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The phase diagram of the unconstrained t J model is calculated using the
random phase approxin ation. It is found that the extended s and the d,2 2 -channels
are not degenerate near half 1ling. Extended spairing with a low T. occurs only
for a band containing less then 04 electrons or hols per uni cell, whereas n a
large region around half- Iling d-wave pairing is the only stabl superconducting
solution. At half 1ling superconductivity is suppressed due to the form ation of the
antiferrom agnetic M ott-H ubbard nsulating state. By extending the analysis to the
unconstrained t t° J m odel, it is proven that, if a Fem i surface is assum ed
sin ilar to the one that is known to exist in cuprous oxide superconductors, the
highest superconducting T, is reached for about 0:7 electron per site, whereas the
antiferrom agnetic solution still occurs for 1 electron per site. It is shown, that
the m axin um d-wave superconductihgm ean eld transition tem perature is half the

m axin um value that the N eel tem perature can have n the M ott=nsulating state.
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In spoite ofa huge experim entaland theoreticale ort to understand the superconductivity
in the cuprous oxide high T . superconductors [}, a m echanisn for superconductivity has
not yet been m ly established. A ot of attention has been devoted to cbtain a m odel
for superconductivity starting from the Hubbbard ham iltonian, however, there is a grow ing
suspicion that the positive U Hubbard m odel alone can not give rise to superconductivity
Bl. A di erent approach has been to treat the electronic degrees of freedom and ’spin

uctuations e ectively as ssparate channels [@,f], leading to a retarded elctron-electron
Interaction m ediated by spin— uctuations. T he Jatterm odelhasproven to bem ore sucoessfiil
In the sense of providing a possble m echanisn of superconductivity.

Here I w ill discuss pairing using an exchange-only H am iltonian
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The t J model is studied here without the usual constraint on doubl occupancy of
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the same site as a model n is own right. In the realspace representation J ocouples
nearest neighbouring sites on a square lattice. Hence the exchange part is of the fomm
% Jo F r; Sk Sr+ %nR ng+ ) where runs over the four nearest neighbour sites, and the
factor 1=2 com pensates doubl counting of the interactions in the summ ation over R . If
one oconsiders only two neighbouring soins the energy of the triplt state is 0, and of the
sihgkt it is &, hence the sign convention is such, that Jy > 0 couples neighbouring spins
anti-ferrom agnetically.

For the dispersion of the band I w ill consider a nearest neighbour and a next nearest neigh—
bour hopping tem , but apart from that, it is the sam e ham iltonian as was used In the
papersby Baskaran, Zou and Anderson BZA) [f]], Emery Bland by K otliar {]. A Though
usually such a Ham iltonian is thought to be derived from the Hubbard m odel by m eans
of a G utzw iller proction, Which also changes the character of the ferm ion operators, by
proecting out doubl occupancy of the sam e sites) it should be pointed out, that in the
cuprous oxide system s this term m ay also have a di erent m icroscopic origin. A s the ac—

tual bandstructure in these systam s is experin entally known to be better described by the



three band m odel of Zaanen, Sawatzky and A llen [I(], which is again a sin pli ed version

of the real valence band structure involving 6 oxygen 2p bands and 5 cupper 3d-bands for
the occupied states, as well as unoccupied 3s and 3p states) a transform ation to a singlke
band ham iltonian will In principle generate both an e ective Hubbard U and an intersite
J [I{L3]. Exam pls of such transfomm ations can be found in the work by Emery B], and
by Jansen [[4]. However, also other, m ore com plicated types of interactions are generated
when m aking transfom ations of this type, notably the correlated hopping term (W ith six
operators) which, ashasbeen shown by H irsch, prom otes superconductivity of hole-carriers
[[3]. The interaction considered by Jansen as well as the correlated hopping term treated
by Hirsth, e ectively provide an on-site attraction, which, when considered on its own,
prom otes pairing In the (Mon-extended) swave channel. In this paper I will assum e that
the net on-site interaction is repulsive, which, as w ill be discussed below , tends to suppress
superconductivity by stabilizing the anti-ferrom agnetic solution.

M onthoux and P nes E] have considered thet fbandstructure togetherw ith an Interaction
ofthe form g@)=s(@) S ( qg), where 8(q) rpresents the valence electron soin-operator, and
S ( ) isa ssparate soin— uctuation operator, the properties of which are determ ined by the
Foin-susceptbility. T he transport and superconducting properties are then calculated from

strong-coupling theory using em pircal values for the soin-susosptibility and g(g). It has
been shown by M onthoux et al. that the e ective electron-electron K emel arising from such

a coupling becom es indeed a spin-dependent interaction [L4], which could in principle be
w ritten as a frequency dependent version of Eq. [l fL7]. In the sam e paper a weak coupling
analysis of such a frequency dependent K emel was given. In the present paper the prob-
lem is further sin pli ed by disregarding a possble frequency dependency of J Q ), which,
depending on the details of the m icroscopic origine ofEq. [, may stillbe a justifyable ap—
proxin ation. T his allow s us to explore the phase diagram in som ew hat m ore detail w ithout
having too m any param eters to consider.

Apart from these general considerations I have no sound m icroscopic jasti cation for using

this ham ittonian. The m ain m otivation to use it com es from the fact that, as Iwill show in



this paper, it appears to do a surprisingly good b as a phenom enologicalm odel consistent
w ith at least som e of the experim entally known aspects of superconductivity in these sys—
tem s.

BZA []] considered pairing ofthe s -type near half 1ling, Em ery considered d,: 2-pairing,
and K otliar studied both s and d-type pairing. Below Iw ill show, that the s “type pairhg
isnot a stabl solution near half lling, and is dom inated by pairing of the d-type. A s the
latter agan tends to be unstable w ith respect to the anti-ferrom agnetic M ott-H ubbard in—
sulating state at half 1ling, superconductivity can only exist su ciently araway from this
region. A s the optin al T. would have been reached at half 1ling for a symm etrical band,
this would lead to the conclusion that superconductivity is only a m argihale ect In such
a system . However, the high T. cuprates do not have a symm etrical band, and the Fem i
surface is known to be distorted from the perfect square that arises from considering only
nearest neighbour hopping. This actually com es to rescue: A s a function of band— 1ling it
pulls apart the regions, where anti-ferrom agnetian and high T. are optin al, w ithout hav—
ing a noticable e ect on the superconducting or anti-ferrom agnetic transition tem peratures.
T hree in portant trends em erge from this analysis:

(1) G wven the distorted shape of the Fem i surface as it is known to occur In the cuprates,
hole doping gives rise to higher T.'s than electron doping.

(2) There exists a universal relation between the highest Neel tem perature found in the
phase diagram and the highest possbl mean eld superconducting T., with Ty =T, 2.
That a relation of this kind should exist was already pointed out by Anderson R3] shortly
after the discovery by Bednorz and M uller.

(3) This In plies that w ith reasonable values for the Intersite exchange Interaction, provid—
Ing the correct N eel tem perature, one autom atically obtains values for the superconducting
transition tem perature which are (even though they are Jarger than the experin ental values

in the cuprates) de niely in the right balkpark.

T he k-space representation of the exhange interaction is of the form of Eqfl] w ith



1
JQ)= EJo (cos@xa) + cos@ya)) @)

This type of Interaction favours anti-ferrom agnetism if J, > 0, which becom es esoecially
stabl ifthe band ishalf lled. T he antiferrom agnetic alignm ent of nearest neighbours gives
rise to a spIn-dependent e ective eld, which is periodic w ith the wave vector ( =a; =a).

Let usnow tum to the superconducting gap equations. If the interaction potentialVyy is of

the form
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where E 4 2+ 2 asusual Ifwe can m ake the assum ption, that them ain contribution

leading to superconductivity com es from the J-tem , we see that the Interaction entering

the gap equations is

Vig=2Tk @+ 27k+ Q) ®)

W ih this substitution we cbtain
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where T iIntroduced the din ensionless pairing am plitudes
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A s there are two possble order param eters | , we have here two coupled equations, which
can be easily disentangled w ith the help of symm etry selection rules. I will do this for the
case w here the superconductor has a four-fold rotation axis. In that case iseither an odd

or an even function ofk. In the fom er case, which corresponds to dy, symm etry, pairing

P
amplitudes ofthe fom ; = (E_,' gsihgahavea niteampliude, whereas } and |



are zero. The ham iltonian considered here does not coupl to the dy, pairing-channel. If

iseven, we have to consider two possbilities: Either | = [ ladingto an extended swave
gap, or . = , lading to a d,> > symmetry of the gap finction. The gap function

corresoonding to these two cases is

1
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where the plus and m Inus sign correspond to the s —and d,: ,:-wave types of pairing re-

Soectively, and the gap equation becom es
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This equation was also cbtained by Kotliar §]. In his analysis the constraint of no
double occupancy ofthe sam e site was taken into acoount In an apprixin ate way, by having
t proportional to doping of the half lled band. At half 1ling one then e ectively hast= 0,
forwhich case, aswas shown by K otliar, the sum m ations on the right hand side ofthisEq.
[§ are dentical for the two types of pairing. A's a result he cbtained a degeneracy between
the d-and s-ordered state at half Iling, leading to the conclusion that a pairing of type
s+ id could occur. For any nite value of t this degeneracy is however lifted. In the m ean
tin e a variety of num erical and theoretical techniques have been applied to thet J and
related m odels, from which a tendency toward d,: --pairing hasbeen found nearhalf 1ling
R3{RJ]. It is easy to show, that for the s “type pairing at half lling ofa symm etric band,
Jo has to exoeed a critical value. Let usassum e that = W =4) (cosfk) + coskya)). For
T = 0 the gap equation becom es

9q — X
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a
hence the cricial value of J; for s pairing is at half Iling J; = 0:%62W . The reason for the
appearance of a criticalvalue is, that at half 1ling the s —type gap is exactly zero forallk at
the Femm isurface. O nly by m ixing In statesaway from the Fem ilvel, superconductivity of

this type m ay occur, which requires a m inim um coupling strength. T he d-channel ismuch



more e ective in this sense, as ¢ is nite at the Fem i surface exoept for the nodepoints.
Asa result In the d-channelwe have J; = 0.
T he ground state energy relative to the nom al state can now be determm ined by realizing
that it is the expectation value of the reduced ham iltonian m nus the non-interacting part,
which is [37]
) !
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where the rst two tem s represent the energy gained by redistributing the electrons over
k-space In the correlated wavefinction, w hereas the third temrm com pensates double counting
ofthe Interaction. In principle one has to solve the gap equation together w ith a constraint
on electron occupation num ber @{], how ever the corrections to the free energy are ofthe
order ( ,=Er)?, ] which is an all or the param eters that we w ill consider.
I still need to specify the electron dispersion relation before we can solve the gap equations.
If one oconsiders a tightbinding m odel with a singlk orbital per site, with only hopping

between nearest and next nearest neighbours, the singlk particlke energies are
= 2t(oska)+ coskya)) 4fcosk,a) cosfe)  Ee 12)

The t“tem is due to next-nearest neighbour hopping. Let m e brie y discuss som e of the
properties of such a band. Ift® = 0 at half lling of the band, such a dispersion relation
has the ram arkable property that the Fem i surface formm s a perfect square, w ith a diverging
e ective m ass over the entire Fermm i surface. In practice this situation w ill never occur, as
there will always be som e nite coupling between next nearest neighbours. This causes a
bulging of the Fem i surface, as is shown in Fig. ], which eventually transfom s into a
rotated Fem isurface if %5  %3. The shape obtained rt®=  0:7t is very close to what
hasbeen calculated w ith the localdensity approxin ation foreg. La,Cu0 4 and YBa,Cuz04
B3B4]. A signi cant change also occurs in the density of states O O S) at the Fem ienergy,
which is digplayed in Fig. as function of the number of electrons per uni cell. This

som ew hat unusual representation of the DO S is useful in the discussion below, where we



com pare ground state energies of various types of ordering at a given electron density. W e
see, that as t is increased, the DO S becom es a-symm etric, and the m axinum is shifted to
the keft side of the point where the band is half lled. O f course the direction in which this
occurs is dictated by the sign of t°. W ith t< 0 wem in ic the situation encountered in the
C u0 ,planes of the high T, cuprates.

In Fig. B num erical calulations of the free energy are shown as a fiinction of occupation
number or Jo=W = 0%, where W = 8t corresponds to the bandwidth if t® = 0. For
the sake of com plkteness also the free energy of the anti-ferrom agnetically ordered state is
Included. This was calculated from the sam e ham iltonian. To stay in the sam e spirdt as
for the superconducting solutions, the random phase approxin ation was used. Hence the
free energy was m inin ized together w ith a constraint on the electron occupation num ber,
anticipating a nite expectation value of < ¢, oG > = < &4 Cxo# > at the point
Q = ( =a; =a). W e notice that the anti-ferrom agnetically ordered state at half 1lling is
always m ore stable than the metallic state. However, for an all values of Jy the d-wave
paired superconducting state is stillm ore favourable. T his is a consequence of our choice of
m odelH am ilonian, which isperhaps som ew hat pathologicalnearhalf 1lling: P hysically the
exchange tem s should arise from a strong repulsive Interaction between electrons m aking
a virtual transition to the sam e orbital of eg. a transition m etal atom . On the one hand
this leads to exchange coupling between soins on neighbouring orbitals, whik on the other
hand it causes the opening of a M ottH ubbard gap, which is much larger than the anti-
ferrom agnetic gap. This would strongly stabilize the anti-ferrom agnetic solution. Tem pting
as it m ay be to add an on-site repulsion at this point as an additionalm odel param eter, I
w ill not do so: It has becom e clear In recent years, that a Jarge repulsive U gives rise to
very strong correlation e ects, at and near half 1ling, which can not be properly treated
w ith the random phase approxin ations m ade in this paper B7{B3]. For this reason, and
also because uctuations are neglected w ith the lJatter approxin ations, the present analysis
is Insu cient close to half lling. For higher doping i could have som e rekvance to the

m echanisn of superconductivity. It is im portant to add in this context, that the sym m etry



ofan additional on-site Interaction is such, that it cancels out in the gap equation forthe s
and d-channels. Hence an on-site U does not a ect the gap—function or the free energy for
these types of superconductiviy.

A Tthough from a M axwell construction one is kead to the conclusion that phase ssparation
should occur In s — and d-ordered regions, this is strongly suppressed if the long range
Coulom b interaction is taken Into acocount. @] A Yhough the Coulomb tem isnot included
explicitly in the H am iltonian, the presence of such a tem is assum ed in plicitly by in posing
the constraint that the electronic density ism acroscopically conserved. A s was stressed by
Emery, K &elson and Lin [[320], who studied the tJ m odel together w ith the constraint
on no doubly occupied sites, the holes are often donated by oxygen atom s which are quite
m obik ... /, providing a physicalm echanian for screening of the Iong range Coulom b tem .
Putikka, Luchiniand Rice PJ] provided num erical evidence that, In the absence of a long
range Coulomb force, phase ssparation occurs forJ=t> 38 asn ! 0and J=t> 12 near
half Iling. T he present analysis doesnot lead to phase ssparation ifthe long range Coulom b
interaction is taken Into account. P3]

The phase diagram is displayed in Fig. [. D ue to elctron-hok symm etry in this case, the
diagram is sym m etric around half occupation of the band. Roughly speaking s -pairing is
favoured far away from half lling of the band, whereas d-wave pairing becom es the m ost
stable solution near half 1ling. For Jy < 03W there are regions of no superconductiviy,
w hich broaden upon decreasing Jy, and com pletely cover the horizonalaxis for precisely Jy =
0. This tendency towards d-wave pairing near half 1lling was also obtained by Littlew ood
0] for the charge transfer m odel [1J], again using a weak coupling treatment. In these
calculations an Intersite exchange interaction is not introduced explicitly, and can only
result inderectly from the repulsive on— and intersite interactions which are taken into
account in the m odel.

W e s, that Jp > 0/W is required to nd an antiferrom agnetic phase near half 1ling. A s
can be seen from the firee energies versus doping, the phase boundariesbetween s and d, and

between d and AF , correspond to a discontinuous change from one type of ordering to the



other. For the s -d boundary this discontinuity w ill probably be softened w ithout loosing
the superconductiviy by the occurrance of an intem ediate state ofm ixed s+ id character,
as was proposed by K otliar at precise half 1ling and t= 0. The phase boundary between

d and AF isdi erent in this respect. A s both the antiferrom agnetic and superconducting

correlations occur In the sam e band of electrons, they will tend to suppress each other.
Because nite anti-ferrom agnetic correlations w ill occur on the superconducting side of the
phase boundary and vice versa, at the boundary T, and Ty should com e out to be zero if
such corrections are taken into account. T his requires a treatm ent ofthe m odelham iltonian
which goesbeyond the level of random phase approxin ationsm ade in thispaper. T he fact,
that the dpaired and anti-ferrom agnetic solutions both have their optinum at half 1ling,
is rmther worrying, as in a real solid the anti-ferrom agnetic solution w ill in practice tum out
to be the m ore stablk one, due to the opening of a M ottH ubbard gap.

Fortunately nature does provide us wih a way to m ake a ssparation in param eter space
between the antiferrom agnetic and superconducting states. A s already pointed out above,
in practice there willalvaysbe a nite valie of t°. From Fig. B we see, that in this case the
maximum value ofthe DO S does not occur at half Iling of the band. A wellknown resul
from BCS theory is, that a high DO S at the Femm i level enhances T.. If on the other hand
precisely 50 % of the states is occupied, the opening of an anti-ferrom agnetic gap causes
a downward shift of all occupied kevels In the reduced B rillouin—zone, which is the reason
why the antisferrom agnetic solution is best stabilized at precise half lling. This e ect is
dem onstrated in F ig. [§, where we see that indeed the lowest free energy of the d-paired state
occursnow at 35% 1ling, w hereas the anti-ferrom agnetic solution is stillat half Iling. W e
also notice from this plot, that this a-sym m etry im plies that the highest T.’s of a d-paired
superconductor are to be expected on the kft (holedoped’) side of half- lling. Lower T.'s
occur on the right side.

Let usnow consider the =T .ratio follow ing from the gap equation. W ithin the context of

BCS theory wehave ()= 0atT., sothat T, follow s from
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w here the sign refers again to the two sym m etries of pairing. T his equation can be easily
solved num erically. The result is, that for extended swave pairing the ratio 2 =kg T, is
6.5, whereas for d-wave pairing it rises gradually from 4 if J, W ,up to 65 In the Iin it
where J, W . This is not sensitive to the value of the param eter t°. W e should keep In
m Ind here, that  isthemaxinum valie reached by () (resoectively at the ( ;0)—and
( ; )pomt ford-and s -pairing).

Finally it is interesting to look how themean eld estin ate of T, depends on the coupling
strength Jo=W . InFig. T =W isdisplayed asa function ofJ,=W forthe d-wave channel.
F irst of allwe notice, that for J, > W =4 the value of T[' ¥ is about Jy=4. For Jo=W << 1
this crosses over to a quadratic dependency TY ¥ = 4J2=W . For com parison a sin ilar curve
is disgplayed for conventional swave pairing, using the negative U H ubbard m odelin a band
wih a square DO S.W e notice that the mean eld transition tem perature w ith the latter
modelbecomes TS ¥ = {J #4 for large JJ j which is actually outside the range of validity
of the BC'S weak coupling approach K1J4]]), and has the fam iliar BC S-lke exp ( W =3J 9
behaviour for am allU . The T, for the extended swave pairing lies again below the negative
U curve, and isonly nite above a threshold value of Jy as discussed above.

A oonsequence ofthis is, that them odelham iltonian proposed here leads to quite reasonable
values of the transition tem perature, which are rehtively insensitive to the value assum ed
for the bandw idth. Iff we assum e that Prexample Jy = 01eV , we would nd that the Neel
team perature in the M ott—-nsulating state can not exceed the mean eld value orZ2 = 4
interacting neighbours Ty' ¥ = ZS (S + 1)J,=6 = 580K . Ifwe assum e that the bandw idth is
an aller than about 05 €V, we obtain from the BC S gap equation that the d-wave transition
tem perature can not exceed themean eld value T ¥ = 290K . T his dem onstrates that the
optin alN eel tem perature and the optin al superconducting transition tem perature have a
ratio of about 2 for Jp=W ofthe order 02 to 1. Kesping In m ind, that wih themean eld

approach we overestin ate both Ty and T., I expect that the ratio between the two should
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rem aln relatively Intact if corrections beyond the mean eld approxin ation are inclided.

In the Ilim it where Jp=W is anall, T, com es out an aller, although the suppression of the
transition tem perature goes much slower then for conventional s-wave superconductivity.
For exam plk if the bandwidth is1 &V we obtaln T = 137K,andwih W = 2 &V we nd

that T.= 74 K.

Finally i is possbl now to draw a phase diagram In the tem perature versus doping
plne. Let us choose Jy = 0:1eV, which gives approxin ately the correct value for Ty ,
and t’=t = 0:7 which gives approxin ately the right Femm i surface. To stay in the regin e
where Ty 2T, tusassume 8t = W = 0:5eV. The latter param eter is rather am all
com pared to the 2 to 3 eV of the bare copper-oxygen py, Py, dy2 2 antioonding band B3,
and Jeads to a slight over-estin ation of T .. A lthough the estin ated N eel tem perature can

be Indicated at half 1ling of the phassediagram , the present analysis has no bearing on the
region near half Iling, which was kft open for that reason. T he phase diagram , displayed

in Fig[], perhaps som ew hat optin istically gives values of T. above 200 K , which sofar has
not been und experin entally. A coording to the mule-ofthumb that T, scalswith Ty B3],
one has to look for system s w ith relatively high N eel tam peratures In order to reach room

tem perature superconductivity. A number offactorswilllower T . below them ean eld value
given here. F irst of all, anti-ferrom agnetic correlations w ill occur near the M ott=nsulating
state, which tend to suppress the superconducting order. Very strong on-site spin corre—
lations are known to exist due to the large on-site U, but d and s -pairs are Insensitive
to this interaction channel, as can be seen from the gap equation. Second, themean eld
approach links T. directly to the energy scale of the pairbreaking, which again lads to an
overestin ation of T.. The reason for this, is that the long range phass-coherence can be
Jost In a dephasing-transition, if the phase uctuations have a lower energy scale than the
pairbreaking energy. T his requires a better know ledge of the phase uctuation spectrum of
the d-wave superconducting state.

U sing a weak coupling BC S treatm ent of the t+-J m odel, I have shown that there exists a

universal ratio of 2 between the N eel tam perature at half 1ling and the optin almean eld
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superconducting transition tem perature. If a realistic shape of the Fem i surface is taken,
the optin al T, occurs for 057 electron per site, whilke the M ott-insulating antiferrom agnetic
state occurs at half 1lling. W ith these param eters, T, is shown to be lower for electron
doping than for hole doping.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. First B rillouin—zone ofa square lattice, w ith the occupied states indicated as the shaded

area. T he lozenge indicates the perfectly nested Ferm i surface.

FIG .2. Density of states at the Ferm ienergy in unis of 1=W as a function of electron occu—

pation num ber

FIG . 3. Free energy di erence w ith the nom al state of the s -wave (solid) and d-wave (long
dashed) superconducting state and of the antiferrom agnetic state (short dashed curve) wih

Jo= 0:6W and t= 0. Energies are n units of W .

FIG .4. Phase diagram in the Jyp—n plane, where n is the num ber of electrons per unit cell.

FIG.5. Free energy di erence w ith the nomn al state of the s -wave (solid) and d-wave (long
dashed) superconducting state and of the antiferrom agnetic state (short dashed curve) with

Jo= 0:6W and t°= 0:7t. Energies are .n units of W .

FIG.6. Solid curve: T=Jg calculated for the d-wave channel of the exchange-only m odelw ith
tY= 0 and 1 electron per site. The sam e curve is cbtained for t°= 0:7 with 0.7 electron per site.
O pen lozenges: T, ofthe s -wave channelw ith the latter param eters. D otted curve: T=1J jversus

Y FW forthe negative U Hubbard m odeltaking a squareDO S.

FIG.7. Phase diagram In the tem peraturedensiy plane w ith the param eters J; = 0:deV,
W = 8t= 05V, and tt= 0:7. The curves are interrupted in the part near the m iddl, w here
the present analysis is physically m eaningless. The mean eld Neel tem perature at half Iing,

using the sam e value for Jp as In the m etallic regin e, is iIndicated as a clover.
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