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A twobody problem on the square lattice is analyzed. T he interaction potential consists of strong
on-site repulsion and nearest-neighbor attraction. T he exact pairing conditions are derived for s
p— and d-sym m etric bound states. The pairing conditions are strong functions of the total pair
mom entum K . It is found that the stability of pairs increases w ith K . At weak attraction, the pairs
donot form atthe -pointbut stabilize at latticem om enta close to the B rillouin zoneboundary. T he
phase boundaries In them om entum space, which separate stable and unstabl pairs are calculated.
It is found that the pairs are fom ed easier along the ( ;0) direction than along the ( ; ) direction.
Thism ight lead to the appearance of \hot pairing spots" on the K x and K, axes.

PACS numbers: 03.65Ge, 71.10L1

I. INTRODUCTION

T he short coherence length observed in high-tem pera—
ture superconductors has stim ulated theoretical research
on realspace pairing on the lattice. Strong electron-—
phonon and electron-electron interactions coupled w ith
week screening and reduced din ensionality lead to for-
m ation ofpreform ed bound pairsthat B ose-condense and
om a super uid state? . The two hnteracting particles
on a lattice constitute a class of exactly solvable quan-—
tum m echanicalproblem s. A num ber of physical charac—
teristics can be obtained in closed analytical form s: the
pairing threshold, binding energy, wave fuinction, e ec—
tive radius, and others. It is essential that the reduc—
tion ofthe two-body Schrodinger equation to a onebody
Schrodinger equation occurs di erently than In a contin—
uous space. T he underlying lattice introduces a preferred
reference fram e, w hich results in non-trivialdependencies
of the physical quantities on the total lJattice m om entum
of the pairK .

In the present work we show that bound states on a
lattice becom e m ore stabl at large K . T his property is
opposite to the Cooper pairs In a BC S superconductor.
The e ect isbest seen through the K -dependence of the
threshold value of the attractive potential. In two di-
m ensions, the threshold is always zero if the potential is
purely attractive. Therefore, i is essential to consider
m ixed repulsiveattractive potentials. (Such potentials
are also m ore realistic.) A natural choice is the Hub-
bard on-site repulsion U com bined w ith an attraction V
acting on one or m ore layers of nearest neighbors. The
latter m m ics the overscreened Coulomb interaction re—
suled from electron-phonon interactionsw ith distant lat-
tice iong?d.

G eneral properties of the twobody states on a lattice
were reviewed by M attj&'&. Lin gave the 1rst solution
or the s-symm etric singlket ground state in the U v
mode¥. I fact, that solution was presented as the low -
density lin it ofthet J m odel. Petukhov, G alan, and
Verges extended the solution to the p-symm etric triplet
and d-symm etric singlet pairs, again in the fram ework
ofthet J model. Komilovitch found pairing thresh-

olds for a fam ily of U V models, in whidy attrac-
tion extended beyond the rst nearest neighbors® . Basu,
G ooding, and Leung stydied pairing in a U V model
w ith anisotropichopping?. Two-body problem swere also
solved for sgueralm odels w th m ultiband singleparticle
spectraldias

P revious studieswerem ostly con ned to the -pointof
the pair B rillouin zone. Reference fj.] does contain som e
resuls forthe diagonaland the boundary ofthe B rillouin
zone.) In thiswork we focus on the K -dependence ofthe
pairs properties. W e fom ulate and solve the pair stabil-
ity problem in its general form . W e de ne the pairing
surface nside the B rillouin zone, w hich separates the re—
gions ofpair stability from the regions ofpair nstability.
W e also show that, in general, the shape of the pairing
surface is di erent from the shape of the singleparticle
Fem isurface. The di erence leads to the appearance of
pairing \hot spots", which are regions in the B rillouin
zone w here real space pairing takes place w hile being en—
ergetically unfavorable elsew here.

IT. THE TW O-PARTICLE SCHROD INGER
EQUATION

In thispaperwe consider the simplestU  V m odelon
the square lattice, the one that inclides attraction be—
tween the rstnearest neighborsonly. Form ore com plex
attractive potentials, see Ref. t_é]. The m odel H am iltto—
nian reads

X X X
H= t d & +U Npehpe  V

nm n nm

Np np: 1)

Herem = n + 1denotes a lattice site that is a near—
est neighborton,n, = ¢ & ,andn, = npn + Npy.
The rest of notation is standard. W e allow one spin-—
up ferm ion and one soin-down ferm ion In the system .
It is convenient to not to x the pem utation symm e—
try of the coordinate wave function from outset. In this
way, the sihglet and triplet solutions will be obtained
sin ultaneously. The systam is fully described by the
tightbinding am plitude (@ 1;n,) or, equivalently, by its
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Fourier transform (k ;;k,). Fourer ttansﬁ;m ation of
the Schrodinger equation w ith H am itonian @') yields an
equation for

X
E "ki) ")l ki17k2)=10U @iki+ ke q)
X X 4
v eiil @ki1+ ke qét @)
1 q
where 1= ( 1;0); (0; 1) are the four nearest-neighbor

vectors of the square lattice, E is com bined en-—
ergy of the particlkes, and " k) = t ,exp( ikl =

2t (cosk, + cosk,) is the free singleparticle spectrum .
The integral equation @) is solved by introducing ve
functions K ) that depend only on the totallatticem o-

mentum K = k; + kjy:
X
©0;0) ®) @ik1+ ko Q) 3)
q
X N
1K) @ik + ks q@éth @

q

T he wave function is then expressed as follow s:

P
U oo®) V
E ")

1K e Hat

"(}Q)

k1;ko) = )

Substituting this solution back into the de nitions (d
and (4 one obtains a system of linear equations for
©0)r  @1;00r (1,007 71 and ;1) . The de-

term inant of that system de nes energy E as a function
ofK :

1
Lo 5 L ax La L g, Lg
Lg Lo+ L2qx1 Lo qy, Larg
L g, L2, Lot g L g, a Lguo+qg = 0;
qu L dx+ gy quJrqy L0+ v Lqul
Lag, Lagway Laag, Lo2q, Lot g
(6)
w here
X i
L,=L,E;K) )
P p ’ E "(q) "(K q)

q

T he eigenvector of the above system , upon substitution
n Eq.(_ﬂ), de nes the pair wave function up to a nom al-
ization constant.

The derived form ulae illistrate the general structure
of twobody lattice solutions. The spectrum equation
is a detem nant, with the dim ension equal to the to—
tal num ber of sites w thin the interaction range. In the
present m odel this num ber is ve, one for the Hubbard
term and four for the nearest-neighbor attraction. An
elgenvector of the corresponding m atrix determm ines the
tw o-particle w ave function. Them atrix elem entsarem o—
mentum integrals of the ratio oftwo energy polynom ials
P,2 ; B)=P,2 ), wheren isthe number of oneparticle

energy bands. On the square lattice n = 1, hence the
sim ple form ofthe integralsL . T he copper-oxygen plane
isamore complx caseswith n = 3. The oortespondmg
two-body lattice problem was solved in Ref. fl]:

Analytical investigation of the spectrum and wave
function m ay be di cult, especially In casesw hen m atrix
elem ents are not calculable in closed form s. T he pairing
threshold iseasier to nd because the determ nant needs
to be analyzed only at one special energy point. At the
sam e tim e, the threshold is a convenient and sensitive in—
dicator of pair stability. T he binding condition ofm odel
(.'!.') w il be the prim e focus of the rest of this paper.

T he spectrum egquation @) depends on three param e~
ters: the interaction potentials U and V, and the total
lattice m om entum K ofthe pair. A binding condition is
de ned as a functional relation between U, V, and K ,
when the energy of a bound state becom es equal to the
lowest energy of two free particles w ith the sam e com —
binedmomentum K .At xed K ,them ninum energy is
realized when both particles have equalm om enta K =2.
This is because the kinetic energy of relative m otion is
zero. This statem ent can also be derived rigorously by
m Inin izing a sum of two sihgle-particke energies. The
minimum energy is given by

K y
4tcos—: @8)

Kx
4dtcos—
2 2

K
EoK)=2" — =

Thus realspace bound states are form ed by particles
m oving parallel to each other. T his should be com pared
w ith the C ooper pairs, which are form ed by quasiparti-
cles w ith opposite m om enta.

In agihe a bound state wih energy E K ) just below
EoK),and etE K)! EgK ). The spectrum equation
then de nes a relationship between U,V , and K , which
is the pairing condition of interest. Before attem pting
general solution lt us consider the -point. At K =
(0;0) the solution acquires additional sym m etry, which
sin pli es analysis of the spectrum equation. It follow s

from de nitions érj) that Lg, = L g, = Lg, = L g,/
L2g. = L 2q, = L2q, = L 2q,sand Lg+q, = Lg, g, =
L g,+q =L q, q, - Next, ntroduced a new basis:

(0;0) 7

1

s = 3 [ ot (ot ont ©nl
1

Pt T g [ ao (100 T ©; 1) i
1

P T 3 [ wo ( 1;0) ot ol
1

a= 7 [ ot (10 ©0:1) ©0; 1 1: )

T he new basis functions are eigen-fiinctions of the sym -
m etry operators of the square lattice. States of di er-
ent symm etries separate and m atrix ('_6) becom es block—
diagonal. W e consider the blocks separately.

ssymmetry. The 2 2 block that m ixes o and ¢



has the fom
Lgoo Ul oLgs 1 ° =0 (10)
Lo Lt v s
w here
R
Xq
Ly = %); a1)
Lo, = X 2oosq<E(oosZD;-(;)oosqy);
q
and L), = 4L%,. Substiution E = E; = 8t kadsto

logarithm ic divergence of all ntegrals L°. In orderto cir-
cum vent this di culy, add and subtract L J,, 4LJ,, and
419, from L), LY., and LY,, respectively. The di er-
ences converge in the limt E ! 8t: LYy Iy = a4/
LY, 4Ly, = &=,and LY, 4L, = 5. Upon expansion
ofthe 2 2 determ inant the (I3,)? tem s cancel whike
the rest yields

uv
V+ 2t+ — = 0:

(2tU 8tv
8t

uv) 3% (12)

T he equation is satis ed when the coe cient at the di-
vergent L], is zero. This,pesults in the binding condition
r the s—sym m etric paif? :

2Ut

V> Vg= ——:
U + 8t

13)
In the weak coupling lim i U;V t, the threshold re—
duces to Vg = %U . The factor 4 here is the num ber of
nearest neighbors: the on-site repulsion needs to be 4
tin es stronger to balance the attraction acting on 4 sites
at once. In the Iim it of In nite Hubbard repulsion, the
attraction threshod Vo U ! 1 )= 2tis nite. Lin ited
In uence ofan In nite repulsive potential is explained by
vanishing of the wave function at r; = r,. W ithout the
repulsion, the attractive threshold goes to zero, as ex-—
pected In two din ensions. T hus the Hubbard term raises
Vs from zero to 2t.
psymmetry. Two 1 1 blocks describe two-particle
states with p orbital symm etry. Their energy is deter—
m ined by the equation
X 2
2 sin” g N

2sma 1, (14)
E 2"@) V

q

Unlke the s—sym m etry case the integralconvergesatE =
8t. Integration results in the binding condition for p-
sym m etric pairg®:
2
V>V, = —2t= 550t: 15)

N otice that neither the spectrum nor the binding condi-
tion depends on the Hubbard potentialU .
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FIG.1l: Phase diagram of the two-particle m odel (:1:) at
K = (0;0). No bound states exist below the low_e_st sg]_jd
curve, T he phase boundaries are described by Egs. {13), @3),
and (7). The dashed line indicates the lim it value of the
s—state threshold Vs = 2t for an in niely strong Hubbard
potential.

dsymmetry. Thelastl 1Dblock describestwo-particle
states w ith d orbital sym m etry. T he spectrum equation
is

X 2cosg (cos cos 1
% (054 Dy Io0 ae
E 2"@Q) v
q
A gain, the integralconvergesin the lim £ E =  8t,which
Jeads to the binding condition:
2
V > Vg = 4—t: 732t @7)

A s with p-symm etric pairs, the binding condition does
not depend on U . This is because the wave functions of
the p and d states are identically zero at r; = r,. The
contact potential is not felt even at snallV .

F jgu]:e-'}' show sthe \phase diagram " ofthe tw o-particle
system at the -point.

IIT. THE GENERALBINDING CONDITION

Letusretum to the full spectrum equation @) and nd
the binding condition at an arbitrary pairm om entum K .
F irst, using the explicit form of " (g) and shifting g by



K =2 the integrals L, are transformm ed as follow s:

X 1
Ly = Moo
0 g E + acosg + boosg 007
X
K cos (K x
Lg = ez % e M 107
g E + aocosg, + boosg,
X
i cos2 )
Lag = €°* & "M 505
E + aocosg, + boosg,
(ExtKy X COSg, COSQ,
qu+qy = e 2
E + aocosqg, + boosg,
Kx+Ky
€z Mii; 18)

and so on, where

a 4tcos Kyx=2) 0
b 4tcos Ky=2) 0: 19)

T he subscripts ofM ,, referto the frequencies of cosngy
and cosm g, in the num erator of the integrand. Upon
substitution E ! Eg®) allM ,, diverge logarithm i-
cally. Sin ilarly to the -point case, a divergent M (g is
subtracted and added to each M ,, . The di erences con—
verge. A straightforward calculation yields:

O n the next step, the determ inant (:9') isexpanded resul—
ing In a lengthy expression, which is In generala fth-
order polynom ial in M ¢g. However, the coe cients at

the second through fth powers cancel identically. T he
spectrum equation reduces to A Mo+ B = 0, where
A and B are som e com plicated functions ofM ,, . B is
given below asthe lhs. ofEq. {_2-14') .] Cancellation ofthe
high-orderpow ers of logarithm ically diveygentterm swas
observed in othertw o-din ensionalm odel?2423 | It seem s
to be a general property of the pairing problem n two
din ensions, although no rigorous proof is given here. In
the present m odel, the divergence ofM g9 InpliesA = 0.
A fter lengthy transform ations and factorizations the last
condition can be w ritten as follow s:

r
M M M 2 i a
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10 10 00 2 =7 b
r
M M M 2 i b
= — arcsin ;
01 01 00 b at b
r r—-
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M1 M3 Moo= Pp=: (20)
ab
|
f1l VMzog' f1 Mozg
fUV? M Mi10)Moz Mo1) 4M11 M1y M)
+UV M Mio)+ Moz Mo) +VZ 81 2M 0+ Mgp) +U 4V = O: (21)

T his is the general binding condition sought. It repre-
sents the m ain analytical resul of the paper. The rst
two factors correspond to the two p-symm etric triplet
pairs. This is best seen at the diagonal of the Bril
Iouin zone Ky = Ky, which inpliesa = b. This yields
Moz =My = ( 2)=@2 toos Kx=2)), and the binding

conditions becom e

2
V>V, Ky=Ky) = —Ztoos(Kx=2)

= 550tcos K x=2): 22)

AtK 4 = 0, the last equation reducesto Eg. @5) . Hence,
it is denti ed w ith the p-states.

E quation C_Zg) is a particular exam ple of the general

e ect: the enhanced stability of bound states at large



lattice m om enta. Indeed, the pairing threshold decreases
wih K, and vanishes com pltely in the comer of the
Brillouin zone. At any V < 5:50t, there exists a pair-
ing surface In the B rillouin zone, which separates stable
and unstable bound statesw ith p orbital sym m etry. The
concrete form ofthe pairing surface can be found num er-
ically. _

Next, consider the last factor in Eq. £1), which de-
scribes the s—and d-sym m etric pairs. T he binding condi-
tion does not factorize at arbitrary K . H ow ever, factor-
ization occurs at the diagonalofthe B rillouin zone w here
Mo, =M andM o3 = M 19 = Btoos K x=2)]"*

s : UV Mo+ 2M1; M)+ U
d: VMz2p Mi)+l=0:

4V = 0;
23)

Substitution of the integrals from Eq. £0) results in the
follow ing binding conditions for the s and d states:

2U tcos K x=2)

V>VsKy=Ky)= ; 24
s & v) U + 8tcos K x=2) @4)
2
V>VdCKX=Ky)= 4—tCOSCKx=2)
= 732tcos K x=2): ©@5)

C om paring the binding conditions on the B rillouin zone
diagonalw ith the -point, one cbservesthat in both cases
the hopping Integralt is replaced w ith tcos K x=2). The
s binding condition approaches 2tcos K y=2) In the lim i
of n nie U. The d binding condition does not depend
on U atall. Again, the stability ofbound states increases
w ith the pairm om entum .

At an arbitrary pair m om entum , the pairing surface
can be found num erically by solving the transcendental
equation @-]_.:) . Fjgure:g show s the pairing surfaces for
V =15tand U = 50t. If0< V < 2Ut=(U + 8t), there
are four pairing surfaces corresoonding to the s, two p,
and d pairs. AtV = 2Ut=U + 8t), the s pairing sur-
face shrinks to a point indicating that the s-sym m etrical
bound pair is the ground state of the system at any m o—
mentum K .Sin ilarly, there are two p and one d pairing
surfacesat 2Ut=U + 8t) < V < 550t, only one d pairing
surface at 550t < V < 732t, and no surfaces at all at
vV > 732t.

Let us discuss the evolution of pairing surfaces w ith
V in m ore detail. Fjgurerg show s the evolution of the s
surface at U = 50t. At amnallV , the pairing surface ap—
proaches the boundardes of the B rillouin zone. Form ost
K , the strong repulsion overcom es the weak attraction
and the ground state consists of two unbound particles.
But in the very vicinity of the B rillouin zone boundary
the scattering phase space shrinks, allow ing form ation of
a bound state wih a binding energy V. The pair sta—
bility region exists for any nite V, however sm all. The
pairing surface never crosses the boundary of the B ril-
Jouin zone. (T he latter fact was noticed in Ref. Ej].) As
V Increases the stability region expands. The pairing
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FIG.2: Pairing surfaces orU = 50tand V = 1:5t. Bound

pairs are stable outside the respective surfaces. At these pa—
ram eters both p and d surfaces tem inate at the Brillouin
zone boundaries: p at ( 046 ; yand ( ; 046 );dat
( 041 ; yand ( ; 041 ). Thep and d surfaces actu—
ally cross.

surface shrinks while assum ing a circular shape. F inally,
atV = 2Ut=(U + 8t) i collapsesto the -point.

Figure :fi show s the V-evolution of one of the p-states
pairing surfaces. At anallV the surface temm inates at
som e points along the K, = boundaries. The Ky
coordinate of the end points is given by the condition
2tcos K x=2) = V. There are no end points along the
Ky = boundaries. AtV = 2t, the two pairs of
end points m erge at (0; ) resulting in an elliptically
shaped critical surface. A sV Increases further, the crit-
ical surface shrinks to the origin whilk retaining the el
1ggiptjc shape. The ratio of the two axes of the ellipse is

3 8)=(4 ) = 129. The pairing surface for the
second p-sym m etric bound state is obtained by rotating
thepbtsofFig.d by  =2.

The d-state pairing surface is symm etric under the
Ky $ K, exchange, as evident from FJg:_Z T here
are Pur pairs of end points wih the non-trivial m o-
m entum ocoordinate determ ined by the condition 2t U
2V)cos K xy=2) = UV .AtV = 2Ut=(U + 4t), the end
points merge at (O; ) and ( ;0). At larger V the
pairing surface assum es the circular shape sim ilar to the
s-surface shown in Fig.d. The d-surface shrinks to the
origh atV = 732t.

v . D ISCUSSION

In continuous space the intemal (pbinding) energy ofa
com posite non-relativistic particle is independent of its
m om entum , and the e ective m ass is Independent of the
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FIG. 3: The pairing surfaces of the s-symm etrical bound

state orU = 50tand severalV , obtained by solving Eq. @1).
G oing from outside inward, the plots correspond toV = 02¢t,
05t,1:0t, 1:3t, 15, 16t, and 1:7t. The surface shrinks to
theorigin atV = 2Ut=@U + 8t) = 1:724t. T he pairing surface
never crosses the boundaries of the B rillouin zone.
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FIG.4: The pairing surface of one of the two p-sym m etric
bound states for U = 50t. Going from outside inward,
the lines correspond to V. = 1:0t, 2:0t, 3:0t, 40¢t, 50¢,
and 54t. The four end points of the V. = 10t plt are
indicated by sem icircles. W hen V. ! 550t, the surface
shr:n]ijs to the origin but rem ains elliptic w ith the eccentricity
e= 2 ( 3)=@3 8) = 0:63. The second fam ily of the p
pairing surfaces is obtained by rotating the plots by =2.
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FIG .5: The pairing surface com pared w ith a single particle
Fem isurface. The thin solid line is the Ferm isurface de ned
by the condiion " (kg ) = 2:dt. The thick solid line is the
sam e Ferm i surface m ultiplied by 2. T he dashed line is the s—
sym m etric pairing surface forU = 50tand V = 0:8t. N otice
the \binding hot spots" along the x and y axes where the
double Fem isurface extends beyond the pairing surface.

internal energy. In contrast, on a lattice the totalm ass
increases w ith the intemalbinding energy® . In this pa—
per, we established another unusual property of lattice
pairs: the stability of a bound state increases with is
m om entum . A lthough the total pair energy grow s w ith
them om entum , the corresponding energy oftw o free par-
ticles grow s faster. As a result, at the Brillouin zone
boundary the energy ofthe bound state alw ays liessbelow

the continuum of single-particle states. At the boundary,
the periodicity ofthe pairw ave finction is com m ensurate
w ith the lattice. T he particles could choose to coherently
\see" only one com ponent of the potential. At the sam e
tin e, the kinetic energy of the relative m otion is sup-—
pressed because of shrinking ofthe phase space available
for mutual scattering. Thus as long as the interaction
potential has at least one attractive region the particles
w illbind.

In two dim ensions the e ect is som ewhat hidden by
the fact that an arbitrary weak attractive potentialbinds
particles even at the -ponnt. AsK increases no quali-
tative changes happen and the pair rem ains stable. The
situation isdi erent when the potentialhas strong repul-
sive pieces. At the -point the repulsion overcom es the
attraction resulting in a non-bound ground state. But at
the Brilloiun zone boundary the ground state is always
bound. By continuiy, a pairing surface m ust exist that
separates stable from unstable bound states. T he shape
and size ofthe pairing surface is a sensitive characteristic
ofthe potential. E xam ples of such surfaceswere given In
the previous section.



Im agine now a nite density of ferm ions. As lling
Increases, particles wih large m om enta becom e avaik-
ablk. At some 1ling, the doubk Fem i surface crosses
the pairing surface. (T he singleparticle Femm i surface
should bem ultiplied by a factorof2 foradequate com par-
ison.) In generalthe two surfaces have di erent shapes.
T herefore crossing begins at som e \hot" segm ents of the
Fem i surface. The phenom enon is ilustrated In Fig—
ure 5. The pairing surface orU = 50t and V. = 08t
is com pared w ith the doubl Femm i surface correspond—
hgtoaFemienergy 2:1t ( lling= 0.35 partickes per
unit cell). Notice how the pairing surface is elongated
along the diagonals of the B rillouin zone w hile the Fem i
surface is elongated along the K, and K, axes. The
overlay of the surfaces creates four regions near ( ;0),
©; ) where pairing correlations are enhanced. Un-
der such conditions a particle with a m om entum close
to ( =2;0) or (0; =2) can pick up a second particlke
w ith the sam em om entum and form a bound state. Such
a pairing m echanisn is in contrast w ith the C ooper pair-
ng. Obviously, the presence of lled statesm odi es the
low —energy scattering dynam ics of the pair. Analysis of

the m any-body m odel @:) near a paring instability is a
di cul problem, which warrants a separate investiga—
tion. An interesting question is w hether the \U -negative
V " m odel possesses a state where bound pairs w ith non-
zero mom enta \ oat" atop a fermm ion sea. Apart from
academ ic interest, such a state m ay be of interest for the
pseudogap phenom enon in high-tem perature supercon-—
ductors. Forthe latter see, eg., Ref. f_lg:].) O ne possble
approach to the problem would be the scattering m atrix
approxin ation, which has hesn successfully applied to
the negative H ubbard m ode®413.

In conclusion, we have considered a tw o-particle lattice
problem with on-site repulsion and nearest-neighbor at-
traction. T he stability ofthe bound states increasesw ith
the pair'stotalm om entum , which isa consequence ofthe
lattice discreteness. T he e ect is conveniently described
In term s ofthe pairing surface that separates stable from
unstable pairs. Exact pairing surfaces or s— p~ and d-
sym m etric bound states have been found and analyzed.
At nite 1ings, the appearance of \hot pairing spots" is
possble, caused by the di erence In shapes between the
pairing and Fem isurfaces.
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APPENDIX A: BOUND STATES IN ONE
DIM ENSION

In this appendix we present, for reference, the two—
body solution ofm odel @') is one din ension. T he spec—
trum equation isa 3 3 detem inant

Lo 7 Lg Lg
Lq Lo+ T qul = 0; @Al
L q L 2q Lo+ v
where
X e
Lp= LpCE;K) B "(q) "CK q;) (AZ)

and "k) = 2tcosk. The m atrix elem ents are readily
calculated. E xpansion ofthe determm inant then yieldstwo
solutions.

Positive spatial parity (singkt bound state). The sin—
gkt energy E 5 < 0 is detem Ined from the equation

p
EZ2 1l6foos K=2)+1U

S

p
EZ 16fcos K=2) Eg

2V U E)=0: @3)

T he bound state stabilizes at

2U tcosK =2)

_ 4
U + 4tcosK =2) @)
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Negative sgpatial parity (tripkt bound state). The The triplt is stable when V > 2tcosK =2). N otice that
triplet energy is given by ntheU ! 1 Imi, Eg= E¢.

4
E.= V 7oos2 K =2): @5)



