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T he possibility of coexistence of superconductivity (SC) and antiferrom agnetic long range order
(A FLRO ) ofthe two-din ensionalextended t J m odelin the very underdoped region is studied by
the variationalM onteCarlo (VM C) m ethod. In addiion to using previously studied wave functions,
a recently proposed new wave function generated from thehalf- lled M ott insulator isused. Forhole—
doped system s, the phase boundary between AFLRO and d wave SC for the physical param eters,

J=t = 03, t%=t =

03 and tY°=t = 02, is located near holke density . = 006, and there is no

coexistence. T he phase transition is rst-order between these two hom ogeneous phases at ..

PACS numbers: 7420.z, 7425Ha

Correlation between the dwave SC and AFLRO is
one of the critical issues in the physics of the high-
tem perature superconductivity HT S) 'E:, :_2]. Early ex-—
perin ental results showed one ofthe comm on features of
the HT S cuprates is the existence of AFLRO at tem per—
ature ower than the N eel tem perature Ty in the insu—
lating perovskite parent com pounds. W hen charge car-
riers (electrons or holes) are doped into the parent com —
pounds, AFLRO is destroyed quickly and then SC ap-
pears. In m ost them odynam ic m easurem ents, AFLRO
does not coexist w ith SC i_i']. H ow ever, this is still a con—
troversial issue. Recent experin ents such as neutron-—
scattering and muon soin rotation show that the soin
density wave (SDW ) m ay com pete, or coexist with SC
under the extemalm agnetic eld -'_[h,-'_$,:_€]. Rem arkably,
elastic neutron scattering experin ents for underdoped
YBa,Cu30y X = 65 and 66, T = 55K and 627K ,
respectively) show that the comm ensurate AFLRO de-
velops around room tem perature wih a large correla-
tion length  100A and a sm all staggered m agnetization
mo 005 3 Ej,.'g,.'g]. T hese results suggest that AFLRO
m ay coexistw ith SC but the possibility of inhom ogeneous
phases is not com pletely ruled out.

For the theoretical part, the two-din ensional 2D ) t—
J model is the st model proposed:_[l-_(i)] to understand
the physics of HT S. A nderson proposed the resonating—
valencebond RVB) theory for the m odelabout one and
a half decades ago. The theory is reexam ned again '_ﬂ-}']
recently. The authors com pared the prediction of the
RVB theory w ih severalexperin ental results and found
the theory to have successfully explained the m ain fea—
tures of cuprates. This so called \plain vanilla" theory
did not consider the issue of AFLRO, which must be
addressed at very low doping. From analytical and nu-

m erical studies of the t J model, it was shown that
at half- lling, thed wave RVB state with AFLRO isa
good trial wave function (TW F). In this case, SC cor-
relation is zero because of the constraint of no-double-
occupancy. Upon doping, the carriersbecom em obile and
SC reviveswhile AFLRO isquickly suppressed. H owever,
if the doping density is still sm all, AFLRO w ill survive.
Thus SC and AFLRO cooexist in the very underdoped
regim ef_l-g‘, :_fi:i, :_l-é_l', :_l-:’-"p, -'_l-§] E xact diagonalization ED )

up to 26 sites show that both SC and AFLRO are en—
hanced by the extemal staggered eld. This result also
In plies these two orders can coexist hom ogeneously In
a2bt Jdm odelf_l-]']. However, the regine of AFLRO

predicted by these studies extend to larger doping than
the experin ental results. T he robustness of the coexis—
tence 0of SC and AFLRO seem s to be inconsistent w ith
experim ents[_ié_i]

T here are several experin ental and theoretical studies
suggesting the presence of the next- and third-nearest-
neighbor hopping tem s t° and t* in cuprates. For ex—
am ple, the topology of the large Fem i surface and the
single-hole dispersion studied by ARPES [19], and the
asym m etry of phase diagram s of the electron—and hole-
doped cuprates can be understood by introducing these
term s. Further, these longer range hopping term s m ay
be essential for the large enough T, forthet J type
m ode]s[_Z-Q', 2-]_;] In this paper, we'd lke to dem onstrate
the phase diagram constructed by VM C resultsofthe ex—
tended t J model ThetrialW F’s for very underdoped
system s are generalized from the single-hole and slightly—
doped W F proposed by Lee et a]_l_2-2_i, :_2-3] The resuls
for the holedoped case show there is no coexistence of
d wave pairing and AFLRO when the next- and third—
nearest neighbor hopping tem s are introduced. And the
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phase boundary of AFLRO is pushed to lower doping
density.
The Ham iltonian of the extended t J m odelis
H =H¢+Hy;= @)
X X
tij(ci; ey + HCH+ J

ij < i;3>

1
(Si §+ Zninj)

where ti5 = t, t%, and t* for sites i and j are nearest,
next nearest, and the third nearest neighbors. < i;j >
In H; means the spin-spin interaction occurs only for
nearest neighbors. &; = (I nj )cg; ,satis estheno-
double-occupancy constraint. At half- 1ling, the system
is reduced to the H eisenberg H am iltonian H ; . A s carriers
are doped into the parent com pound, H is lnclided in
the H am iltonian.

First we exam the phase diagram ofthet J model,
that is, € = t© = 0. Follwing Ref[i5, pd], three
mean— eld order param eters are introduced: the stag—
gered m agnetization m¢ = hS7i = hS} i, where the
Jattice is divided into A and BPsub]attjoes, the unifom
bond order parameters = h ¢ ¢ i, and d wave
RVB (d RVB) one = hcycm  cyneyl ifiand j are
nan. sites in the x direction and for the y direction.
The LeeShth W F, which is the m ean— eld ground state
WF is

|
* Ng=2

y ¥
@xag.a’ , + Brl.b )
k2SB z

X
j 1si=Pa j0i
@)

where N ¢ is the totalnum ber of sites and Ay = CEk(l) +

2) (1)

k)= x and By = €, )= x with E' =
(,2+ 2% andE? = ([2+ ). Here | =
% (cosky  cosky). Energy dispersions for thetwo SDW
bandsare , = [(x+ )+ mg)* I with =
2(t +2J )(cosky + cosky).ax = k& *  xGo

and by = k& + x&+o s WhereQ = (; ),
2=1f1 [(x+ )=(, + )dlgand Z=2fl+ [(x+
)=(, + )lg, are the operators of the lower and up-

per SDW bands, respectively. isthe chem icalpotential
w hich determ ines the num ber ofelectrons. N ote that the
summ ation n E q.(-'_z) istaken overthe sublattice B rillouin
zone (SBZ). The operator Py enforces the constraint of
no doubly occupied sites for casesw ith nite doping.
For the half lled case, = 0 and the optin al vari-
ational energy of this TW F obtained by tuning and
mg in the VM C sinulation is 0:332J per bond which
is within 1% of the best estin ate of the ground state
energy of the Heisenberg m odel. For the case of pure
AFLRO wihout , energy per bond is about 3 to 4%
higher. Upon doping, there are two m ethods to m odify
the TW F:one is to use the SDW bands w ith a nonzero
, the other is to create charge excitations from the half-
lled ground states. For the form erm ethod, the TW F is
optim ized by tuning ,m s and . Note that for larger

doping densities, AFLRO disappears ms = 0) and the
W F reducesto the standardd RVB W F .Forthe latter
m ethod, the W F isthe \sm allFem ipocket" state j pi:

0 1y,
X
j pi=Pq@ Bragna’ p + Brlb' )R
k2SBZ k20,
(3)
k Z Qp, means the k points in the Ferm ipocket Q , are
not occupied. Forexam ple, or4 holesin 12 12 lattice,
Qp = £(=2; =2);( =2; =2)g. The number ofholes is
tw ice of the num ber ofk-points in Q, and  is identical
to zero in Eq.('_i%) . In general, for the ground state the set
Qp should be determ ined variationally. Yet asw e expect,
i agrees well w ith the rigid band picture In the slightly
doped cases as In Ref.ﬁ_Z-Z_;].
lee staggered m agnetization m i =

~h e Bsz ,i and the dwave pairpair cor-

e 1, F v
relation P4 R) = Nsh i R,

R Rim (R + RLo24 R+ ot R, o#)
are measured for J=t = 03 and £ = tP = 0 for the
12 12 lattice w ith perdodic boundary condition. P §V¢
is the averaged value of the Iongrange part (JR P 2) of
Py R ). Theresulting M i (fullcircles) and P §V¢ (em pty
circles) are shown in Fjglg:.
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FIG.1l: M i (full symbols) and P5"° (em pty symbols) for
J=t=03,t%= t¥= 0 (circes) and ’=t= 03, tP=t= 02
(triangles) for hole doped 12 12 lattice.

Tt can be seen in Fjg:'}' that In the underdoped re—
gion Prthe J=t = 03, "= t* = 0 case, AFLRO (full
circles) coexists wih SC (open circles) for . 10% ,
which is san aller than the weak-coupling m ean—- eld re-
sul 15% l_1-§'], but still larger than the phase boundary

of AFLRO detem ined by experimnents . < 5% . The
energies of j 151 are ower than thoseof j p i Porall

doping densities in thiscase. T his result is also consistent
w ith the results reported by H in eda and O gata[_1-§1. The
VM C result ism ore realistic than the weak-coupling one.
Tt may result from the rigorous no-double-occupancy
constraint that suppresses the AFLRO faster than the
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constraintrelaxed m ean— eld approxin ation.

Now we exam ine the phase diagram for J=t = 03,
t'=t = 03 and %=t = 02. For this case, the W F
Eq.@) ismodi edby replacing by + 4fcosk, cosk, +
2t (cos2ky + cos2k, ) due to the second and third nearest
neighbor hopping tem s. t2 and t° are variational pa-
ram eters. t2 and t¥ are not necessarily equalto the bare
values t° and t® because the constraint strongly renor-
m alizes the hopping am plitude. O n the other hand, the
e ect off and tP on j ;i is the choice of kpoints in
Qp,and the om oqu.@) is not changed.

0.006

0.004

0.002 ®
[ ]

so.ooo “ . ®

-0.002

AE/N

-0.004 { o
-0.006 | e

-0.008
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12

hole density

FIG .2: Energy di erence per site between the two wave func—
tions §j piand j rpsidrt=t= 03 and t°%=t= 02 in
12 12 (fullcircles) and 16 16 (open squares) lattices.

T he optim alwave functions for di erent densities are
determm ined by m Inin izing the variationalenergiesam ong
J pms; ;fQpg)iand § 1s s ;t2;tY; )i. The dif
ferences of the energies ofbest 7 piand j 1si or
various hole densities are shown in Fjg'@'. W™ i (Ml tri-
angles) and P §V® (open triangles) for 12 12 lattice are
shown in Figil.

Tt can be seen that level crossing occurs at p 0:06.
j p 1 has lower energy below the critical density. To
show j psiand j ,ibelong to two di erent types
of W F, we calculate the overlap of them . (%)
isonly 0:01134). The aln ost orthogonality of the two
w ave functions in plies that the ground state W F’s sw itch
at the critical density. A nother evidence is shown by the
correlation functions of the two wave functions shown In
FJgn_I’; It isclearthat theholes In j i repeleach others
and pairing is very an all, while the behavior is opposie
forj psi.

For , < 006, J piistheground stateW F and M i
is a little larger than the £ = t¥ = 0 case while P3¢
is suppressed by one order of m agniude. Thus there
is AFLRO but no SC in this regine. The behavior is
quite di erent from j psi for the sam e doping regin e
prtd = tP = 0 case, whose P$V° coexists with HM i .
The possble reason is that the W F j i gains energy
(shortrangee ect) from tsd RVB featureasj psi,

yet P$V¢ is greatly suppressed by replacing by Qp to
controlthe density. T his replacem ent seem s to m ake the
W F decoherent for pairing.

For  larger than 006, the RVB state ms = 0 in
j 1si) optin izes the energy. P V¢ increases and WM i
drops to zero sharply. Unlke the t? = t©= 0 case there
is no region optim ized by j 151 wih nonzerom . In
conclusion, there isno coexistence of AFLRO and SC for
the t%=t = 03;t%t = 02 case. These param eters are
close to the values for Y BCO and BSCO com pounds {_Z-é_b']
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FIG . 3: Pairpair correlation P4 R) (circles) and hole-hole
correlation H R) (triangles) ofj 1si (fullsymbols)and j i
(open symbols) for 8 holes in a 12 12 lattice.

In summ ary, ortheextended t J m odel, we proposed
anew WF j ,iforthe underdoped regin e which has
lower variational energy than the traditional W F wih
coexisting AFLRO and SC.ThisW F is constructed un-—
der the fram ework of RVB . The new wave function has
AFLRO but SC is lJargely suppressed and there is no co—
existence of AFLRO and SC in the underdoped regin e
ofthe holedoped extended t J m odel. T he variational
phase diagram show s better agreem ent w ith experin en—
tal results for the underdoped HT S cuprates.

Note that in this study we only consider the hom o-
geneous states. Since the phase transition com es from
the level crossing of the two classes of states at the crit—
icaldensity . = 006, i isa rst order phase transi-
tion. It is quite natural to have inhom ogeneity in the
system near the critical point3]. It may also kad to
other m ore novel inhom ogeneous states such as stripe
phase [_2§‘] A nother Interesting resul ofour study is that
the non-coexistence 0£SC and AFLRO ismuch m ore ro—
bust for system s w ith Jarger values of t’=t and t¥=t such
asYBCO and BSCO P4]. For LSCO where t’=t and tP=t
are an aller, the tendency toward coexistence is larger
and the possibility of inhom ogeneous phase w illbecom e
much m ore likely.
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