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Q uartett form ation at (100)/ (110)—interfaces of d-w ave superconductors
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Across a faceted (100)/(110) interface between two d,:

y2 Superconductors the structure of the

superconducting order param eter leads to an altemating sign of the local Josephson coupling.
D escribing the C ooper pairm otion along and across the interface by a one-din ensionalboson lattice
m odel, we show that a sn all attractive interaction between the bosons boosts boson binding at the

Interface { a phenom enon, which is Intin ately tied to the staggered sequence of 0—and

—Junction

contacts along the interface. W e connect this nding to the recently observed h=4e oscillations in

(100)/ (110) SQU ID S of cuprate superconductors.

PACS numbers: 7420Rp, 8525Dq, 8525Cp

The d,> ,2-symm etry of the superconducting state in
high-T. cuprates causes a wealth of new phenom ena at
surfaces, grain boundaries or interfaces in these m ateri-
als. In particular, the sign change ofthe order param eter
around the Fem i surface is the origin of the m ost com —
pelling experin ental evidence for the d-wave nature of
superconductivity in cuprates, asbecam em anifest in the
observation of half- ux quanta at interfaces on tricrys—
tal substrates [l 4]. A Iready prior to these experin ents
it was recognized that conventional Jossphson jinctions
(0O—junctions) aswellas —junctions w ith a sign reversal
of the Josephson coupling B] can be realized In contacts
between cuprate superconductors depending on the m u—
tual ordentation of their crystal lattice and the attached
four-fold sym m etry of the order param eters.

In (100)/ (110) interfaces orgrain boundaries ofd-w ave,
cuprate superconductors the CuO, lattices m eet at 45
degrees, such that the d,: ,:-order param eter lobes of
the two superconductors point from a nodal tow ards an
antinodaldirection (seealsoFig. 1). Ifthe interface were
perfectly at, no net tunneling supercurrent would there—
fore ow .M icroscopic roughness, how ever, allow s for lo—
cal supercurrents across Interface facets i_lf]; the current
direction at each facet is thereby determ ined by the rela—
tive phase of the clover leave Iobes pointing tow ards the
facet’s surface. This gpecial situation at (100)/ (110) in-
terfaces has kd to a variety of e ects like spontaneous
supercurrent loops 54], Jocally tim ereversal symm etry
breaking phases [5;6], oranom alous eld dependencies of
the critical current density ﬂ Yet another peculiar ex—
perin entalobservation was recently reported orSQU ID s
wih (100)/ (110) interfaces, where the ux periodiciy of
the IV characteristics was found to be h/4e, ie. halfa

ux quantum flih], this nding is the m otivation for the
present work, in which we propose a possible m echanisn
for pair binding or quartett form ation in the interface.

N etw orks ofJosephson jinctions in array geom etries or
even granular superconductors are conveniently m odelled
by classical XY —or extended quantum phase H am ilttoni-

ans g]. Thesem odels In fact can be derived from a purely
bosonic description for the Cooper pair tunneling pro—
cesses, if uctuations In the bulk of the superconducting
order param eter can be neglected [_S%]. By thism eans the
boson kinetic energy translates directly into the Joseph-—
son coupling energy of the quantum phase H am iltonian.
T he boson form ulation furtherm ore allow s for the advan—
tage, that in the hard-core 1im it an exact m apping to a
spin-1/2 Ham itonian ispossble [10], so that preexisting
know ledge for the spin m odel can be transferred to the
boson problem .

In this Letterwe follow the latter strategy to analyze a
bosonic Jattice m odel H am iltonian w ith a staggered sign
for the hopping am plitude representing an altemating
sequence of superconducting O—or —junctions. W e show
that the special staggered structure of the kinetic energy
term strongly enhances the tendency tow ardsboson pair
form ation in the presence of a weak attractive interac—
tion, as revealed by the formm ation of bound triplets in
the groundstate of the equivalent spin Ham iltonian. In a
closed loop Aharonov-Bohm SQU ID geom etry ofthe un-
derlying boson m odel, oscillationsw ith a ux periodicity
h=qg are therefore expected, where g is the total charge of
aboson pair, ie. an electronic quartett. W e interpret our
results as a hint for a possbl and intriguing altemative
explanation of the observed h=4e oscillations in high-T.
SQUID S with (100)/ (110) interfaces [111

W e start from the geom etry shown in F ig. -]. and trans—
late it into the H am iltonian
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w ith boson creatjo% and anniilation operators a’, and
asandH = t jai’jazjei (1)7=24 h . In the disk—
shape geom etry in Fig. 1 the (100)/ (110) interface be-
tween the two d-wave superconductors is represented by
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FIG.1l. SQUID geom etry for two d,2

y2 Superconductors
wih two (100)/(110) interface contact regions (labelled
= 1;2) represented asbold saw -tooth lines. T he thin zig—zag
line, which crosses the Interface sections and connects the cir-
cles, de nes the chain for the m odelH am ittonian Eq. (1).

a saw -tooth line —assum ing that the interface splits into
a regular sequence of orthogonal facets. In a dc-5Q U ID

setup am agnetic ux m ay passthrough the hole in the

disk center, which separates the two interfaces labelled
by = 1;2. The circlesm ark chain sites, between which
bosons (C ooper pairs) can hop w ith or w ithout crossing
the interface. T he latter next-nearest-neighbor processes
have the unique sign t° fr their hopping am plitude,
while the fom er processes have an am plitude w ih an
alemating sign due to the m isalignm ent by 45 of the
dy2 y2-Wave order param eter Iobes on both sides of the
J'nterﬁoe In Eqg. (]. ) U and V denote the onsite and
nearest-neighbor interaction strengths; in the follow ing
we will In particular explore the e ect of a weak attrac-
tion V < 0. Thetwo interfaces = 1;2 are connected by
t; , which contains the phase factor ofthe threading ux

. Ifboson (Cooperpair) binding occurs in the interface,
oscillations w ith ux periodicity h=4e are expected.

A phase change for the boson operators at every sec—
ond pair of ad;aoent sites acoord:ng tob,, = a',,
Bawr = @ aw1rPans = @40 Bans = @ 4us
transform s the kinetic energy part of the Ham itonian
for each Interface Into

X
H kin = tb

i

bi+th. . bi+hec: ; @)
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all other tem s rem ain unchanged. Im portantly, for a
ssquence of ordinary 0—jinctions the second term i Eq.

@) appearsw ith a negative sign.

W e now focus on the physics in one interface. A s an—
ticipated above we consider the hard-core ImtU ! 1 ,

in which the boson problem m aps onto a spin-1/2 m odel
by m eans of the transform ation ﬂlO]

. . 1
)by, s, = (D ,8i= =

s =
( 2

! b bi: @)
The resulting spin Ham iltonian reads
X

Hg = J S¥si,+s¥st,+ s?sh,

+ J, S¥si,+ sisi, @)

wih the spin exchange coupling constants J; = 2t,
J, = 2t° and the anisotropy param eter = V=2t < 0.
Thism odel { including an additional anisotropy of the
next-nearestneighbor exchange J, { has been studied
before In the context of m etam agnetic transitions @Zj]
In particular, analytical results for pairing of m agnons
(bosons In the original language) were derived, and also a
tendency to form clusters ofm ore than tw o particles was
obtained for certain param eter regin es. Because of is
relevance for the quartett omm ation, we start to discuss
the binding problem in the originhalbosonic Janguage.
From the insight into the physics of the soin-chain
model we infer, that or t° > 0 the partial frustration
of the kinetic energy favors the binding ofbosons, which
represent the C ooper pairs. Foreach totalm om entum K
of a pair ofbosons, the bound state can be w ritten as
X X
g i= Ay eX0rI g g G)

n+ j
3> 0 n

T he Schrodinger equation forthebound state, H,j x 1=
k J k 1, wih the Ham iltonian H; of one Interface can
be solved w ith the follow ing ansatz

Aj= (1) (2% (6)
where ; and , are the two solutions of the equation
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with ji;2J< 1; the eigenvalue  has to satisfy

x =V +2cosK (Z+ 2+

K
2toos§ (1+ 2): 8)

T he size of the pair is detem ined by the quantiy =
I=Inmax(j13FJ2)]and decreases w ith increasing Vv .
T he critical interaction Vy, forbinding is detem ined by
the condition, that the m Inimum of i wih respect to
allpossblepairm om enta K equalstw icethem inin um of
the oneparticlkeenergy Ex = 2tcosk+ 2t°cos(2k). The
w ave vector, which leadsto them inimum Ey isky 4 = 0
or = t%=t6 1=4andky iy = arccosll=@4 )1or > 1=4.
In our analysis we nd that the optipum two-particle
wave vector sKpyi;m = 0 or 6 1=(2 2) in agreement
w ith previous resuls for the spin-chain m odel f_l%‘], and
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FIG.2. Phase diagram of the Interface m odel according
to the num ber of particles n, which form bound com posites;
= V=2t. T he full line corresponds to the analytical solution
Eqg. ('_9!) . O pen diam onds indicate the pair binding boundary,
fu1l circles correspond to the transition from n= 2 ton > 2,

and open squares denote the onset of phase separation.

o
2kp n or > 1=@2 2).The results orthem ini-
mum attraction necessary forbinding can be sum m arized
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This function is represented by the full line in Fig. 2.
C learly, a am all to m oderate attraction is enough to lead
to pair binding for positive t°, which represents the al-
temating sequence of 0—and —junctions, particularly for
an allhopping am plitudes t across the Interface. Speci -
cally, for the physically reasonable regin e t%=t > 1 an at-
tractive interaction of order t is su cient for boson-pair

form ation; the energy scale for t should be determm ined
by the Josephson coupling energy. A fhough is very
sensitive to V and diverges orV ! Vy, typicalpair sizes
forv tand t° > 2t are an order of m agnitude larger
than the size of an indiridual facet.

It is known, particularly in m odels w ith strong corre—
lations, that pairing com petes w ith phase separation [_15]
and the tendency to bind In groups of m ore than two
particles. To explore these possibilities we have stud—
ied num erically the equivalent spin Ham iltonian Eqg. @)
In a chain of L. = 16 sites. For each total spin progc-
tion S,, which translates into a number of ipped spins
(ie. magnons) m = L=2 S, added to the fully polar-
ized ferrom agnetic ground state, we have calculated the
ground-state energy E m ). To m Inin ize nitesize ef-
fectsand to accurately obtain the energy for onem agnon,
it is necessary to m inin ize over tw isted boundary con-
ditions I_lzj] If the particles In the system (posons in

the original language or m agnons In the soin language)
prefer to bind in groups of n particles, the quantiy
em)= EMmM) E @O))=m ismininized orm = n.We
argue that phase separation occurs, when the condition
EM)> ME L)+ @ m)E (0))=L holds forallm .

In Fig. 2 we show the resulting ground-state phase
diagram . = V=2t is the m easure for the strength of
the attractive interaction and = t%=t is the ratio of
hopping am plitudes for the m otion along and across the
Interface. > 0 representsthe altemating sequence of0-
and —jnctions, while —Junctions are absent or < 0.
Four di erent regions are indicated in Fig. 2: the strong
attraction regin ¢, In which there is phase separation, a
regin e w thout binding and two interm ediate phases, In
w hich the size ofthe optim um particle clusterisn = 2, or
n > 2. In the latter region n Increases In unit stepsasthe
attraction increases, except for 2> t, where only even n
appear. The asymm etry between positive and negative
t% w ith respect to the stability of boson-pair binding is
evident, underlining the in portance of the existence of

—Janctions in the quartett fom ation. The num erical
results for the border between n = 1 and n = 2 are
In excellent agreem ent w ith the analytical results ofEgs.
(u'g) { except rt’ > t,where niesizee ectsarepresent.

Comm entsrem ain in orderabouta possble origin ofan
attractive Interaction for the bosons (ie. Cooper pairs)
In cuprate superconductors (or superconductors In gen—
eral). W e rst note that the idea of quartett form ation
hasbeen put forward before In nuclar physics f_l-l_J:]; pro-
posals exist, that fourparticle condensation m ay occur
as a phenom enon alremative or com plm entary to nu-
cleon pairing I;Lé_i] In cuprates, the possble existence
of clusters of pairs has been discussed w ithin the m eso-
scopic Jahn-Teller pairing m odel l_lg‘p] Tt was furthem ore
proposed, that due to strong phase uctuations cuprates
may be close to an exotic superconducting phase w ith
quartet condensation {16].

A viablem echanian for electron pairing in high-T . su-
perconductors arises from antiferrom agnetic AF) spin

uctuations in a doped M ott-nsulating host {17]. W hike
a nearest-neighbor electron-electron attraction is dynam —
ically generated from a local repulsive Coulom b interac—
tion, a correlation of the pairm otion In an environm ent
w ith short range AF order is expected to optim ally m in—
In ize the pair m otion induced breaking of AF bonds.
A sinplk picture for the source of binding in a system
w ith short range AF correlations is obtained thinking in
term s of static holes added to a N eel antiferrom agnet on
a square lattice: if two separated holes are added, they
break 8 bonds. Ifinstead they are added asnearest neigh—
bors, only 7 bonds are broken. N aturally, this argum ent
can be extended to m ore particles, suggesting that the
binding m echanism m ay be active also form ore than two
particles and that the actual size of the com posite ob fct
is determ ined by the com petition w ith the kinetic energy
of the particles, in a sim ilar way as it happens in our
bosonic m odel for a single interface.

Contrary to the few-particle problm in nuclkar



physics, ourparticle interaction verticeshave so farbeen
unexplored in correlated electron lattice m odels w ith su—
perconducting instabilities, and therefore no m basis
exists for a discussion of correlated pair m otion or even
quartett form ation tendencies. Yet, it iswellestablished,
that the quantitative description of the spin dynam ics
In undoped cuprates J:eunJ:es to inclide a sizable ring—
exchange coupling [18 w hich naturally arises in strong—
coupling expans:ons In next to kading order around the
atom ic lim i @9] A ring-exchange coupling does indeed
contain 4-particle interactions between electrons on pla—
quettes of a square lattice. The com plex structure of
such an interaction has not been analyzed and is con-
sequences for the dynam ics of doped holes or the pair-
wavefiinction in the superconducting state rem ains un—
known.

In the present analysis we have assum ed a an all at—
tractive pair Interaction. It is lkely that such a weak in-—
teraction does not lead to observable phenom ena in the
bulk of a correlated superconductor; but at the pecu—
liar (100)/ (110) interface between d-wave superconduc—
tors seem ingly subdom inant 4-particle correlations m ay
lad to new pairing tendencies and the possbility for
quartett form ation. In fact, one m ay argue, that the
binding tendency is enhanced at the Interface, because
the cost in kinetic energy is reduced due to the phase fac-
tors of the d-wave pairs and the concom itant staggered
sign of the hopping am plitudes in the bosonic lJanguage.

In the context of frustrated Josephson junction net—
works an altemative m echanisn of C ooperpairbinding,
based on a Z, symmetry of a parUcu]ar geom etry was
reported for Aharonov-Bohm cages [22.] In this case
0-—and —junctions are realized on plaquettes, which are
threaded by one ux quantum . In a one-din ensionalar-
rangem ent these plaquettes are interconnected In a ge—
om etry, which leads to perfectly at bands and thus to
particle localization. Interactionsm ay then lad to de—
Jocalized two-particle bound states or m obilke charge 4e
com posite ob fcts, which in closed loop SQ U ID s should
also give rise to an elem entary h=4e period of ux. A
com m on feature ofthis proposaland them echanisn dis-
cussed in this Letter is indeed the in portant role of the
partial frustration of kinetic energy.

If the m echanisn discussed in this letter is indeed at
work at (100)/ (110) interfaces, the experin entalcbserva—
tion of h=4e ux periodicities in (100)/ (110) SQUID S of
high-T. superconductors would b]Jow as a natural con—
sequence. Yet, as discussed in {1L], m ore conventional
proposals of a suppressed sin’ com ponent and a dom i~
nant sin 2’ com ponent of the Josephson current at the
(100)/ (110) interfaces are available and present a vivid
altemnative to explain the experin ental ndings RO211.
W e believe, however, that the above discussed m echa—
nism ofquartett form ation o ersan intriguing new route
for so far uneprred pairbinding phenom ena in super-
conductors [23
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