers of this set, and then average over the remaining series.
The variance in this average gives an estimate for associated
errors; where the variance gets large we conclude that the re-
sults can no longer be trusted. It is possible that by biasingthe
series, using additional information about the low temperature
state obtained from other methods, one might be able to ex-
tend the results to lower temperatures. However, without such
additional information, it is our experience that using differ-
ent prescriptions for resummation, or even adding a few ad-
ditional terms to the series, does not significantly change the
results or increase their range of validity.

There have been previous high quality series studies[9, 10,
11, 12, 13] of this same model which inspired the present
work, but they primarily focused on extrapolating the results
toT = 0. What distinguishes the present study from these ear-
lier studies is (a) we have obtained susceptibilities that were
not previously computed[9, 14] and (b) we have contented
ourselves with studying the high temperature behavior of the
model.

Our principal findings are as follows:1. The results we ob-
tain are reliable, without apology, for temperaturesT > J,
and are probably qualitatively correct down toT � J=2.
However, we have not found any method of analyzing the se-
ries that we trust to any lower temperatures.2. In the “unphys-
ical” range of parameters,t� J, with V = 0, the strongest
incipient order is AF—the AF susceptibility,�A F , is large and
shows a strong tendency to increase with decreasing temper-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306342v2
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FIG. 1: Temperature dependence of the AF susceptibility fort =

J=2 (dashes,x = 1% , 16% , 31% ) andt = 2J (dot-dashed lines,
x = 1% , 6% ) from the HTS to1=T 11 (diagrams withN E � 10).
Shading represents the standard deviation of non-defective Padé ap-
proximants as discussed in text.

ature, although this tendency gets gradually weaker with in-
creasing dopingx (Fig. 1). The SC susceptibilities are largest
at values of dopingx >

� 16% (both d-SC shown in Fig. 2
ands-SC, not shown[15]; typically�d�SC > �s�SC ). How-
ever, the inclusion of an additional nearest-neighbor (n.n.)
repulsion,V = J=4, is sufficient to strongly suppress the
pairing fluctuations.3. In the physical range of parameters,
t> J, where the bare interactions between electrons are truly
repulsive, both�d�SC (Fig. 3) and�s�SC (not shown[15])
are small and decreasing with decreasing temperature already
for T <

� 2J; the pairing fluctuations are further suppressed
by the addition of small n.n. repulsion. Based on these ob-
servations we conclude thatthe 2D t-J model with t > J

probably does not support high temperature superconductiv-

ity. 4. For t > J, commensurate AF fluctuations are mod-
erate forx = 1% but are dramatically suppressed already at
x � 6% (Fig. 1). At largerx, we find that thed-DW (Fig. 4)
and the nematic (Fig. 5) susceptibilities are both moderate,
show a weak tendency to increase with decreasing tempera-
ture, and remain virtually unaffected by the addition of a weak
n.n. repulsion,V = J=4.

We compute the high-temperature series for the 2Dt-J
model defined on the square lattice,

H = �

X

hiji

tijc
y

i�cj� + J

�

Si� Sj�
1

4
ninj

�

+ V ninj; (1)

wheretij = t is the hopping matrix element,ci� is the
electron annihilation operator,Si � (1=2)c

y

i����
0ci�0 and

ni � c
y

i�ci� are on-site spin and charge operators, and the
doubly-occupied sites are projected out. The canonicalt-J
model[1] can be obtained from Eq. (1) by setting the n.n. re-
pulsionV = 0, while the version of the model used in pre-
vious high-temperature series studies[9, 10, 11, 13] can be
obtained by settingV = J=4. All results presented in this
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FIG. 2: Superconducting (d-wave) susceptibility�d�SC for t= J=2

with V = 0 (dashes) andV = J=4 (dot-dash) from the HTS to1=T 9

(diagrams withN E � 10). Shading as in Fig. 1. Pairing fluctuations
are strong atV = 0, but are strongly suppressed already atV = J=4.
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FIG. 3: Same as Fig. 2 fort = 2J. Pairing fluctuations are weak
already atV = 0 (dashes), and decrease further with introduction of
weak n.n. repulsion (dot-dash).
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FIG. 4: Staggered-flux susceptibility�d�D W for t = 2J, at V =

0 (dashes) andV = J=4 (dot-dash) obtained from HTS to1=T 9

(N E � 10). Shading as in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 5: Temperature dependence of the nematic susceptibility �N for
t= 2J andV = 0 (dashes) andV = J=4 (dot-dash) obtained from
HTS to1=T 9 (N E � 10). Shading as in Fig. 1. The n.n. repulsion
termV has virtually no effect on�N .

paper refer to these two values ofV .
The susceptibilities (per unit site)� can be expressed via

the second derivatives of the free energy with respect to ap-
propriately chosen perturbing parameters, or as the irreducible
thermodynamic correlation functions of (properly projected)
operatorsO ,

�O �
1

N
T�

Z �

0

d�




e
H �

O e
�H �

O
y
��

�
; � � 1=T: (2)

We take the staggered magnetizationO A F =
P

r
eiQ �rSzr ,

Q � (�;�), for AF ordering, the anisotropic part of
the kinetic energyO N =

P

r

�

c
y

r+ x̂ �
cr� � c

y

r+ ŷ �
cr� +

h:c:
�

=2 for nematic ordering, the staggered orbital currents

O d�D W = i
P

r
eiQ �r

�

c
y

r+ ŷ �
cr� � c

y

r+ x̂ �
cr� � h:c:

�

=2 for
d-DW ordering[16], and the isotropic (anisotropic) part of
the uniform pairingO SC =

P

r
(� r;r+ x̂ � � r;r+ ŷ)=2 for

s-SC (d-SC) ordering, where the pair annihilation operator
� ij � ci"cj# + cj"ci#. Respectively, the first coefficients

of the corresponding series are�(1)
A F

= �(1 � x)=4, �(1)
N

=

�
(1)

d�D W
= �x(1� x), and�(1)

d�SC
= �

(1)

s�SC = �x2.
The definition of susceptibilities in terms of the derivatives

of the free energy offers a convenient way for constructing the
cluster expansion[8]. For each inequivalent lattice placement
C of a given diagram (connected graph) withnE edges, the
relevant traces (grouped by the number of particles) are com-
puted using block-diagonal matrices of the cluster Hamilto-
nian and the operatorO . The traces are combined to produce
the coefficients of the inverse-temperature expansion of the
cluster susceptibility�O (�;y;C)and the thermodynamic po-
tential
(�;y;C)dependent on the variabley = z=(1+ 2z)re-
lated to fugacityz = e�� . After the subcluster subtraction we
obtain the irreducible weights of the cluster [whose expansion
starts withO (�nE �1 )or higher power of�]. Then, combining
the cluster weights for diagrams with up toN E edges, we gen-
erate the series exact in the thermodynamic limit to� �N E �1

(�N E + 1 for AF order since the operatorO A F is defined on the
vertices). As the last step, we perform the Legendre transfor-
mation to obtain the series for the free energyF (x;�), and
reexpress[10](b) the obtained series for� in terms of the av-
erage hole densityx = 1+ (@
=@�)T .

All obtained series for�, 
 , andF were carefully com-
pared with series computed analytically to�3, and also with
series to�5 obtained by a direct differentiation of the free
energy expression generated with an independently-written
Mathematica[17] program. Among other consistency checks,
we verified the cancellation of low-order terms in the irre-
ducible weights. We have also compared the obtained free
energy and related specific heat series with those for thet-J
model withV = 1=4 from Refs. 9, 11, and also the specific
heat series atx = 0 with the corresponding series for the
Heisenberg model[18].

A standard way of extrapolating a power series in� is to
construct a ratio of polynomialspn(�)=qm (�)with match-
ing expansion in powers of�, referred to as an(n;m )Padé
approximant. However, when only a few first terms of the
series are known, and without a detailed knowledge of the
structure of the singularities of the function, the procedure is
plagued by spurious divergences. Indeed, the coefficients of
the power series are only weakly modified if the numerator
and the denominator of the fraction have close roots. The ac-
curacy of the extrapolation would not be affected by cancel-
lation of such factors, which amounts to using smallern and
m . Furthermore, it is not generally clear whether a series in�

would give better extrapolation than a series in a related vari-
able ~� = f(�). As a result, it has become standard practice
to average[9] over a large number of “non-defective” Padé ap-
proximants generated for a family of functionsf(�;�0)with
different�0, and use the corresponding dispersion to estimate
the errors. A specific difficulty of extrapolating the seriesfor
susceptibilities [compared to non-singular quantities such as
n(k)] is that interesting susceptibilities can actually diverge
at a critical temperature. Additionally, the peaks in� develop
at relatively large spatial scale, meaning that they becomepro-
nounced only at sufficiently high orders.

To generate the curves in Figs. 1–5, for each�(�)at a given
set of parameters we constructed a large number of Padé ap-
proximants (alln, m with n + m � (n + m )m ax � 4) for
both the original series and a number of series in terms of the
Euler-transformed variable[19]

~� = �=(�0 + �); (3)

using0:3 � �0 � 10. We then eliminated as “defective”
the approximants with positive real roots in denominators and
numerators [susceptibilities are nonnegative, see Eq. (2), and
we do not expect an actual phase transition with a divergent�

at such high temperatures], as well as the approximants with
close numerator-denominator complex root pairs, and calcu-
lated the averages and the corresponding rms deviations for
different temperaturesT = 1=�.

As an independent method of analysis, we have also looked
at the behavior of the untransformed and most closely bal-
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anced (m close ton) Padé approximants with evenm . When
they are non-defective, these “best” approximants produce
curves that look qualitatively similar to the average, and lie
well within the shaded regions of the plots. We have also tried
a number of variations on the averaging procedure, testing on
the AF susceptibility�A F at x = 1% , where we expect a
prominent peak at low temperatures. In particular, we found
that the hyperbolic tangent transformation~� = tanh(�=�0)

which was popular in previous HTS studies[9, 11], strongly
suppresses all peaks, effectively flattening the extrapolated
functions for all susceptibilities we computed.

To summarize, our results indicate that, although in the
“unphysical” region,t <� J, thet-J model displays a sharp
increase in the pairing fluctuations as the temperature goes
down, this is no longer the case fort > J. Also, super-
conducting fluctuations are strongly suppressed by introduc-
tion of a small n.n. repulsionV . Thus we conclude that
high-temperature superconductivity is probably not a generic
feature[20] of doped AFs. Apart from�A F at very small dop-
ing, none of the studied susceptibilities display remarkably
strong fluctuations in the “physical” ranget> J as the tem-
perature goes down toT >

� J=2, but�N and�d�D W do show
a modest enhancement.

In the future, we intend to continue studying thet-J-
V model within the high-temperature series approach, for a
wider range of orders in hope of identifying the most relevant
fluctuations in the pseudogap region. We also intend to study
the interaction of order parameters, by looking at various sus-
ceptibilities in modified models where an ordering (e.g., hop-
ping anisotropy) is imposed at the Hamiltonian level. Within
this general approach, we also plan to study a range of related
models, in particular an array of coupledt-J ladders.
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K. Fabricius, and S. A. Kivelson, Phys. Rev. Lett.72, 1918
(1994); O. Zachar, S. A. Kivelson, and V. J. Emery, Phys. Rev.
B 57, 1422 (1998); S.-C. Zhang, Science275, 1089 (1997);
S. A. Kivelson, E. Fradkin, and V. J. Emery, Nature393,
550 (1998); S. Chakravarty, R. B. Laughlin, D. K. Morr, and
C. Nayak, Phys. Rev. B63, 094503 (2001); S. Chakravarty, H.-
Y. Kee, and C. Nayak, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B21, 2901 (2001).

[4] J. M. Tranquada, B. J. Sternlieb, J. D. Axe, Y. Nakamura, and
S. Uchida, Nature375, 561 (1995).

[5] For review of the status of experimental search for stripe and
nematic order in the cuprates see S. A. Kivelson, E. Fradkin,
V. Oganesyan, I. P. Bindloss, J. M. Tranquada, A. Kapitul-
nik, and C. Howald,How to detect fluctuating order in the

high-temperature superconductors, cond-mat/0210683 [unpub-
lished].

[6] H. A. Mook, P. Dai, and F. Dogan, Phys. Rev. B64, 012502
(2001); H. A. Mook, P. Dai, S. M. Hayden, A. Hiess, J. W.
Lynn, S.-H. Lee, and F. Dogan, ibid.,66, 144513 (2002).

[7] Y. Ando, K. Segawa, S. Komiya, and A. N. Lavrov, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 88, 137005 (2002).

[8] C. Domb and M. S. Green, eds.,Phase transitions and critical

phenomena, vol. 3 (Academic, London, 1974); J. G. A. Baker,
Quantitative theory of critical phenomena (Academic, San
Diego, 1990).

[9] R. R. P. Singh and R. L. Glenister, Phys. Rev. B46, 11871
(1992);46, 14313 (1992).

[10] K. Kubo and M. Tada, Progr. Theor. Phys. (Japan)69, 1345
(1983);71, 479 (1984).

[11] W. O. Putikka, M. U. Luchini, and T. M. Rice, Phys. Rev. Lett.
68, 538 (1992); R. Hlubina, W. O. Putikka, T. M. Rice, and
D. V. Khveshchenko, Phys. Rev. B46, 11224 (1992).

[12] D. F. B. ten Haaf, P. W. Brouwer, P. J. H. Denteneer, and J.M. J.
van Leeuwen, Phys. Rev. B51, 353 (1995).

[13] W. O. Putikka, M. U. Luchini, and R. R. P. Singh, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 81, 2966 (1998); W. O. Putikka and M. U. Luchini, Phys.
Rev. B62, 1684 (2000).

[14] Note that�A F was previously computed to the same order in
Ref. 9(a) and in A. Sokol, R. L. Glenister, and R. R. P. Singh,
Phys. Rev. Lett.72, 1549 (1994).

[15] See additional plots at URLhttp://faculty.ucr.edu/

˜ leonid/hts-all.pdf . The calculated series are avail-
able from the authors upon request.

[16] The gauge-invariantd-DW susceptibility defined as the second
derivative of the free energy with respect to staggered fluxes
has a qualitatively similar behavior forx >

� 11% (where it is
positive).

[17] S. Wolfram,Mathematica, Wolfram Research, Inc, Champaign,
IL (2001).

[18] J. Oitmaa and E. Bornilla, Phys. Rev. B53, 14228 (1996).
[19] M. Troyer and M. Körner (2003), private communication.
[20] We believe that the increase of�d�SC with decreasingT found

by S. R. White, D. J. Scalapino, R. L. Sugar, N. E. Bickers, and
R. T. Scalettar, Phys. Rev. B39, 839 (1989) for the Hubbard
model withU = 4tis not in conflict with our strong-coupling
results.

mailto:leonid@landau.ucr.edu
http://faculty.ucr.edu/~leonid/hts-all.pdf

