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W einvestigatetheinterplay ofphononsand correlationsin superconducting pairing by introducing

a m odel Ham iltonian with on-site repulsion and couplings to severalvibration branches having

the Cu-O plane of the cuprates as a paradigm . W e express the electron-phonon coupling (EP)

through two force constants for O -Cu and O -O bond stretchings. W ithout phonons,this reduces

to the Hubbard M odel,and allows purely electronic W = 0 pairing. A W = 0 pair is a two-body

singlet eigenstate ofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian,with no double occupancy,which getsbound from

interactions with background particles. Indeed,this m echanism produces a K ohn-Luttinger-like

pairing from the Hubbard repulsion,provided that its sym m etry is not severely distorted. From

the m any-body theory,a canonicaltransform ation extracts the e�ective two-body problem ,which

lends itself to num ericalanalysis in case studies. As a test, we use as a prototype system the

CuO 4 cluster. W e show analytically that at weak EP coupling the additive contributions ofthe

half-breathing m odesreinforce the electronic pairing.Atinterm ediate and strong EP coupling and

U � t,the m odelbehavesin a com plex and intriguing way.

73.22.-f Electronic structure of nanoscale m aterials: clusters, nanoparticles, nanotubes, and

nanocrystals

74.20.M n Nonconventionalm echanism s

71.27.+ a Strongly correlated electron system s;heavy ferm ions

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

W hile the Fr�ohlich m echanism ofconventionalsupercon-

ductivity is driven by phonon exchange,the pairing m echa-

nism in highly correlated, narrow-band system s could have

a predom inantly electronic origin [1]and the Cu-O plane of

cuprates is the m ost discussed exam ple. Although this re-

m ains a very controversialissue,m ost authors probably ac-

cept at least the conceptual im portance of a lattice coun-

terpartoftheK ohn-Luttingeridea [2]thatattractiveinterac-

tionsresultfrom m ererepulsion.TheRenorm alization G roup

approach [3]to the Hubbard M odelshowsthatsuch a super-

conducting instability in thedx2�y 2 channelisdom inantnear

half�lling,con�rm ing the results obtained with the FLEX

approxim ation [4].O ne de�nition ofpairing is ~� < 0,where

~�(N + 2)= E (N + 2)+ E (N )� 2E (N + 1); (1)

and E (N ) is the ground state energy ofthe system with N

ferm ions; this criterion is suitable for �nite cluster calcula-

tions by exact diagonalization m ethods. ~� < 0 was indeed

observed in particular Hubbard clusters [5][6],but in m any

other exam ples with on-site repulsion on every site a large
~� > 0 wasfound [7][8].The W = 0 theory [9][10][11]gives

a system aticm ethod forproducing and analizing exam plesof

singletpairing by repulsiveinteractions;italso allowsvalidat-

ing j~�jasthe pairing binding energy. In thisfram ework the

non abelian sym m etry group oftheunderlying graph and the

resultingdegeneracy iscrucialforthepairingm echanism .The

�llingsand the sym m etry channelswhere the W = 0 pairing

can occuraredeterm ined in fullgenerality by theW = 0 the-

orem [12];these sym m etries achieve the sam e result as high

angularm om entum and parallelspinsin the K ohn-Luttinger

[2]continuum approach.

Anyhow,a purely electronic theory m isses practically and

conceptually im portantfeaturesofthiscom plicated problem .

First, m any high-TC com pounds exhibit a quite noticeable

doping-dependentisotopee�ect[13],suggestingthatelectron-

phonon (EP) interactions are im portant and should be in-

cluded in the theory. In addition,there is experim entalevi-

dence[14]thatthehalfbreathingCu-O bond stretchingm ode

at k = (�;0);(0;�) is signi�cantly coupled with the doped

holesin thesuperconducting regim eand itscontribution m ay

berelevantforthedx2�y 2 pairing [15][16][17].A radical,yet

serious criticism ofallelectronic m echanism s was put forth

by M azum dar and coworkers [18]. They suggested that any

pairing in Hubbard clusters is ofdoubtfulphysicalinterpre-

tation due to the neglect of the lattice degrees of freedom

and theJahn-Teller(JT)e�ect.They argued thatJT distor-

sionsm ightwellcausea largerenergy gain ofthesystem with

N + 1 particles,and thatcould reversethesign of ~� obtained

at�xed nuclei;in thiscase the pairing would be justan arti-

factofthe Hubbard m odel.Thiseven led the authorsto the

conjecture thatany ~� < 0 dueto an electronic m echanism is

just a �nite size e�ect,which vanishes for large system s like

theJT e�ectdoes.Below,we shallshow thattheM azum dar

etal.argum ent[18],based on astaticJahn-Tellerapproxim a-

tion,can break down in a peculiar and nontrivialway when

m ore exible wave functions are allowed;thus,phonon pair-

ing and W = 0 pairing can be com patible,depending on the

sym m etriesofboth pairand vibration and on frequencies.

The Hubbard-Holstein m odel,where electronsare coupled

to a localEinstein phonon,is a sim ple way to include both

strong electronic correlations and EP interactions. M uch is

known about the possibility of a superconducting phase in

this m odel. Pao and Schuttler [19] applied the num erical

renorm alization group techniqueswithin the FLEX approxi-

m ation and found thatin thesquaregeom etry s-wavepairing
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is enhanced by phonons,while dx2�y 2 pairing is suppressed.

In the strong EP regim e a Lang-Firsov [20] trasform ation

m aps the Hubbard-Holstein m odelin an e�ective Ham ilto-

nian forhopping polaronswith a screened on-site interaction

~U = U �
g2

!
, where U is the Hubbard repulsion, ! is the

phonon frequency and g istheEP coupling constant.Ifover-

screening is attained, ~U < 0 becom es an e�ective attraction

and one getsbipolaronic bound states[21][22];howeveritis

stillunclear whether they can exist as itinerant band states

[23][24]. Petrov and Egam i[25]found ~� < 0 in a doped 8-

siteHubbard-Holstein ringatstrongenough EP couling,while

otherwise thenorm alrepulsion prevails.Thissituation isun-

avoidable in 1 dim ensionalrepulsive Hubbard m odel,where

no superconducting pairing exist.

In this paper we take the view that one ofthe sound ex-

perim entalfactsaboutthe CuO plane in allcupratesisthat

the geom etry perm its W = 0 pairs which avoid com pletely

the strong hole-hole repulsion. It is therefore highly plausi-

ble that such pairs are im portant ingredients ofthe theory,

provided thatthere isa way outofthe M azum daretal.[18]

argum ent. Anyhow,it is not obvious that the phonons will

reinforcetheattraction whilepreserving thesym m etry.M ore

generally,som e vibrations could be pairing and others pair-

breaking. W hen lattice e�ects are introduced in the W = 0

scenario,the situation is very di�erent from the Petrov and

Egam i [25] m odel, when, as in the conventional(Fr�ohlich)

m echanism ,phononsoverscreen the electron repulsion;what

happensifelectronic screening already leadsto pairing?

To addresstheseproblem sweusean extension oftheHub-

bard m odelin which bond stretchingsdictatethecouplingsto

the norm alm odes ofthe C 4v-sym m etric con�guration. This

isphysically m oredetailed than theHubbard-Holstein m odel,

and doesnotrestricttoon-siteEP coupligsthatwould beim -

paired by a strong Hubbard repulsion.

The plan ofthe paper is the following. After introducing

them odelHam iltonian in thenextSection,wedevoteSect.III

to a detailed derivation ofthe e�ective interactions between

holes in the W = 0 pair,which is obtained by extending a

previousHubbard M odeltreatm ent. O urcanonicaltransfor-

m ation approach is quite generalfor weak EP coupling and

corresponds to the inclusion of alldiagram s involving one-

phonon and electron-hole pair exchange due to correlations.

W e specialize in Sect.IV to the prototype CuO 4 cluster,de-

scribing electronic statesand vibration m odes. The e�ective

interaction is calculated explicitly in Sect.V. Next,we de-

velop a theory based on the Jahn-Telleroperatorin Sect.VI;

in thisway we wantto testthereliability ofthatapproxim a-

tion in m odeling thebehaviourofW = 0 pairsin thepresence

ofJahn-Telleractivem odes.Thenum ericalresultsofthefull

theory are then exposed and discussed in Sect.VII;the exact

data forrealistic vibration frequenciesdisagree from those of

Sect.VIbutare in accord with the canonicaltransform ation

approach ofSect.V.Theagreem entisexcellentatweak cou-

pling,but the analyticalapproach is qualitatively validated

also atinterm ediatecoupling.Finally Sect.VIIIisdevoted to

the conclusions.

II.M O D EL

W e start from the Hubbard m odel with on-site interac-

tion U and expand thehopping integralsti;j(ri;rj)in powers

ofthe displacem ents �i around a C 4v-sym m etric equilibrium

con�guration

ti;j(ri;rj)’ t
0
i;j(ri;rj)+

X

�

�
@tij(ri;rj)

@r�
i

�

0

�
�
i +

+
X

�

�
@tij(ri;rj)

@r�
j

�

0

�
�
j ; (2)

where � = x;y. Below, we write down the �
�
i in term s of

the norm alm odesq� �:�
�
i =

P

� �
S
�
� �(i)q� �,where � isthe

labelofan irreduciblerepresentation (irrep)ofthesym m etry

group ofthe undistorted system and � isa phonon branch.

Thus,treating the Cu atom s as �xed,for sim plicity,one

can justify an electron-lattice Ham iltonian:

H el�latt = H 0 + Vtot: (3)

Here H 0 = H
n
0 + H

e
0 isgiven by

H 0 =
X

�

�h!� ;�b
y
� ;�b� ;� +

X

i;j�

t
0
i;j(ri;rj)(c

y

i�cj� + h:c); (4)

where!� ;� arethefrequenciesofthenorm alm odeswith cre-

ation operatorb
y
� ;�,whilec

y

i� createsaferm ion ofspin � in site

i.M oreover,letM denote the O m ass,�� ;� = �� �

q
�h

2M ! � ;�
,

with �� � num bersoforderunity thatm odulate the EP cou-

pling strength.Then,Vtot = V + W reads

Vtot =
X

� ;�

�� ;�(b
y
� ;� + b� ;�)H � ;� + U

X

i

ni"ni#; (5)

the H � ;� operatorsare given by

H � ;� =
X

i;j

X

�;�

�

S
�
� �(i)

�
@tij(ri;rj)

@r�i

�

0

+ S
�
� �(j)

�
@tij(ri;rj)

@r�j

�

0

�

(c
y

i;�cj;� + h:c:): (6)

In previous work we have shown that the pure Hubbard

m odelH H = H
e
0 + W de�ned on the Cu-O plane and on

thesim plesquareaswelladm itstwo-body singleteigenstates

with nodoubleoccupancy on latticesites.W erefered tothem

asW = 0 pairs.W = 0 pairsare therefore eigenstatesofthe

kinetic energy operatorH
e
0 and ofthe Hubbard repulsion W

with vanishing eigenvalueofthelatter.Theparticlesform ing

a W = 0 pair have no direct interaction and are the m ain

candidates to achieve bound states in purely repulsive Hub-

bard m odels [26][27][28]. In order to study ifthe W = 0

can actually form bound states in the m any-body interact-

ing problem ,we developed a canonicaltransform ation ofthe

Hubbard Ham iltonian [26],which enables us to extract the

e�ective interaction between the particles form ing the pairs.

Pairing wasfound in sm allsym m etric clustersand large sys-

tem saswell.

In the next Section we wish to derive an e�ective inter-

action between the particlesin the pairsuitable forH el�latt,

by generalizing thecanonicaltransform ation approach ofRef.

[26].
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III.C A N O N IC A L T R A N SFO R M A T IO N

In this Section we assum e that the system has periodic

boundary conditionswith particle num berN ;we denote the

phonon vacuum by j0iiand thenon-interacting Ferm isphere

by j� 0(N )i. The creation operator ofa W = 0 pair is ob-

tained [12]by applying an appropriateprojection operatorto

c
y

k"
c
y

k0#
,where the labels denote Bloch states. Ifwe add a

W = 0 pairto j� 0(N )i
 j0ii,thetwo extra particles,by def-

inition,cannot interact directly (in �rst-order). Hence their

e�ective interaction com es out from virtualelectron-hole (e-

h)excitation and/orphonon exchangeand in principlecan be

attractive.Toexpand theinteracting(N + 2)-ferm ionsground

state j	 0(N + 2)i,we build a com plete setofcon�gurations

in thesubspacewith vanishing z spin com ponent,considering

the vacuum state j� 0(N )i
 j0ii and the set ofexcitations

overit.

W e start by creating W = 0 pairs of ferm ions over

j� 0(N )i
 j0ii;wedenotewith jm i
 j0iithesestates.Atweak

coupling,we m ay truncate the Hilbertspace to the sim plest

excitations,i.e.,to statesinvolving1 e-h pairor1 phonon cre-

ated overthejm i
 j0iistates.W ede�nethejm i
 jqiistates,

obtained by creating a phonon denoted by q= (�;�)overthe

jm i
 j0ii states. Finally we introduce the j�i
 j0ii states,

obtained from thejm i
 j0iistatesby creating 1 electron-hole

(e-h)pair.

The approxim ation can be system atically im proved by in-

cluding two orm oreelectron-holeand excitationsin thetrun-

cated Hilbertspace,atthe costofheaviercom putation.

W e now expand the interacting ground state in the trun-

cated Hilbertspace

j	 0(N + 2)i=
X

m

am jm i
 j0ii+

+
X

m ;q

am ;qjm i
 jqii+
X

�

a� j�i
 j0ii (7)

and setup the Schr�odingerequation

H el�latt j	 0(N + 2)i= E j	 0(N + 2)i: (8)

W enow considerthee�ectsoftheoperatorsH 0 and Vtot on

theterm sofj	 0(N + 2)i.Choosing thejm i
 j0;qii,j�i
 j0ii

statestobeeigenstatesofthenoninteractingterm H 0 wehave

H 0jm i
 j0ii= E m jm i
 j0ii; (9)

H 0jm i
 jqii= (E m + !q)jm i
 jqii; (10)

H 0j�i
 j0ii= E � j�i
 j0ii: (11)

Let us consider the action ofV and W on the sam e states,

takingin accountthatV createsorannihilatesup to1phonon

and 1 e-h pair,and W is diagonalin the phonon states and

can create ordestroy up to 2 e-h pairs.

(V + W )jm i
 j0ii=
X

m 0;q

V
q

m ;m 0jm
0
i
 jqii+

+
X

m 0

W m ;m 0jm
0
i
 j0ii+

X

�

W m ;� j�i
 j0ii (12)

(V + W )jm i
 jqii=
X

m 0

V
q

m ;m 0jm
0
i
 j0ii+

+
X

�

V
q
m ;� j�i
 j0ii+

X

m 0

W m ;m 0jm
0
i
 jqii (13)

(V + W )j�i
 j0ii=
X

m 0;q

V
q

�;m 0jm
0
i
 jqii+

+
X

� 0

W �;� 0j�
0
i
 j0ii+

X

m

W �;m jm i
 j0ii: (14)

The Schr�odingerequation yieldsthree coupled equations for

the coe�cientsa’s:

(E m � E )am +
X

m 0

am 0W m ;m 0 +
X

m 0;q

am 0;qV
q

m ;m 0 +

+
X

�

a� W m ;� = 0; (15)

(E m + !q � E )am ;q +
X

m 0

am 0;qW m ;m 0 +
X

m 0

am 0V
q

m ;m 0 +

+
X

�

a� V
q
m ;� = 0; (16)

(E � � E )a� +
X

� 0

a� 0W �;� 0 +

+
X

m

am W �;m +
X

m ;q

am ;qV
q
�;m = 0: (17)

W e de�ne renorm alized eigenenergies E
0
� by taking a linear

com bination ofthe � statesin such a way that

(H 0 + W )�;� 0 = ��� 0E
0
� ; (18)

Eq.(17)can be solved forthe a� coe�cients:

a� =
1

E 0
� � E

(
X

m

am W �;m +
X

m ;q

am ;qV
q
�;m ): (19)

Sobstituing a� in Eq.(16)one gets:

(E m + !q � E )am ;q +
X

m 0

am 0;qW m ;m 0 +
X

m 0

am 0V
q

m ;m 0 +

+
X

m 0;q0

am 0;q0(
X

�

V
q
m ;� V

q
0

�;m 0

E 0
� � E

)+

X

m 0

am 0(
X

�

V
q
m ;� W �;m 0

E 0
� � E

)= 0 : (20)

Here,two im portant sim pli�cations allow to proceed. First,

asin Ref.[10],Eq.(49),one can show that

W m ;m 0 = W
(d)

m ;m 0 + �m ;m 0W F ; (21)

W
(d)

m ;m 0 is the direct interaction am ong the particles form ing

the pair and W F com es from the average over the occupied

stateson the Ferm isphere and isa m -independentconstant;

since W
(d)

m ;m 0 vanishesforthe W = 0 property,itholds
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X

m 0

am 0;qW m ;m 0 = am ;qW F : (22)

M oreover,

X

m 0;q0

am 0;q0(
X

�

V
q
m ;� V

q
0

�;m 0

E 0
� � E

)=

= am ;q

X

�

jV
q
m ;� j

2

E 0
� � E

): (23)

Indeed, V is a one-body operator for the ferm ions; so the

electron-hole pair in the � state m ust be created by one V

factor and annihilated by the other;in this way,the W = 0

pair is not touched. W ith these sim pli�cations,the contri-

butions in Eqs.(22) and (23) can be taken over to the l.h.s.

ofEq.(20),where they justrenorm alize the eigen-energiesof

the jm i
 jqii states. Thus,E m + !q ! E
0
m + !q,and the

Eq.(20)can easily solved fortheam ;q’s,aswedid forthea� ’s

in Eq.(19):

am ;q =
1

E 0
m + !q � E

X

m 0

am 0(V
q

m ;m 0 +
X

�

V
q
m ;� W �;m 0

E 0
� � E

):

(24)

Finally,substituting Eqs.(19,24) into Eq.(15),we can write

theSchr�odingerequation in term sofonly thejm istates,with

the excitations-m ediated interactions and with renorm alized

quantities:

0 = (E m � E )am + am W F +

+
X

m 0;m 00;q

am 0

V
q

m ;m 00V
q

m 00;m 0

E 0
m 00 + !q � E

+

+
X

m 0;�

am 0

W m ;� W �;m 0

E 0
� � E

+

+ 2
X

m 0;m 00;q;�

am 0

V
q

m ;m 00V
q

m 00;�
W �;m 0

(E 0
m 00 + !q � E )(E 0

� � E )

+
X

m 0;m 00;q;�;� 0

am 0

W m ;� V
q

�;m 00V
q

m 00;� 0W � 0;m 0

(E 0
m 00 + !q � E )(E 0

� � E )(E 0
� 0 � E )

: (25)

Here, the last two term s are of higher order and m ust be

dropped; E is the ground state of the system with N + 2

Ferm ions;yet,Eq.(25)isoftheform ofaSchr�odingerequation

with eigenvalue E for the added pair. W e interpret am as

the expansion coe�cients over the W = 0 pairs ofthe wave

function ofthe dressed pair,j’i �
P

m
am jm i
 j0ii. This

obeysthe Cooper-like equation

H pairj’i= E j’i (26)

with thesam eE asin Eq.(8),butwith an e�ectivetwo-body

Ham iltonian:

H pair � H 0 + W F + S[E ]: (27)

Here S isthe E � dependente�ective scattering operator

S[E ]m ;m 0 =
X

�

W m ;� W �;m 0

E 0
� � E

+
X

m 00;q

V
q

m ;m 00V
q

m 00;m 0

E 0
m 00 + !q � E

; (28)

and thereforeEq.(26)m ustbesolved self-consistently.Letus

exam inein detailthestructureoftheS[E ]contribution.The

m atrix elem entsSm ;m 0 m ay be written as

Sm ;m 0 = (W e� )m ;m 0 + Fm �m ;m 0 : (29)

where W e� isthe true e�ective interaction between the elec-

trons in the m states, while the other term represents the

forward scattering am plitude F .

The �rst-orderself-energy W F �m ;m 0 and the forward scat-

tering term Fm �m ;m 0 are diagonalin the indices m and m
0
,

and thereforethey renorm alizethenon-interactingenergy E m

ofthe m states:

E m ! E
(R )
m = E m + W F + Fm : (30)

If the e�ective interaction W e� is attractive and produces

bound,localized statesthespectrum oftheSchr�odingerequa-

tion with theHam iltonian in Eq.(27)containsdiscrete states

below the unpaired states. In an extended system ,we have

bound states below the threshold of the continuum . The

threshold m ay be de�ned (in clusters and in extended sys-

tem s)by

E
(R )

T
� m in

fm g
[E

(R )
m (E )]; (31)

which,according to Eq.(30),takes into account allthe pair-

wise interactions except those between the particles in the

pair. Note thatthis is an extensive quantity,i.e. an N + 2-

particle energy. The ground state energy E m ay be conve-

niently written as

E = E
(R )

T
+ �; (32)

� < 0 indicatesa Cooper-likeinstability ofthenorm alFerm i

liquid and itsm agnituderepresentsthebinding energy ofthe

pair.

Below,wesolveEq.(26)explicitly fortheCuO 4 clusterwith

open boundary conditions,where the above theory isreadily

applied.

IV .P R O T O T Y P E C LU ST ER

Asan illustrative application ofthe above pairing schem e,

in thisprelim inary work wefocuson CuO 4,thesm allestclus-

ter yielding W = 0 pairing in the Hubbard m odel. This re-

quires4holes,(totalnum ber,notreferred tohalf�lling);such

a doping is som ewhat unrealistic,but larger C 4v-sym m etric

clustersand the fullCuO 2 plane also show W = 0 pairing in

the doping regim e relevantforcuprates[9][26].Rem arkably,

in the pureHubbard m odel,onecan verify that� = ~�(4)at

leastatweak coupling [9],which dem onstratesthat ~�hasthe

physicalm eaning ofan e�ectiveinteraction.CuO 4 represents

a good testofthe interplay between electronic and phononic

pairing m echanism ssince we can com pare exactdiagonaliza-

tion results with the analytic approxim ations ofthe canoni-

caltransform ation. A further m erit ofthis m odelis that it

dem onstrates dram atically the decisive role ofsym m etry in

the electronic pairing m echanism : any serious distortion of

thesquaresym m erty restoresthenorm al~� > 0 situation [9].

Since vibrations cause distortions it is not evident a priori
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that they tend to help pairing;in particular we m ay expect

thatJahn-Tellerdistortionsaregoing to preventW = 0 pair-

ing altogether.O n theotherhand,theFr�ohlich m echanism of

conventionalsuperconductivity isbased on phonon exchange.

Thissuggeststhatthe role ofEP coupling iscom plex.

CuO 4 allowsonly thecoupling to phononsatthecentreor

atthe edge ofthe Brillouin Zone;however,phononsnearthe

edge are precisely those m ostinvolved [14][15]. Even in this

sm allsystem the virtually exactdiagonalizations are already

hard and thenextC 4v-sym m etricexam ple,theCu5O 4 cluster

[27],is m uch m ore dem anding for the num ber ofvibrations

and the size ofthe electronic Hilbertspace.

A1 A2 B1 B2

E1x E1y E 2x E 2y

t

t

t

t

1

2

3

4

tox

tox tox

tox

O

O

O

O

FIG .1. Pictorialrepresentation ofthe ionic displacem ents in

the eightnorm alm odesofthe CuO 4 cluster,labelled according to

the irreps ofthe C 4v G roup.

Starting with the C 4v-sym m etric arrangem ent, any dis-

placem ent of the O xygens in the plane can be analised in

irreps,A 1;A 2;B 1;B 2;E 1;E 2,see Fig.1.

W esupposethatthehopping integralsdepend only on the

bond lengths
�
. Hence,the EP coupling isexpressed through

just two param eters g and gox, de�ned as follows: denot-

ing e.g. by t
1
the hopping integralbetween O xygen 1 and

the Cu and by t
1;2
ox the one between O xygens 1 and 2 (see

�
Som e Authors use an alternating sign convention for the

bondsfrom a given Cu site.However,thisisjusta gauge;in

thepresentCuO 4 case,thiscorrespondsto changing thesign

oftwo oppositeO xygen orbitals.Even in thefullplane,start-

ingfrom positivetintegrals,onecan introducestaggered signs

by negating a sublattice ofO orbitals;then,one can arrange

opposite signs for the bondsofeach O by sim ply negating a

sublatticeofCu.Allthishasno physicalim plications,and in

our opinion does not help to visualize the realsym m etry of

the problem .

Fig.1), g � [@t
1

@jr
1
j
]0 and gox � [

@t
1;2
ox

@jr
1
�r 2j

]0:W e take g < 0

since a positive Cu-O hopping integraldecreases as the Cu-

O distance is increased. O n the other hand gox > 0,since

physically the O -O hopping integral has the opposite sign

with respectthe Cu-O one. Following Eqs.(3-6),the second-

quantized electron-lattice Ham iltonian reads

H
C uO 4

el�latt
= "p

X

i;�

ni;� + "d

X

�

nd;� +

X

�

�h!�b
y
�b� + t

X

i�

(d
y
�pi� + h:c)

+ tox

X

i�

(p
y

i�pi+ 1� + h:c:)+ U (
X

i

n
(p)

i"
n̂
(p)

i#
+ n̂

(d)

"
n̂
(d)

#
)+

+
X

�

��(b
y
� + b�)H �; (33)

where p
y

i� and pi� are the hole creation and annihilation op-

eratorsonto the oxygen i= 1;::;4 with spin � = ";#,d
y
� and

d� are the hole creation and annihilation operators onto the

central copper site, while n
(p)

i� = p
y

i�pi� and n
(d)
� = d

y
�d�

are the corresponding num ber operator. Henceforth we set

"p = "d = 0 for convenience,since this sim ple choice is ade-

quate for the present qualitative purposes. Also,we are as-

sum ing for sim plicity that the O xygen-O xygen hopping tox

is zero,and O -O hoppings are im portant only once the ions

are m oved. Sim ilar resultsare obtained using a realistic tox,

exceptthatpairbinding energiesare som ewhatreduced.

The H � m atricesare given by

H A 1
=

1

2
g

X

i�

(d
y
�pi� + h:c:)+

1
p
2
gox

X

i�

(p
y

i�pi+ 1� + h:c:);

H A 2
= 0;

H B 1
=

1

2
g

X

�

(d
y
�p1� � d

y
�p2� + d

y
�p3� � d

y
�p4� + h:c:);

H B 2
=

1
p
2
gox

X

�

(p
y

1�p2� � p
y

2�p3� +

p
y

3�p4� � p
y

4�p1� + h:c:);

H E 1x
=

1
p
2
g

X

�

(� d
y
�p1�d

y
�p3� + h:c:)+

1

2
gox

X

�

(� p
y

1�p2� + p
y

2�p3� + p
y

3�p4� � p
y

4�p1� + h:c:);

H E 1y
=

1
p
2
g

X

�

(d
y
�p2� � d

y
�p4� + h:c:)+

1

2
gox

X

�

(p
y

1�p2� + p
y

2�p3� � p
y

3�p4� � p
y

4�p1� + h:c:);

H E 2x
=

1

2
gox

X

�

(p
y

1�p2� � p
y

2�p3� � p
y

3�p4�

+ p
y

4�p1� + h:c:);

H E 2y
=

1

2
gox

X

�

(� p
y

1�p2� � p
y

2�p3�

+ p
y

3�p4� + p
y

4�p1� + h:c:): (34)
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In ordertom akecontactwith thephysicsofcuprates,letus

discusstheconnection between thenorm alm odesoftheCuO 4

cluster andthe phonon m odes ofthe Cu-O planes. There is

experim entalevidence [15]that the possibly relevant m odes

forsuperconductivity lie on the CuO 2 planesand havea Cu-

O bond stretching origin.In particulartheLO half-breathing

m ode with k = (�;0);(0;�)isbelieved to couple signi�cantly

with the doped holes in the superconducting regim e. In the

CuO 4 cluster the halfbreathing m odes are contained in the

breathingm odeA 1 and in thequadrupolarm odeB 1 bym eans

ofthe linearcom bination qA 1
� qB 2

. W e argue thatqualita-

tively the e�ect ofthe coupling with the A 1 and B 1 m odes

should give us clues about the interplay between electronic

W = 0 pairing and phonon exchange.

V .LO W EST -O R D ER EFFEC T IV E

IN T ER A C T IO N IN C U O 4

The m ere Hubbard CuO 4 clusterwith O -O hopping tox =

0 yields [9] ~�(4) < 0,due to a couple ofdegenerate W =

0 bound pairs, in the A 1 and B 2 irreps of the C 4v group;

therefore in Eq.(28) we set the m = m
0
labels accordingly.

At weak coupling, we m ay sim plify Eq.(28), neglecting all

renorm alizations;thephonon-m ediated interaction fortheB 2

pairreads:

X

m 00;q

V
q

B 2;m
00V

q

m 00;B 2

E 0
m 00 + !0

q � E
= � 4g

2
ox

�
2
B 2

2"A 1
+ !B 2

� E
: (35)

Note thatin the denom inatorin the r.h.s.,2"A 1
+ !B 2

isthe

energy ofan unrenorm alized excited jm i
 jqiistate,which at

weak couplig ishigherthan theground stateenergy E ;hence

ther.h.s.m ustbenegativeand theB 2 phonon issynergicwith

electronic pairing. O n the other hand,the vibronic e�ective

interaction forthe A 1 pairis:

X

m 00;q

V
q

A 1;m
00V

q

m 00;A 1

E m 00 + !0
q � E

= �
4

3
g
2
ox

�
�
2
B 2

2"A 1
+ !B 2

� E
+

2�
2
A 1

2"A 1
+ !A 1

� E
�

�
2
E 1

2"A 1
+ !E 1

� E
�

�
2
E 2

2"A 1
+ !E 2

� E

�

: (36)

This shows that in the A 1 sector the totalsign depends on

the relative weight ofattractive and repulsive contributions.

Eqs.(35,36)show thatatweak coupling A 1 and B 2 m odesare

synergic to the W = 0 pairing,while both longitudinaland

transverse E m odes are pair-breaking. The half-breathing

m odesthatare deem ed m ostim portant[15][16]are A 1 � B 1

com binations,but B 1 does not appear in Eqs.(35,36). The

num ericalcalculations reported below con�rm these �ndings

in a broad range ofparam eters.

For the sake ofargum ent,in the explicit calculations we

took allthe norm alm odeswith the sam e energy "0 = �h!0 =

10
�1
eV and �� = 1.Thissetsthelength scaleoflatticee�ects

�0 =

q
�h

2M ! 0
’ 10

�1
�

A where we used M = 2:7� 10
�26

K g

forO xygen.

W ith thischoice,the Cooper-like equation (25)reads

(2"A 1
� E )�

U
2

16

�
1

"B 1
+ "A 1

� E
�
1

2

1

"A 1
+ "A 0

1
� E

�

�

�
4

3
g
2
ox

1

2"A 1
+ !0 � E

= 0 (37)

in the A 1 channeland

(2"A 1
� E )�

U
2

16

�
1

"B 1
+ "A 1

� E
�
1

2

1

"A 1
+ "A 0

1
� E

�

�

� 4g
2
ox

1

2"A 1
+ !0 � E

= 0: (38)

for B 2 pairs. The eigenvalue E ,like in Eq.(8),is the total

energy ofthecluster;itm ustbecom pared with thethreshold

E
(R )

T
ofEq.(31), whose noniteracting lim it is E

(R )

T
= 2"A 1

since the degenerate levelenergy (see Table II,Appendix A)

is"p = 0.ItturnsoutthatusingEq.(32)in theweak coupling

approxim ation,thatignoresrenorm alizations,thee�ectivein-

teraction is� = E � 2" A 1
;in Appendix B weverify by pertur-

bation theory thatlikein theHubbard m odel,� = ~�(4);this

supportsourinterpretation of ~� asm inusthepairing energy.

The trend of� in both channels is shown in Fig.2. The

vibrationssplitthedegeneracy oftheW = 0 pairs,e�ectively

lowering the sym m etry like a nonvanishing tox. Pairing is

enhanced in the A 1 sector as well, albeit less than in B 2;

withoutphonons,� ’ � 20m eV forboth the W = 0 pairs.

0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

-0.045

-0.04

-0.035

-0.03

-0.025
∆ A1

∆ B2

oxg
FIG .2. A nalyticalresults ofthe canonicaltransform ation:

pairbinding energy in the A 1 and B 2 sectors as a function ofgox.

H ere we used �� = 1 for every m ode,t= 1eV ,tox = 0,U = 1eV ;

gox isin unitsof"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1

,� isin eV .

V I.JA H N -T ELLER M IX IN G O F ELEC T R O N IC

G R O U N D STA T ES A N D PA IR IN G

Ifreally theinclusion ofthelattice degreesoffreedom sys-

tem atically leads to ~� > 0,purely electronic cluster m odels

becom e totally irrelevant to superconductivity,as it was ar-

gued [18]. Howeversm all,the CuO 4 clusteryieldselectronic

pairing and allowsto testthisim portantpoint.

In thisSection we setup a conventionalcalculation ofthe

JT e�ect involving degenerate electronic ground states and

theirm ixing with the vibrations. W e �rsttake the nucleias
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frozen in a C 4v-sym m etric con�guration and diagonalize the

purely electronic partofthe Ham iltonian:

H
C uO 4

el
= t

X

i�

(d
y
�pi� + h:c)+

U (
X

i

n
(p)

i"
n
(p)

i#
+ n

(d)

"
n
(d)

#
): (39)

Asbefore,we are using tox = "p = "d = 0.

TheJT e�ectarisesiftheground stateofH
C uO 4

el
isdegener-

ate,with a ground state m ultipletfj	 1i;:::;j	 nig such that

H
C uO 4

el
j	 ki= E 0j	 ki.Ifwe takem atrix elem entsofH

C uO 4

el�latt

in thistruncated (n-dim ensional)electronic basisintegrating

overelectronsand keepingboson operatorswegetthedynam -

icalJT Ham iltonian,[29],[30]with m atrix elem ents:

H
J T
�;� = (E 0 +

X

�

�h!�b
y
�b�)��;� + h	 �jV j	 �i: (40)

Itis worth noting that neglecting the nuclear kinetic energy

(i.e.� �h
2

2M

P

i

@
2

@2ri
! 0)and treatingthenuclearpositionsas

variationalparam eterscorrespondsto the static JT Ham ilto-

nian,butwe follow thedynam ictreatm entwhich issuperior.

In thefollowing we assum e thatthe initialcon�guration is

stable with respect to the m ode A 1 which only changes the

scale ofthe CuO 4 m olecule. Since this m ode does not pro-

duceany JT distorsion,itisnotinvolved in theargum entsof

Ref.[18]. In this Section,we study ~�(4) in thisapproxim a-

tion,according to Eq.(1). The ground state with 2 holes is

a nondegenerate totalsym m etric singletuna�ected by theJT

e�ect;in the other cases,the use ofthe Ham iltonian (40) is

justi�ed provided that the excited states are severalphonon

energiesabove the ground state.

A .T hree-hole ground state m ixing

W ith three holes the ground state belongs to the 3-

dim ensional irrep of S4 which in C 4v breaks into B 1 � E .

To illustrate the electronic structure and its dependence on

distortions,in Fig.3 we show the adiabatic potentialenergy

surface projected along the B 2 distortion. Projecting on the

other directions, we obtain sim ilar trends. It is clear that

the ground state m ultipletiswellseparated from the excited

statesand hence thistreatm entofthe JT e�ectiswelljusti-

�ed.

-0.2 -0.1 0.1 0.2

-2.95

-2.85

-2.05

-1.95

1eV

q
B2

E(3)

FIG .3. A diabatic potential energy surfaces along B 2 for the

ground and �rstexcited 3-hole states ofC uO 4.H ere,qB 2
denotes

the classical norm al coordinate; U = 5eV , t = 1eV , g = � 2:4,

gox = 0:6 in unitseV /
�

A and !� = 0:1eV 8�;the dispacem ent qB 2

isin
�

A ,energiesare in eV .The ground state m ultipletisbelow the

�rstexcited state by � 1eV .

Since E 
 E contains allthe irreps ofC 4v,allthe norm al

m odesareJT activein thiscase.Following Eqs.(40),wecom -

puted the following V m atrix elem ents in the 3-hole ground

state m ultipletwith the Hubbard interaction,using Eq.(34).

The 4 independent elem ents at the optim alvalue U=t � 5,

where the W = 0 pairbinding energy ism axim um ,are:

1 = h	 B 1
jH E 1x

j	 E x i= 0:17gox (41)

2 = h	 B 1
jH E 2y

j	 E x i= 0:24g+ 0:17gox (42)

3 = h	 E x jH B 1
j	 E x i= 0:24g (43)

4 = h	 E y jH B 2
j	 E x i= � 1:05gox (44)

The JT Ham iltonian reads

H J T (3)=

"

E 0(3)+
X

�

�h!� b
y
�b�

#


 13�3 +

+
X

�

��(b
y
� + b�)M � (45)

whereE 0(3)istheground stateenergy ofH
C uO 4

el
with 3 holes

and

M B 1
= 3

 
0 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 � 1

!

; (46)

M B 2
= 4

 
0 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

!

(47)

M E 1x
=

 
0 2 � 1

2 0 0

� 1 0 0

!

; (48)

M E 1y
=

 
0 � 1 � 2

� 1 0 0

� 2 0 0

!

(49)
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M E 2x
= 1

 
0 � 1 1

� 1 0 0

1 0 0

!

; (50)

and

M E 2y
= 1

 
0 1 1

1 0 0

1 0 0

!

: (51)

W e num erically diagonalized H J T (3) in the Hilbert space

spanned by j	 �i
 j� N ph
i,where � = B1;E x;E y isthe elec-

tronic state and j� N ph
iis a vibration state in the truncated

Hilbert space with all m odes having vibrational quantum

num bers � N ph. Excluding the breathing m ode the size of

the problem is 3(N ph + 1)
6
. W e consider N ph = 3, since

already in the weak coupling regim e ~� changes sign. W e

studied !� = ! = 0:1eV; �� = 1 8� in the range ofjgjand

jgoxjbetween 0 and 2:4eV/
�

A ,which m eansthatthe num ber

ratiosjij
p

�h

2M !
=�h! vary between 0 and 0:5.Thiscondition

ensuresthattheweak coupling regim ebehoovesand N ph = 3

isindeed adequate.The resultsare shown in Fig.4.

00.61.2
 2.4

0
1.8

0

1.2

2.4

∆Ε

00

0.6
0.3

-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

    0  

_

00
-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

    0  

0.30
0.6

(a) (b)
oxgoxg g

_ g

∆Ε

FIG .4. (a) V ibronic correction �E to E 0(3) to the E state

(lower surface) and B 1 state (upper one) as a function of g and

gox. (b) the sam e surfaces from another point of view. H ere,

t = 1eV , U = 5eV ,�E is eV of �h!, g and g ox are in units of

"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1

.

The lowersurface representsthe ground state energy shift

�E for electronic states belonging to the degenerate irrep

E ,while the higher one is �E refers to the B 1 state. The

JT e�ectpartially rem ovesthethree-fold degeneracy and the

ground stateisa E doublet.Notethataccording to thetext-

book,static JT e�ect,one should observe a totalrem ovalof

thedegeneracy.Thisishowevernotborneoutby thedynam -

icalcalculation and,for gox = 0,allthe three states rem ain

degenerate (see Fig.4.b).

Theway thesystem dynam ically distortsisalso ofinterest.

The only vibration having the coordinate on the diagonalof

H J T (3) is B 1; thus, the E doublet can only distort along

the B 1 norm alm ode. In otherterm s,with q̂B 1
= �B 1

(b
y

B 1
+

bB 1
), ĥqB 1

i� h	
0
E x
ĵqB 1

j	
0
E x
i= � h	

0
E y
ĵqB 1

j	
0
E y
i6= 0. The

trend of ĥqB 1
i as a function ofg and gox is shown in Fig.5.

W e observe that ĥqB 1
i ! 0 as g ! 0;we also rem ark that

thedeform ation dependsessentially by g and only weakly on

gox because according to Eq.(43) the coupling constant 3

responsible forthe distorsion along B 1 dependson g and not

on gox. The E -B 1 splitting,on the contrary,dependson gox

and only weakly on g. The naive expectation thatsplittings

go along with distortionsonly holdsforstatic ones.

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0.12 0.48 0.6

q    <    >B1

0

g = -2.4

g = -1.44

g = -0.24

oxg
FIG .5. ĥqB 1

i as a function of � g and gox. H ere t = 1eV ,

U = 5eV , ĥqB 1
i is in units of �0, g and gox are in units of

"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1

B .Four-hole ground state m ixing

W ith 4 holes, H
C uO 4

el
has a two-fold degenerate ground

state;itbelongstothetwodim ensionalirrep ofS4 thatbreaks

in A 1� B 2 in C 4v.Thus,theonly JT-activem odeisB 2,which

m akesthe problem exactly resoluble in term sofa continued

fraction [31].

Following again Eqs.(40) the second-quantized JT Ham il-

tonian with fourparticlesreads

H J T (4)=
�
�h!B 2

b
y

B 2
bB 2

+ E 0(4)
�

 12�2 +

�B 2
5(b

y

B 2
+ bB 2

)

�
0 1

1 0

�

: (52)

in the space spanned by the electronic ground states. The

coupling constant5 isgiven by

5 = h	 A 1
jH B 2

j	 B 2
i= 1:19gox ; (53)

whereasusual,them atrix elem entin Eq.(53)isevaluated at

U=t� 5.

The ground state energy ofH J T (4) in the sector ofsym -

m etry � coincideswith the lowestpole ofthe G reen function

G � ;�(E )= hh0j
 h	 �j
1

E � H J T (4)+ i0+
j	 �i
 j0ii=

=
1

�(0)�
(�B 2

5)
2

�(1)�
3(�B 2

5)
2

� (2)�

5(�B 2
5)

2

� (3)�

7(�B 2
5 )

2

� (4)� :::

(54)

where � = A1;B 2 and �(n)= E � E 0(4)� n�h!B 2
. G � ;�(E )

does not depend by � and the energy corrections in the A1

and B 2 sectors are the sam e. The ground state energy shift

�E asa function ofg ox isplotted in Fig.6.

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

0

∆Ε

oxg
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FIG .6. G round state energy shift �E as a function of g ox

H ere t = 1eV , U = 5eV , �E is in eV , g ox is in units of

"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1

,�B 2
= 1,!B 2

= 0:1eV .

There are no diagonalcouplingsin Eq.(52),which im plies

no distorsions;the energy correction ism uch sm allerthan in

the three holescase.

In Fig.7 we show the adiabatic potentialcurve,with the

sam e param etersasin Fig.7. In contrastwith the three-hole

case,theground statem ultipletisseparated from theexcited

states by � 100 � 150m eV which is com parable the phonon

energies. Hence we expect that in this case the approxim a-

tion restricting the Hilbert space to the lowest m ultiplet is

not justi�ed. However,in the case ofweak coupling to soft

vibrations,with ! sm allcom pared to thegap in theelectronic

spectrum ,thisapproxim ation should work well.

-0.04 -0.02 0.02 0.04
-2.725

-2.675

-2.65

-2.625

-2.6

-2.575

-2.55

q
B2

E(4)

FIG .7. A diabatic potential energy curve for the low lying

4-hole states of C uO 4. H ere, qB 2
denotes the classical norm al

coordinate; U = 5eV ,t = 1eV ,g = � 2:4, gox = 0:6 eV /
�

A and

1

2
M !2

B 2
= 20eV /

�

A

2

; the displacem ent is in
�

A , energies are in

eV .The ground state m ultiplet is below the �rst excited state by

� 100 � 150m eV which isofthe orderof2j~�j.

C .W = 0 pairing in the presence ofJahn-Teller

distortions

Collecting together the results of the present Section we

obtain the behaviour of ~� in a popular approxim ation that

neglects the excited electronic states. In Fig.8 we show the

plotof ~� as a function of� g and g ox,shown with the zero-

energy plane.The m axim um distorsion along B 1 com patible

with ~� < 0 (see Fig.8.b) is hq
m ax
B 1

i ’ 3 � 10
�2

�

A,which is

attained atg ’ 1eV�
�

A

�1

and gox = 0.

0

0.6

0.12

1.8

2.4
0

0.12

0.24

0.48

0.60

-0.04

-0.02

0

0.02

0

∆

 -   

oxg
g

FIG .8. ~� as a function of� g and g ox,according to the the-

ory ofthe present Section. ~� is in eV ,g and g ox are in units of

"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1

H ere t= 1eV ,U = 5eV ,!B 2
= 0:1eV .

Both the system s with four and three holes gain energy

by the JT e�ect; ~� rem ains negative only in the weak

EP coupling regim e,since the decrease of2E (3) overcom es

the decrease of E (4). This is due to the fact that the

system with three holes can gain energy by m ixing with

B 1;B 2;E 1x;E 1y;E 2x;E 2y vibrations,while the system with

fourholescan do itonly with theB 2 m ode.M oreoverthefac-

tor2 in frontofE (3)in the expression for ~� furtherfavours

the distorsion in the 3-holescase.

These results in line with Ref.[18],would im ply that the

electronic pairing is lim ited to relatively weak EP couplings

and thatatany ratethevibrationsareinvariably detrim ental

to W = 0 pairing. However we know from Sect.V that this

conclusion is rem arkably but de�nitely wrong, because the

fulltheory predictssynergy ofvibrationsand W = 0 pairing

atleastatweak coupling.ThisfailureoftheJT Ham iltonian

isdueto theneglectoftheelectronicexcited states,causing a

severeoverestim ate ofthe4 hole energy.The physicalreason

is thatifwe restrict the m ixing to the degenerate states the

electronic wave function istoo rigid. O n the otherhand,in-

cluding allthem ultipletofstatesarising from thedegenerate

one-electron levelthe pair can achieve the exibility which

allows it to follow adiabatically the vibration-induced defor-

m ations,aswe shallsee in the nextSection.

D etecting the failure ofa textbook procedure isby itselfa

potentially very interesting result;itisa m eritofa relatively

sim plem odellikethisthatallowsto understand in detailhow

thisarises.

V II.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S O F T H E FU LL

T H EO R Y

Since the conventionalJT Ham iltonian is not enough,to

see what really happens in this m odel with increasing EP

coupling, where the analytic treatm ent of Sect.V loses va-

lidity,we resort to num ericalm ethods. In this Section we

explorethepairing scenario num erically,which o�ersan inde-

pendentcheck ofthe weak-coupling calculationsand perm its

to go beyond the weak coupling regim e. First, we analyze

one phonon at a tim e (�� = 1), turning o� the allothers

(�� = 0);!� � 0:1 for allm odes. In this way we see which

kind ofphonon is cooperative with the W = 0 pairing and

which isnot. W e have perform ed these calculationsin a vir-

tually exactway,by including a num berofphononsN ph up

to 20.To thisend wetakeadvantageoftherecently proposed

spin-disentangled diagonalization technique [11]. The results

are shown in Figs.9,10 and 11
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FIG .9. Exactdiagonalization resultsfor ~�(4)in eV ,with only

the A 1 phonon active,N ph = 20,as a function ofgox fordi�erent

values of g: g = � 0:2 (crosses); g = � 0:5 (triangles); g = � 1

(diam onds). H ere we used t= 1eV ,tox = 0,U = 1eV ,gox and g

are in units of"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1
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FIG .10. Exact diagonalization results for ~�(4) in eV , with

only one phonon active,B 2(triangles)orE 2 (diam onds),N ph = 20

. H ere we used t = 1eV , U = 1eV ; gox and g are in units of

"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1
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FIG .11. Exactdiagonalization resultsfor ~�(4)in eV ,with only

the E 1 phonon active,N ph = 20,as a function ofgox fordi�erent

values of g: g = � 0:2 (crosses); g = � 0:5 (triangles); g = � 1

(diam onds). H ere we used t= 1eV ,tox = 0,U = 1eV ,gox and g

are in units of"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1

Theplotsshow thetrend of~�(4)asafunction ofg ox and g.

Itappears(see Figs.9 and 10)thatifgox isincreased,theA 1

and B 2 phononsenhancesthepairing ,even beyond theweak

coupling regim e. The further enhancem ent ofj~�(4)jdue to

A 1 as jgjis increased is not predicted by the weak coupling

theory [Eq.(36)]. The B 1 phonon isslightly suppressive,but

it a�ects the pairing energy on a scale of10
�5
eV and hence

its contribution is negligible. O n the other hand the (longi-

tudinaland transverse)E phonons(see Figs.10 and 11)have

an unam biguostendency to destroy thepairing.In particular

theE 1 m odedoesitboth by increasing gox and by increasing

jgj.

The presented results show that the behaviour ofthe in-

dividualphonons is essentially the sam e as predicted ana-

lytically in Sect.V: som e ofthem (A 1 and B 2) act in a co-

operative way with the electronic pairing m echanism ;som e

other (E phonons) does not;the B 1 m ode is quite inopera-

tive. However,for a proper understanding ofthe conicting

vibronice�ectsweneed to includeasm any phonon m odesas

possible atthesam e tim e.In thiscase theexactdiagonaliza-

tionsbecom ehard even with a m odestN ph pervibration.W e

perform ed exactdiagonalizations ofH
C uO 4

el�latt
with �ve active

m odes;with 4 holes,thesizeoftheproblem is100(N ph + 1)
5
;

we could a�ord N ph = 3 foreach.Som e resultsare shown in

Figs.12.

In Fig.12.a we included the vibrations with � =

A 1;B 1;B 2;E 2x;E 2y;one notes a strong,m onotonic increase

of the binding energy with both gox and jgj. The weak-

coupling theory ofSect.V qualitatively explains the gox de-

pendence but not the jgjone: when the EP coupling gets

strong,theCu-O stretching growsim portant.In Fig.10 (dia-

m onds)wenoted thattheE 2 vibrationsalonetend to destroy

pairing;hereweobservethatwhen they com petewith A 1 and

B 2 theire�ectsare utterly suppressed.Itispossible thatthe

couplingsto thepair-breaking E m odesaresom ewhatunder-

estim ated by the choiche of� param eters.

In Fig.12.b we included the vibrations with � =

A 1;B 1;B 2;E 1x;E 1y, and we observe that ~� now becom es

10



positive at m oderate gox. Com paring with the above results

on individualm odes,we observe thatin going from Fig.12.a

to Fig.12.b we are replacing the pair-breaking transversal

E 2 phonons by the pair-breaking, longitudinal E 1 m odes.

W e conclude that the longitudinal ones are m ore e�cient

in restoring the repulsion and at interm ediate coupling they

overwhelm the pair-healing A 1 and B 2.

Howeverfor gox >� 0:15 eV �
�

A
�1

,the cooperative m odes

win and ~�(4)getsnegative again. Thisrem arkable behavior

could not be anticipated by the weak coupling approach of

Sect.V,where only the one-phonon exchange diagram s were

included asin the BCS theory.

In Fig.12.ctheactivem odesare� = B1;E 1x;E 1y;E 2x;E 2y;

theseareallpair-breakingindividually and switchingthem all

together,they readily unbind pairs,leading to strong positive
~�. However,unaspectedly,we again �nd attraction at large

enough gox.

Itislikely thatthecouplingsto thepair-breaking E m odes

are som ewhat overestim ated by the choiche of� param eters

in Fig.12.b,c. The pairing at strong coupling observed in

Figs.12.b,cresultsfrom m orecom plicated interactionsleading

tobipolaron form ation.Thisrecallsthecharge-ordered super-

latticephasefound in Ref[25];howeverthey used a Hubbard-

Holstein m odeland,since the system isone-dim ensional,the

electronic pairing doesnotoccourin theircase.
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oxg
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FIG .12. ~�(4) in eV as a function ofg ox for di�erent values

ofg. �� = 1 allthe vibrations,except: �� = 0 for � = E1 (a);

�� = 0 for� = E2 (b);�� = 0 for� = A1;B 2 (c). N ph= 3 foreach

active m ode;g = � 0:2 (diam onds);g = � 0:5 (triangles);g = � 1

(crosses). H ere we used t= 1eV ,tox = 0,U = 1eV ,gox and g are

in units of"0=�0 = 1eV �
�

A

�1

.
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V III.C O N C LU SIO N S

Introducing vibrations and vibronic couplings into a

strongly correlated m odel opens up a rich scenario where,

am ong other possibilities,pairing can be achieved by a syn-

ergy ofelectronic correlation and phonon-exchange.A possi-

bleoutcom e,however,iscom petition am ong di�erentsym m e-

try vibration m odesand electronic excitations.W e illustrate

thesituation by using a CuO 4 m odelthatallowsa fulltreat-

m entofalldegreesoffreedom and hostsbound W = 0 pairs

when undistorted,has vibrations ofthe sam e sym m etries as

theCuO planeand isnum ericallya�ordable.A popularrecipe

for com puting JT distorted m olecules prescribes restricting

to the degenerate electronic levelsletting them interactwith

theJT activem odes.A statictreatm entinvariably leadsto a

com pleterem ovalofthesym m etryand anodegenerateground

state. W e put forth a fuller dynam icaltheory which partly

preservesthe degeneracy;however,the vibrationsare always

opposing W = 0 pairing which isthereby reduced to a weak

EP coupling e�ect. This restricted basis,however,m ay only

be valid provided thatthe excited states ofthe unperturbed

electronicHam iltonian arefarrem oved from theground state

on theenergyscalesetbythefrequencyoftherelevantphonon

m odes. W ith the cuprates in m ind,we consider a situation

when the phonon energies and the superconducting gap are

com parable,in the0.1eV range;wediagonalizethefullm odel

keepingup to 5 sim ultaneousm odesand vibrationalquantum

num bersN ph � 3.D epending on the param eters,a rich phe-

nom enology em erges from the num ericaldata. Pairing pre-

vailsatweak EP coupling,asexpected,butthephonon contri-

butionswhich dom inatein such a caseturnsoutto contribute

to the pairing rather than opposing it. The correct trend is

predicted by a canonicaltransform ation approach,which also

explainsthe pairing orpair-breaking characterofthe m odes.

In particular it is found that the half-breathing m odes give

a synergic contribution to the purely electronic pairing;since

they are believed to be m ainly involved in optim ally doped

cuprates, our �ndings suggest a joint m echanism , with the

Hubbard m odelthatcapturesa crucialpartofthe physics.

Thisagreem entvalidatesthe canonicaltransform ation ap-

proach,which allows to carry outusefulcalculations even in

large system s that o not lend them selves to exact diagonal-

ization.

At interm ediate coupling the outcom e of the theory de-

pendsessentially on therelativeweightofthecoupling to the

longitudinaland transverse vector m odes,which destabilize

pairing m oste�ectively.

Rem arkably,however,the vibrations restore pairing again

atstrong coupling,when a bipolaronic regim e prevails. This

scenario was also drawn in the context of an extended t-J

m odel,where the half-breathing m ode wasfound to enhance

electronic pairing [17][32].

Finally,experim entaldata on nanopowders [33]also indi-

cate that one should not be overly pessim istic about cluster

calculations.Thepairing thatshowsup therecan berelevant

and physically insightfulconcerning the interplay ofvarious

degreesoffreedom on pairstructure and form ation.

IX .A P P EN D IX A :W = 0 PA IR S IN T H E C U O 4

C LU ST ER

TheCuO 4 Hubbard Ham iltonian hasC 4v sym m etry.W hen

the O xygen-O xygen hopping is absent,the sym m etry group

istheperm utation group S4,and although forconveniencewe

continueto usethesubgroup C 4v labels,itisS4 thatm ustbe

used forthe W = 0 theorem [12].The charactertable reads:

C 4v 1 C 2 C
(+ )

4 ;C
(�)

4 �x;�y �+ ;�� Sym m etry

A 1 1 1 1 1 1 x
2
+ y

2

A 2 1 1 1 -1 -1 (x=y)� (y=x)

B 1 1 1 -1 1 -1 x
2
� y

2

B 2 1 1 -1 -1 1 xy

E 2 -2 0 0 0 (x;y)

Table I: Character table of the C 4v sym m etry group. H ere 1

denotes the identity,C 2 the 180 degrees rotation,C
(+ )

4
; C

(�)

4
the

counterclockwise and clockwise 90 degrees rotations, �x; �y the

reection with respectto the y = 0 and x = 0 axis and �+ ;�� the

reection with respect to the x = y and x = � y diagonals. In the

lastcolum n we show typicalbasis functions.

Setting forsim plicity "d = "p = 0,the one-body spectrum

ofthe CuO 4 Ham iltonian hasthe following eigenvalues:

"A 1

t

"B 1

t

"E x

t

"E y

t

"
A 0

1

t

� �
p
4+ �2 � 2� 0 0 � +

p
4+ �2

-2 0 0 0 2

Table II: O ne-body levels ofthe CuO 4 cluster in units oft;the

lastline reports the values for tox = 0 which are used in the text.

Here we labelthe eigenvalues by the irreps ofthe corre-

sponding eigenfunctions. The levelenergiesare in unitsoft,

� � tox=t;for tox = 0,"E x = "E y = "B 1
= 0. The corre-

sponding one body creation operatorsofa particle in each of

these eigenstatesare:

c
y

E y �
=

1
p
2

�
p
y

2� � p
y

4�

�
(55)

c
y

E x �
=

1
p
2

�
p
y

1� � p
y

3�

�
(56)

c
y

B 1�
=

1

2

�
p
y

1� � p
y

2� + p
y

3� � p
y

4�

�
(57)

c
y

A 1�
(1)=

1

�2 + 4

�
�d

y
� + p

y

1� + p
y

2� + p
y

3� + p
y

4�

�
(58)

c
y

A 1�
(2)=

1

�2 + 4

�
�d

y
� + p

y

1� + p
y

2� + p
y

3� + p
y

4�

�
(59)

(60)

where � and � depend on � asfollows:

� =
4
�
� 1� �

2
+ �

p
4+ �2

�

� 5� � 2�3 +
p
4+ �2 + 2�2

p
4+ �2

(61)
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� =
4
�
1+ �

2 + �
p
4+ �2

�

5� + 2�3 +
p
4+ �2 + 2�2

p
4+ �2

(62)

By theW = 0theorem [12],theirrep A 1� B 2 ofthegroup S4

which isnotrepresented in theone-body spectrum m ustyield

singleteigenstateswith no doubleoccupation.Projecting one

�nds:

�
y

A 1
= �

2
p
3
c
y

B 1"
c
y

B 1#
+

1
p
3

�

c
y

E x "
c
y

E x #
+ c

y

E y "
c
y

E y #

�

�
y

B 2
=

1
p
2

�

c
y

E x "
c
y

E y #
+ c

y

E y "
c
y

E x #

�

:

(63)

These are readily veri�ed to create W = 0 pairs.

X .A P P EN D IX B :PA IR B IN D IN G EN ER G Y

Here we calculate ~� oftheB 2 pairin the CuO 4 clusterby

second-orderperturbation theory in both W and V and com -

pare with � obtained by solving Eqs.(37,38). Basically the

sam eholdsfortheA 1 pair.�� � 1throughoutthisAppendix.

The ground state with two particles belongs to A 1 and,

using the notationsofTable III,itsenergy reads

E (2)= 2"A 1
+

5

16
U + U

2

�
3

128"A 1

�
61

512
d1

�

�

g
2(d2 + 2d3)� g

2
ox (d3 + d4)+ 2

p
2goxgd3: (64)

1

d1
= � "A 1

+ "A 0

1

1

d2
= � "A 1

+ !B 1

1

d3
= � "A 1

+ !E 1

1

d4
= � "A 1

+ !E 2

1

d5
= "A 0

1
+ !E 1

1

d6
= "A 0

1
+ !E 2

Table III: Shorthand notations used in Eqs.(64,65,66).

W ith 3 particlesthe ground state isa E doublet,and

E (3)= 2"A 1
+

7

16
U + U

2

�
5

64"A 1

�
53

512
d1

�

�

g
2

h

d2 +
3d3

2
+
d5

2

i

�

g
2
ox

�
2

!B 2

+
1

2!E 1

+
1

2!E 2

+
d5

4
+
d6

4
+
3d3

4
+
3d4

4

�

�

goxg

�

�
3
p
2d3

2
+

p
2d5

2

�

: (65)

Theground statewith 4 particlesbelongsto B 2,aspredicted

by the canonicaltranform ation;

one gets:

E (4)= 2"A 1
+

9

16
U + U

2

�
25

128"A 1

�
29

512
d1

�

�

g
2
[d2 + d3 + d5]�

g
2
ox

�
8

!B 2

+
1

!E 1

+
1

!E 2

+
d3

2
+
d4

2
+
d5

2
+
d6

2

�

+

goxg
p
2[d3 � d2]: (66)

Finally using Eq.(1)and setting !� = !0,we obtain

~�(4)= �
U

2

16

�

�
1

"A 1

�
1

2(� "A 1
+ "A 0

1
)

�

� g
2
ox

4

!0
: (67)

This m ust be com pared with Eq.(38), Sect.V, that can be

solved iteratively for �(4) = E � 2" A 1
inserting "B 1

= 0

from Appendix A.The second iteration yields Eq.(67),sup-

porting the identi�cation ~�(4) = �(4) at this order. Both

quantities represent the e�ective interaction of the dressed

B 2 W = 0 pair.Indeed,m uch inform ation aboutthe ground

state energiescancelsoutifone appliesEq.(1);the canonical

transform ation isa m uch m orepracticalway to representthe

e�ective interaction.

A C K N O W LED G EM EN T S

W e thank G ianluca Stefanucci and Agnese Callegari for

usefuldiscussions.

[1]Foran overview,seeE.D agotto,Rev.M od.Phys.66,763

(1994)and referencestherein.

[2]W .K ohn and J.M .Luttinger,Phys.Rev.Lett.15,524

(1965).

[3]D . Zanchi and H. J. Schulz, Phys. Rev. B 54, 9509

(1996);D .Zanchiand H.J.Schulz,Phys.Rev. B 63,

13609 (2000);C.J.Halboth and W .M etzner,Phys.Rev.

Lett61,7364 (2000);C.Honerkam p and M .Salm hofer,

Phys.Rev.Lett64,184516 (2001).

[4]N.E.Bickers,D .J.Scalapino and S.R.W hite,Phys.

Rev.Lett. 62,961 (1989);N.E.Bickersand S.R.W hite,

Phys.Rev. B 43,8044(1991);P.M onthoux,A.Balatsky

and D .Pines,Phys.Rev.Lett. 67,3448 (1991).

[5]A.Parola,S.Sorella,M .Parrinello,and E.TosattiPhys.

Rev.B 43,6190 (1991).

[6]S.R. W hite, S. Chakravarty, M .P. G elfand and S.A.

K ivelson ,Phys.Rev.B 45,5062 (1992).

[7]J.E.Hirsch,S.Tang,E.Loh and D .J.Scalapino,Phys.

Rev.Lett.60,1668 (1988).

[8]C.A.Balseiro,A.G .Rojo,E.R.G agliano and B.Alas-

cio,Phys.Rev.B 38,9315 (1988).

[9]M . Cini and A. Balzarotti, Phys. Rev. B 56, 14711

(1997).

[10]E.Perfetto,G .Stefanucciand M .Cini,Phys.Rev.B 66,

165434 (2002).

[11]Agnese Callegari,M ichele Cini,Enrico Perfetto and G i-

anluca Stefanucci,Phys.Rev.B 68,153103,(2003).

[12]M ichele Cini, Adalberto Balzarotti, Ra�aella Brunetti,

M aria G im elli and G ianluca Stefanucci, Int. J. M od.

Phys.B 14,2994 (2000).

[13]M .K .Crowford,M .N.K unchur,W .E.Farneth,E.M .M c-

Carron,S.J.Poon,Phys.Rev.B 41,282 (1990);Science

250,1390 (1990);J.P.Franck etal.,Physica C 185-189,

1379 (1991);Phys.Rev.Lett.71,283 (1993);J.P.Franck,

Physica C 235-240,1503 (1994);

13



[14]R.J.M cQ ueeney,Y.Petrov,T.Egam i,M .Yethiraj,G .

Shirane and Y.Endoh,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,628 (1999).

[15]Z.X.Shen, A.Lanzara, S.Ishihara, and N.Nagaosa,

cond-m at/0108381.

[16]O .R�osh and O .G unnarsson,cond-m at/0308035.

[17]S.Ishihara and N.Nagaosa,cond-m at/0311200.

[18]S.M azum dar,F.G uo,D .G uo,K .C.Ungand J.T.G am -

m el,Proceeding ofthe \Discussion m eeting on strongly

correlated electron system s in chem istry,Bangalore,In-

dia,(SpringerVerlag 1996).

[19]C.H. Pao and H.B. Schuttler, Phys. Rev. B 57, 5051

(1998);Phys.Rev.B 60,1283 (1999).

[20]I.G .Lang and Y.A.Firsov,Sov.Phys.JETP 16,1301

(1963);Sov.Phys.Solid Satate 5,2049 (1964).

[21]G .W ellein,H.Roder and H.Fehske,Phys.Rev.B 53,

9666 (1996).

[22]J.Bonca,T.K atrasnik and S.A.Trugm an,Phys.Rev.

Lett.84,3153 (2000).

[23]A.S.Alexandrov and J. Ranninger, Phys. Rev. B 24,

1164 (1981);

[24]Y.Bar-Yam ,T.Egam i,J.M .de Leon and A.R.Bishop,

Lattice E�ectsin High-Tc Superconductors(W orld Scien-

ti�c,Singapore,1992).

[25]Y.Petrov and T.Egam i,APS,AnnualM arch M eeting

Y 20,003 (2000).

[26]M ichele Cini, G ianluca Stefanucci and Adalberto

Balzarotti,Eur.Phys.J.B 10,293 (1999).

[27]M ichele Cini, Adalberto Balzarotti and G ianluca Ste-

fanucci,Eur.Phys.J.B 14,269 (2000).

[28]M .Cini,E.Perfetto and G .Stefanucci,Eur.Phys.J.B

20,91 (2001).

[29]I.B.Bersuker,V.W .Polinger,Vibronic Interactionsin

M oleculesand Crystals,SpringerBerlin,1989.

[30]G iuseppeG rosso and G iuseppePastoriParravicini,Solid

State Physics,Academ ic Press,San D iego (2000).

[31]M .Ciniand A.D ’Andrea,J.Phys.C 21,193 (1988)and

referencestherein.

[32]T.Sakai,D .Poilblanc,and D .J.Scalapino,Phys.Rev.

B 55,8445 (1997).

[33]P.Paturi, J.Raittila,H. Huhtinen, V-P Huhtala and R.

Laiho,J.Phys.Condensed M atter B 15 (2003)2103.

14

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0108381
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308035
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311200

