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W e study the e�ect ofCoulom b interaction between two oppositely doped low-dim ensionaltJ

m odelsystem s.W e exactly show that,in the one-dim ensionalcase,an arbitrarily weak interaction

leads to the form ation ofcharge neutralelectron-hole pairs. W e then use two di�erent m ean-�eld

theoriesto addressthetwo-dim ensionalcase,whereinter-layerexcitonsalso form and condense.W e

proposethatthisresultsin new featureswhich haveno analog in singlelayers,such astheem ergence

ofan insulating spin liquid phase.O ursim ple bilayerm odelm ighthave relevance to the physicsof

doped M ottinsulatorinterfacesand ofthe new fourlayerBa2Ca3Cu4O 8 com pound.

In recentyears,the advance in m aterialscience m ade

itpossibleto grow atom ically sm ooth epitaxialinterfaces

between di� erent iso-structuraltransition m etaloxides

[1,2].In particular,itispossibleto grow atom ically or-

dered (doped)M ottinsulatorinterfaces[3,4]. K nowing

the wealth ofnew physicsthe interfacebetween (doped)

band insulatorshaveproduced,and thericherphysicsof

bulk doped M ottinsulatorsascom pared to doped band

insulators,the interfacescience ofM ottinsulatorsisan-

ticipated to be a prom ising direction in yearsto com e.

Prom pted by the above m otivation,in this letter we

take the initiative to explore the interfacialelectronic

statesoftwolow-dim ensionaldoped M ottinsulators.W e

concentrateon the speci� ccasewhereeach M ottinsula-

tor is doped with opposite signed charges,and address

thepossiblestatescaused by theCoulom b attraction be-

tween the resulting n and p type carriers.In particular,

we � nd that the form ation of electron-hole pairs, also

known asexcitons,acrossthe interfacegivesrise to new

physicswhich isabsentin the isolated system s.

M orespeci� cally,below westudytheinterfacebetween

eithertwo one-dim ensional(1D)tJ m odelchainsortwo

two-dim ensional(2D)tJ m odellayers,where the upper

chain (orlayer)isdoped with adensity x ofelectronsand

the lowerchain (orlayer)hasthe sam e density ofholes.

W e � rstconsiderthe 1D case,where we explicitly show

thatan arbitrarily sm allinter-chain Coulom b interaction

leadsto exciton form ation.W e then considerthe exper-

im entally relevant 2D system which, aside from being

an explicitm odelforengineered (doped)M ottinsulator

interfaces [3, 4], m ay also be pertinent to address the

recently studied stoichiom etric four-layerBa2Ca3Cu4O 8

com pound where the sim ultaneous presence ofn and p

type Ferm i surfaces indicates the existence of a \self-

doping" e� ect [9]. Unfortunately, the exact argum ent

used in one dim ension does not apply in higher dim en-

sions and, in this case, we rather resort two di� erent

m ean-� eld schem es,nam ely,a recently developed fully

ferm ionic m ean-� eld theory [5, 6] and the traditional

slave-boson m ean-� eld theory [7,8].Although thesethe-

ories som etim es m iss the ultim ate low energy physics,

they havesuccessfully predicted thequalitativenatureof

the cupratephasediagram [5,8].Sinceourcurrentpur-

poseistoexplorethepossibleinterfaceelectronicphases,

we feelthatitism eaningfulto work outthe prediction

ofthe aforem entioned approaches,which we � nd yield

consistentresults.

T he m odel.TheHam iltonian describingourinterface

isH interface =
P

a= u;d
H a + H int where

H a =
X

hiji2N N

J(Sa;i:Sa;j �
na;ina;j

4
)� t(~c

y

a;i~ca;j + h:c:) (1)

is the Ham iltonian for the upper (a = u) and lower

(a = l) system s (chains and layers in the 1D and 2D

case, respectively). J and t are the nearest neighbor

(NN) antiferrom agnetic exchange and electron hopping

param eters. ~c
y

a;i = P [c
y

a;i;"
;c

y

a;i;#
]P ,where c

y

a;i;� creates

electronsin chain (layer)a.P projectsoutdoubly occu-

pied (vacant)siteswhen a = l(a = u).na;i = ~c
y

a;i~ca;iand

Sa;i =
1

2
~c
y

a;i�~ca;i (� are the Paulim atrices)are the elec-

tron num berand spin operators.Theacrosstheinterface

interaction isdescribed by

H int = V
X

i

(1� nu;i)(1� nl;i)+
� �

2

X

i

(nu;i� nl;i)(2)

where V > 0 is the Coulom b repulsion param eter and

� � istheenergy costto m ovean electron from thelower

to the upperchain (layer).

T he exactly solvable 1D interface.W e� rstlookat

the interface m odelfortwo 1D chains. The m odelthen

has the rem arkable property that in the lim it J ! 0

the wavefunction ofthe ground states factorizes into a

spin wavefunction and a charge wavefunction. This in-

teresting feature was � rst observed in Ref. [10]for the

integrableHubbard chain atlargeU .However,itisalso

com m on to variousnon-integrabletJ type m odels,lead-

ing to a variety ofexactstatem ents[11,12].W eproceed

by perform ing a particle-hole transform ation on the up-

per chain,which m akes doped electrons form ally iden-

ticalto holes,while changing the sign ofthe interchain

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605284v2
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interaction,V ! � V .W e then introduce the wavefunc-

tion  (x1;�1 :::xN ;�N ;y1;�1 :::yN ;�N ),where xi,�i
are the positionsand spinsofthe particlesin the upper

chain,and yi,�ithoseofthelowerchain.Both setsofco-

ordinatesxi and yi areassum ed to begiven in ascending

order. The action ofthe Ham iltonian on the wavefunc-

tion  now takesthe following form

H  = � t
P N

l= 1
( (:::xl� 1�l:::)+  (:::yl� 1�l:::))

� V
P N

l= 1

P N

m = 1
�xl;ym  (:::)+ H J  (:::) (3)

whereH J representsthespin exchangeterm proportional

to J. In the lim it J ! 0 one can easily verify thatthe

eigenstatesofthesystem described by Eq.(3)areofthe

following factorized form :

 (:::)= f(x1 :::xN ;y1 :::yN )g(�1 :::�N ;�1 :::�N ):

(4)

This follows from the fact that at J = 0,the Ham ilto-

nian Eq.(3) does not act on the spin degrees offree-

dom .Hence,f m ustbean eigenfunction ofEq.(3)with

J = 0,whereas g can be an arbitrary function ofspin

variables. Precisely at J = 0 the ground state is thus

hugely degenerate in the spin sector. This degeneracy

can belifted in � rstorderperturbation theory via an ef-

fective spin Ham iltonian acting on a spin ladder of2N

spins,where N isthe num berofsingly occupied sitesin

both the upper and the lower chain,and the holes are

e� ectively \squeezed" outofthesystem [11,12].At� rst

orderin J,thespin wavefunctiongisthusuniquelydeter-

m ined. Here we are,however,m ore concerned with the

chargecorrelationsofthe system .In thisregard,weob-

servethatthe determ ination ofthe chargewavefunction

f from the Ham iltonian Eq.(3)is equivalentto � nding

the ground state ofthe attractive Hubbard m odel. In-

deed,the e� ective charge Ham iltonian acting on f can

be rewritten in second quantized form as

H c = � t
X

i;a

(a
y

i+ 1;aai;a+ h:c:)� V
X

i

a
y

i;uai;ua
y

i;d
ai;d (5)

where the ferm ion operator ai;a carries a \pseudospin"

index a labeling the layer.Itiswellknown thatEq.(5)

is in the spin gapped Luther-Em ery liquid phase of1d

system sforany V > 0,which isthe1D analogofapaired

super
 uid [11].Thespin gapoftheHubbard m odelhence

im plies a charge gap due to the form ation ofelectron-

hole pairs in the double-chain system . The im portant

lesson to be learned isthat,in onedim ension,the phase

diagram ofourinterfacem odelfeaturesexcitonform ation

atarbitrarily weak inter-chain interaction.

T he fully ferm ionic m ean-�eld theory. W e now

discuss the 2D bilayer Ham iltonian H interface at the

m ean-� eld level.W estartwith thefully ferm ionicm ean-

� eld theory introduced in Refs. 5,6. This theory in-

troducesferm ionicoperatorsd
y

a;i
= [d

y

a;i;"
d
y

a;i;#
]thatcre-

atecharge(+ e)and spin-1/2 holesin thelowerHubbard

band of the lower layer (a = l) and charge (� e) and

spin-1/2 electronsin theupperHubbard band oftheup-

per layer (a = u). The M ott insulating background on

top ofwhich thesecarriersm oveisdescribed by a singly

occupied lattice ofneutralspin-1/2 ferm ionswhose cre-

ation operatorsare f
y

a;i = [f
y

a;i;"
f
y

a;i;#
].In term softhe d

and f ferm ions the projected electron operatorscan be

expressed as[6]

~c
y

l;i
= s�

1
p
2

��
1

2
+ s� eS

z
l;i

�

~dl;i;� � � eS
s�
l;i
~dl;i;�

�

~c
y

u;i =
1
p
2

��
1

2
� s� eS

z
u;i

�

~d
y

u;i;� �
eS
s�
u;i

~d
y

u;i;� �

�

(6)

wheres� = (+ 1);(� 1)for� = ";#,eSa;i =
1

2
f
y

a;i�fa;i and

~da;i;� = da;i;�(1� d
y

a;i;� �da;i;� �). These relationsallow

usto recastH interface in term softhed;d
y and f;fy op-

erators,afterwhatweperform a m ean-� eld factorization

to obtain a quadraticHam iltonian.

First,we sum m arize the (single layer) m ean-� eld re-

sultsofRef. [5,6]. Atlow enough doping the tJ m odel

developsantiferrom agnetic order[13],which yieldsnon-

zero staggered m agnetization orderparam eters

m =
1

2
sa(� )

ix + iy h 
y

a;i a;i� 1i

n = � sa(� )
ix + iy h

X

�= 2;3

t�

X

û2� N N

�
y

a;i
�a;i+ û + h:c:i (7)

Here, 
y

a;i = [ 
y

a;i;1 
y

a;i;2]= s
ix � iy
a [f

y

a;i;"
fa;i;#]and �

y

a;i =

[�
y

a;i;1�
y

a;i;2] = s
ix � iy
a [d

y

a;i;"
da;i;#]; sa = (+ 1);(� 1) for

a = l;u;t2 = J and t3 = J=2; û = � x̂ � ŷ for � = 2

and û = � 2x̂;� 2ŷ for� = 3 [14].In addition to the an-

tiferrom agnetic orderparam eter,singletbond orderpa-

ram eters which capture the spin liquid correlations are

also introduced

� = h 
y

a;i�z a;ji; � = (� )iy � jy h 
y

a;i�x a;ji (8)

with hiji2 N N .Finally,theBoseam plitudeswhich de-

scribethequantum coherencebetween thedoped carriers

and the spin background aregiven by

b0 = hf
y

a;ida;ii; b1 = h
3

16

X

�= 1;2;3

t�

X

û2� N N

f
y

a;ida;i+ ûi(9)

wheret1 = tand û = � x̂;� ŷ for� = 1.

In term softheseorderparam eters,thein-planem ean-

� eld Ham iltonian isgiven by [5,6]

H
M F
a =

X

a;k

h

 
y

a;k
�
y

a;k

i�
�z
k
�z + �x

k
�x �k�z

�k�z 
zk�z

��
 a;k

�a;k

�

+
X

a;k

�

�
 
a  

y

a;k+ Q
 a;k + �

�

a;k
�
y

a;k+ Q
�a;k

�

(10)

In the above equation �z
k

= � (3
~J

4
� � t1x)(coskx +

cosky)+ a0 where a0 is the Langrange m ultiplier that
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FIG .1: tJ m odelbilayer m ean-�eld phase diagram for t =

3J. It includes the antiferrom agnetic insulator (AFI),the

spin liquid insulator(SLI),thesuperconductor(SC),theband

insulator(BI)and theFerm iliquid m etal(FLM )described in

the m ain text.

ensures hf
y

a;ifa;ii = 1, and ~J = (1 � x)2J. In addi-

tion,�xk = � 3 ~J

4
� (coskx � cosky),�k = � 3b0

8
[t1(coskx +

cosky)+ 2t2 coskx cosky + t3(cos2kx + cos2ky)]+ b1,


z
k
= t2 coskx cosky +

t3
2
(cos2kx + cos2ky)+

� �

2
,� a =

2sa(n � 0:34~Jm ),�
�

a;k
= 2sam (

� �

2
� 
z

k
).,

Unlike other slave-particle approaches [7, 8, 15], all

particles in the above m ean-� eld theory are ferm ions.

Thecentraladvantageofthism ean-� eld approach isthe

ease to describe ferm ionic quasiparticles,which are cre-

ated by thedy operator.The\holon" in the slave-boson

approach, which is a spin singlet and charge + e non-

quasiparticle object, is the com posite bosonic particle

m adeup ofadquasiparticleand af neutralferm ion,and

itscondensation isdescribed by thetheorderparam eters

b0;1 [6]. The fully ferm ionic approach,which yields re-

sultsconsistentwith num ericalcalculations[6],success-

fully reproduces various non-trivialaspects of ARPES

and STM experim ents in the cuprate superconductors,

including the Ferm iarcs,the dispersion kink,the m in-

im um gap locus,the 
 at dispersion around (�;0), the

peak-dip-hum p and the absence of coherence peaks in

deeply underdoped dI=dV spectra [5,16]. Encouraged

by the above successes we extend Eq.(10) to describe

two oppositely doped M ott insulator layers. Following

ourexact1D result,weintroducethe orderparam eters

es = h�
y

l;i
�� �u;i+ �

y

u;i�� �l;ii

et = (� )ix + iy h�
y

l;i
�� �u;i� �

y

u;i�� �l;ii; (11)

to describethe form ation ofspin singletand spin triplet

excitons. In Eq.(11)�� = (�x � i�y)=2. The resulting

inter-layerm ean-� eld Ham iltonian reads

H
M F
int = �

V

2

X

k

�

es�
y

u;k
�x�l;k + iet�

y

u;k+ Q
�y�l;k + h:c:

�

(12)

Thezero tem peraturem ean-� eld phasediagram isde-

term ined uponm inim izingthem ean-� eldenergyhHM F
u +

H M F
l

+ H M F
int � E 0i, where E 0 = � [3

~JN

2
(�2 + � 2)+

1:36~JN m 2 � 8N m n � 4N b0b1 +
V

2
N (e2S + e2T )+ � �N ]

and N is the num ber oflattice sites. M otivated by the

m utualexclusion of antiferrom agnetism and supercon-

ductivity [4]in the cuprates,we om itthe possible coex-

istenceofantiferrom agneticand superconducting orders.

Theresultingphasediagram forthebilayert= 3J m odel

is depicted in Fig. 1. It com prises � ve distinct regions

whosepropertieswe discussbelow:

(i) AF insulator (�;m ;n;es;et 6= 0 and b0;b1 = 0).

Since m 6= 0 spins are antiferrom agnetically ordered.

Electrically neutralexcitonsform (es;et 6= 0)which cost

a� niteenergy tobreak,thusopening agap in thecharge

sector.

(ii) Gapless spin liquid insulator (�;� ;es 6= 0 and

m ;n;et;b0;b1 = 0).In theabsenceofAF order(m = 0),

thespinsarein a gaplessd-wave(� 6= 0)paired spin liq-

uid staterem iniscentofthepseudogap statein thesingle

layerproblem [8]. However,in the bilayercase excitons

(es 6= 0)renderthe system a chargeinsulator.

(iii) (D + S)-wave superconductor (�;� ;b0;b1;es 6= 0

and m ;n;et = 0). Doped carriershybridize with the d-

wave paired spins (� ;b0 6= 0) and, at the sam e tim e,

participate in form ing s-wave excitons. Asa result,the

superconducting gap acquiresa D + S sym m etry.

(iv) Band insulator (�;b0;b1;es 6= 0 and m ;n;et;� =

0). In the absence ofpairing (� = 0)there isno super-

conducting order. The non-zero b0 and es condensates

open a gap in both the spin and charge sectorsand the

system behavesasa renorm alized band insulator.

(v) Ferm i liquid m etal (�;b0;b1 6= 0 and

m ;n;et;es;� = 0). In the absence of � and es

thequasiparticlegap closesand thesystem behavesasa

renorm alized Ferm iliquid.

Thephasediagram in Fig.1 resultsfrom thecom peti-

tion between thespin exchangeenergy,thekineticenergy

(ofthe doped carriers)and the inter-layerCoulom b en-

ergy.Thelattertwo vanish athalf-� lling,hence,atsu� -

ciently low doping,antiferrom agnetic orderprevails. As

doping increases,the itinerancy ofcharge carrierstends

to destroy antiferrom agnetism and to favora spin liquid

stateinstead [17].In thatcase,and forsu� ciently large

V ,theantiferrom agneticinsulatorisreplaced by thespin

liquid insulatorwherealldoped carriersform inter-layer

excitons. Since charge carriers are m ore m obile when

they arenotpartofan exciton,partialexciton unbinding

isfavored atlow V .Thecarriersthusliberated from the

excitonic condensate then bind to the spins and,in the

presenceofspin pairing,thesystem isa superconductor.

At large doping,kinetic energy dom inates over the ex-

changeinteraction and,asa result,the superconducting

gap closes,rendering the bilayerm etallic. Thism etallic

state occurs in a system with two electrons per bilayer

unit celland,nom inally,it is rather expected to be an

insulator. Such band theory expectationsare am issdue

to the e� ectofstrong correlations[18]. Since the e� ect

ofelectron-electron correlations decreases upon further



4

doping,thesystem eventually becom esa band insulator,

asexpected in the weak coupling lim it.

T he slave-boson m ean-�eld theory. To vindicate

the above predictions we also determ ine the phase dia-

gram using the slave-boson m ean-� eld theory [7,8].W e

use the antiferrom agnetic (m ),in-plane d-wave pairing

(� f),inter-plane exciton pairing (� b)and single boson

condensation (hbi) m ean-� eld order param eters and,as

before,ignore the coexistence ofantiferrom agnetic and

superconducting orders. To oursatisfaction,the results

are in qualitative agreem ent with those obtained using

the above fully ferm ionic m ean-� eld theory. Upon in-

creasing the carrierconcentration,the excitonic antifer-

rom agnetic insulator(m 6= 0,� b 6= 0,� f 6= 0,hbi= 0)

present at 0 < x < xc evolves to the excitonic d-wave

superconductor (m = 0,� b 6= 0,� f 6= 0,hbi 6= 0) for

x > xc.Thecriticalconcentration xc increaseswith V=J

in a m anner consistent with the AFI-SC phase bound-

ary depicted in Fig. 1. IfV=J is larger than a certain

value,however,we � nd thatthe phase thatreplacesthe

AF state is a spin liquid insulator (m = 0, � f 6= 0,

� b 6= 0,hbi = 0). A sim ilar AFI-to-SLI transition is

found forlargeV=J valuesin Fig.1.Detailed � ndingsof

the slave-boson calculation arepresented elsewhere[19].

D iscussion.Above,weuse exactargum entsand two

di� erent m ean-� eld theories to conclude that Coulom b

interaction between oppositely doped tJ m odelsystem s

leadsto the form ation ofexcitonsin 1D and 2D,respec-

tively. Since in the 1D [2D]system the hole m om entum

distribution isshifted from thatofelectronsby � [(�;�)],

excitonscarry a � nitem om entum equalto � [(�;�)][14].

Even though in the 2D case our m odelHam iltonian

H interface is, at m ost, a sim pli� ed version ofm aterial

com pounds’Ham iltonians,itprovidestheplayground to

explore the im portant e� ect ofinter-layer Coulom b in-

teraction,which isthelargestinteraction between neigh-

boringoppositely doped M ottinsulators.W ealsobelieve

thatthe single layerphysicsiscorrectly captured by re-

stricting the in-plane Coulom b interaction to electrons

sharing the sam e lattice site. However,itiswellknown

thatterm sdescribing electron hopping beyond NN sites

can signi� cantly alterthesingleplaneproperties[17,20].

Above,weneglectsuch term s,which m ay lim itourabil-

ity to addresssystem sliketheBa2Ca3Cu4O 8 com pound

wherefartherneighborhopping processesarebelieved to

be im portant. Although inclusion oflonger range hop-

ping isthesubjectoffuturework,weexpectthepresent

conclusionsto apply aslong asxt=t0;xV=t0>� 1.

Finally,wenote thatH interface isinteresting in itself,

asitillustrateshow exciting new physics(absentin iso-

lated singlelayers)m ayem ergein bilayersystem s.In the

presentcase,such physicsissum m arized asfollows:

(i)In thepresenceoflargeinter-layerCoulom b interac-

tion alldoped carriersform electrically neutralelectron-

holepairsand the system isan insulator.Asthesepairs

m ovethroughoutthelayers,they disorderthespin back-

ground and stabilize a fractionalized spin liquid state

which supportsneutralspin-1/2excitations.Sofar,there

isno evidence forsuch spin liquid statesin single layers

[21],where the itinerantcharge carriersrenderthe spin

liquid unstableto superconductivity atlow tem perature.

Here,weproposethatthechargegap in theexcitonicin-

sulating phasecan protecttheexoticspin liquid statein

the bilayerform ed by oppositely doped M ottinsulators.

(ii)Thecoexistenceoftheexcitoniccondensateand su-

perconductivity changesthe quasiparticlegap from pure

D toD + S sym m etry.Theextragap com ponentdeviates

thenodesawayfrom the(0;0)� (�;�)and (0;0)� (� �;�)

directions. This e� ect can,in principle,be detected in

ARPES experim ents.
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