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A bstract

Using an analytical variational approach we calculate the hole-hole contact interaction on the N�eel

background. Solution of the Bethe-Salpeter equation with this interaction gives bound states in d- and

p-waves with binding energies close to those obtained by num ericalm ethods. At t=J � 2 � 3 the bound

state disappears.In conclusion we discusstherelation between shortrange and long range interactionsand

analogy with the problem ofpion condensation in nuclearm atter.
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1 Introduction

Due to connection with high-Tc superconductivity,the problem ofm obile holesin the t-J m odelhasreceived

considerabledevelopm entduring recentyears.Thism odelwith lessthan half-�lling isde�ned by theHam ilto-

nian

H = H t+ H J = t
X

< nm > �

(dyn�dm � + H.c.)+ J
X

< nm >

�

S
z
nS

z
m +

�

2
(S+n S

�
m + S

�
n S

+

m )

�

; (1)

W heredyn� isthecreation operatorofa holewith spin � (� = ";#)atsiten ofa two-dim ensionalsquarelattice.

The operatordyn� actsin the Hilbertspace where there isno double electron occupancy. The spin operatoris

Sn =
1

2
dyn���� dn�.< nm > aretheneighborsiteson thelattice.TheHam iltonian (1)with � = 1 corresponds

to the t-J m odel,and for� = 0 itisthe t-Jz m odel.Below we setJ = 1.

Athalf-�lling (oneholepersite)thet-J m odelisequivalentto theHeisenberg antiferrom agnetm odel[1,2]

which haslong range N�eelorderin the ground state [3,4,5]. The problem isthe behaviorofa system under

doping by additionalholes. Strong interaction ofm obile holes with localized spins m akes this problem very

com plicated.

Intense studies has lead to quite �rm establishing ofone particle properties in the t-J m odel. A single

hole is an object with a com plex structure due to virtualadm ixture ofspin excitations. It has been shown

both analytically [6]-[13]and num erically [14]-[18]that one hole has a ground state with a m om entum of

k = (� �=2;� �=2).The energy isalm ostdegeneratealong the line coskx + cosky = 0 which isthe edge ofthe

m agnetic Brillouin zone. However,even the two hole problem rem ains controversialbecause there are m any

sophisticated e�ectsin such system s.

Theholecan interactwith spin waves.FortheN�eelbackground,thespin wavespectrum isgaplessaccording

totheG oldstonetheorem .Thee�ectivecouplingconstantfortheinteraction ofaholewith longwavelength spin

excitationsfort=J � 5 wascalculated in ourwork [19].Earlierithad been donein Ref.[20]in theperturbation

theory lim it(t=J � 1)and forzS � 1 (z isthe num berofneighborsites).

Ifinteraction oftheG oldstoneexcitation with particlesexceedsa certain criticalvalue,thesystem becom es

unstable. Thiswasunderstood a long tim e ago forelectron-phonon interaction (lattice instability)[21]. Just

becauseofthisfactand becausethehole-m agnon coupling constantislargeenough,any sm allbut�nitedoping

destroysthe long range antiferrom agneticorderin the t-J m odel. Itwasshown fort� J in Ref.[22].Forthe

Hubbard m odel,theinstability hasbeen proven in theHartree-Fock approxim ation [23].Forthet-J m odel,the

instability oflong range antiferrom agnetic orderfort=J � 5 wasdem onstrated in ourwork [24]. In the sam e

paper,wepointed outthedirectanalogy ofthisinstability with pion condensation in nuclearm atter(forreview

seeRef.[25]).

In thepresentwork wecalculatecontactinteraction between two holeson the N�eelbackground.\Contact"

m eansthatitisdueto exchangeby spin excitationswith m om entum q� �.Thereisno retardation in contact

interaction.W econsiderthisinteraction forboth paralleland oppositedirectionsoftheholesspins.W ecalculate

the vertex function which providesthe m ostgeneraldescription ofinteraction. Forthe m ostinteresting case

ofopposite spins,there isan attraction att=J � 2� 3 which givesa very shallow bound state.O urresultfor

binding energy agreeswith thatofRef.[26]obtained by a num ericalvariationalm ethod in a restricted Hilbert

space.Itagreesalso with recentresultofM onte Carlo sim ulation [27].However,there isa disagreem entwith

results ofexact diagonalizations on �nite-size clusters [16],[28]-[32]. Following Refs. [16,26,33],we suspect

that the discrepancy is caused by �nite-size e�ects in exact diagonalizations. Recent calculation [34]ofthe

binding energy on largerclusters(up to 26 sites)and the scaling with system size indicated a criticalvalue of

J=tbetween 0.3 and 0.5,in agreem entwith ournum ber.

W ebaseourstudy on resultsobtained in [13].Thesuggested trialwavefunction ofa singleholewasofthe

form  k� = h
y

k�
j0i,wherej0iisthe background and h

y

k�
isthe creation operatorofa dressed hole

h
y

k"
=

1
p
2N

X

n

(1� �n)

�

�kd
y

n"
+ S

+

n

X

�

�k;�d
y

n+ �#

�

exp(ik � rn); (2)

h
y

k#
=

1
p
2N

X

n

(1+ �n)

�

�kd
y

n#
+ S

�
n

X

�

�k;�d
y

n+ �"

�

exp(ik � rn):

Here �n = + 1 for the spin-up sublattice and �n = � 1 forthe spin-down sublattice,� is a unit vectorcorre-

sponding to onestep in thelattice,N isthetotalnum berofsites.Theholeenergy corresponding to ansatz(2)

wasfound in Ref.[13]by variationalm ethod

�k = �0 +
� 0

2
� Sk; Sk =

�
� 2
0

4
+ 4t2(1+ y)� 4t2(x + y)
2k

�1=2

; (3)
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where


k =
1

2
(coskx + cosky): (4)

Expressionsforthe param eters�0,� 0,x,and y in term sofground state correlatorsare presented in Ref.[13].

W ith the norm alization ofonehole perthe lattice ofN sitesthe coe�cientsin Eq.(2)areasfollows

�k =
1

2

�
� 0 + 2Sk

X Sk

�1=2

; �k;� =
t

[Y Sk(� 0 + 2Sk)]
1=2

[(1+ v)� (u + v)
ke
ik�]: (5)

Theparam etersX ,Y ,u,and v arealso expressed in term sofground statecorrelators[13].In thepresentwork

we considertwo backgrounds:1)Ising background which isthe ground state ofthe t-Jz Ham iltonian and has

no quantum 
uctuations (Sz
n = � 1

2
). 2)N�eelbackground which is the ground state ofthe Heisenberg m odel

[� = 1 in theHam iltonian (1)].Forthesestatesthenum ericalvaluesofparam etersin Eqs.(3)and (5)are[13]

I: �0 = 1:0;� 0 = 1:50;x = 0:00;y = 0:00;X = 1:0;Y = 1:00;u = 0:00;v = 0:00;

N : �0 = 1:2;� 0 = 1:33;x = 0:56;y = 0:14;X = 0:8;Y = 0:72;u = 0:42;v = 0:12: (6)

Ansatz(2)includesstateswith asim pleholeand stateswith onehoppingtoanearestneighborsite(S+n d
y

n+ �#

can be represented as� d
y

n+ �#
dn#d

y

n"
). Using the string picture suggested in Ref.[35],one can say thatansatz

(2)includes only strings ofthe m inim allength L = 1. Itis quite naturalfor t� 1,but itis a ratherrough

assum ption for the Ising background at t � 1. However,for the N�eelbackground this ansatz is justi�ed by

com parison with num ericalsim ulations. Itturnsoutthatitprovidesgood resultsup to t� 5 (see discussion

in Refs. [13,18]). Itm eans that the hole m otion on the N�eelbackground is m ostly determ ined by quantum


uctuationsor,in thestringlanguage,that
uctuationscutstrings.Asfarasweunderstand,asim ilarconclusion

wasm adein Ref.[23].Thuswebelievethatthe wavefunction we useisvalid fort� 5.

The plan ofthe paperisasfollows.In Sec.IIwe study the interaction ofholeswith parallelspins.In Sec.

IIIweconsiderthecaseoftheholeswith oppositespinsin theIsing lim itand thebound stateoftwo holes.An

analysisofthe N�eelcaseisperform ed in Sec.IV.Sec.V presentsourconclusions.

2 Interaction ofthe holes w ith parallelspins

W e considera statewith two holes

j1;2i= h
y

k1"
h
y

k2"
j0i: (7)

Using Eq. (2),one can easily check thatthe e�ective creation operatorsh
y

k�
obey the usualanticom m utation

relations:

fh
y

k1�
;h

y

k2�
g= 0: (8)

Itm eansthatin thepresentdescription thedressed holesareferm ionsand thetwo holestate(7)iswellde�ned.

In the naive perturbation theory, the vertex corresponding to scattering 1;2 ! 3;4 is just the m atrix

elem enth3;4jH j1;2i.Howeverin ourcase,theholesarecom positeobjectsand wem usttakeinto accountthat

the overlapping h3;4j1;2iisnotequalto zero.In thiscasethe vertex isequalto

�(3;4;1;2)= h3;4jH j1;2i� (�1 + �2)h3;4j1;2i; (9)

where �i isthe singleparticle energy (3).Due to the energy conservation in scattering,�1 + �2 = �3 + �4.This

procedure with subtraction is wellknown in the m any-body perturbation theory (see,e.g.,Ref. [36]). The

physicalm eaning ofEq. (9) is especially evident at j3;4i= j1;2i when the interaction is just the di�erence

between the totalenergy and the sum ofsingle-particleenergies.

W e considernow the Ising background (the t-Jz m odel). W ithin the accepted approxim ation,there is no

dispersion forthisbackground [seeEqs.(3)and (6)].Therefore,wem ay introducean e�ectivecreation operator

hyn� ofa holelocalized atsite n.Equations(2-5)reduceto

h
y

k�
=

�
2

N

� 1=2 X

n

h
y
n� exp(ik � rn);

h
y

n"
=
1

2
(1� �n)

�

�d
y

n"
+ �S

+

n

X

�

d
y

n+ �#

�

; (10)
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� =
7

4
� S; S =

p
9=16+ 4t2;

� =
1

2

�
3=2+ 2S

S

�1=2

; � =
t

[S(3=2+ 2S)]1=2
:

In the coordinatespacethe vertex hasthe form

�""(m
0
;n

0;m ;n)= hm 0
;n

0jH jm ;ni� 2�hm0;n0jm ;ni; (11)

wherejm ;ni= h
y

m "
h
y

n"
j0i(m 6= n and m and n areassociated with thesam esublattice).O necan easily check

that m atrix elem ents hm 0;n0jH jm ;ni and hm 0;n0jm ;ni are not equalto zero only for m 0 = m and n0 = n.

(There isalso a possibility ofm 0= n and n0= m which,due to anticom m utation relation (8),givesthe usual

ferm ionicantisym m etrization.) O bviously,fordistantsitesm and n thesecond term in (11)exactly cancelsout

the�rstterm .Theinteraction isnotzero only fortheclosestpossiblem and n:�""(n;n+ 2�x;n;n+ 2�x)(Fig.

1a)and �""(n;n + �x + �y;n;n + �x + �y)(Fig.1b).Thecalculation isstraightforward and leadsto

�""(n;n + 2�x;n;n + 2�x) � Vk = 4t��3(1� 4�2)�
1

2
�
2 � 4�4 + 12�6; (12)

�""(n;n + �x + �y;n;n + �x + �y) � V? = 16t��3(1� 4�2)� �
2 � 12�4 + 48�6:

The term swith tare due to the hopping partH t ofthe Ham iltonian (1),and the otherterm sare due to the

H J part.In calculationsweused that�2 + 4�2 = 1 and � = �2 + 10�2 � 8t��.

The �""(m ;n;m ;n)isin essencethe potentialenergy in coordinatespace.There isa very weak attraction

at t� 1 which is due to con�gurations with closed holes m inim izing hHJi (see,e.g.,Fig. 2). In m inim a at

t� 0:5,Vk � V? � � 0:018.Practically within the accuracy ofthe calculation,itisequalto zero.Att� 1 the

interaction (12)isrepulsive.Att� 1,Vk �
1

16
(t� 13

8
)and V? � 1

4
(t� 7

8
).

O ne can easily convert the vertex into m om entum representation [Eq. (9) with j1;2i = h
y

k1"
h
y

k2"
j0i and

j3;4i= h
y

k3"
h
y

k4"
j0i]

�""(k3;k4;k1;k2)=
8

N

�

Vk(cos
2
qx + cos2 qy)+ V? cosqx cosqy � (3! 4)

�

�12;34: (13)

Hereq = k1 � k3 = k4 � k2;�12;34 = 1 ifk1 + k2 = k3 + k4 and �12;34 = 0 otherwise.

W e expectthatthe vertex (13)calculated forthe Ising background providesalso a reasonableestim ate for

the case ofthe N�eelbackground.M oreover,we think thatfort� 1,due to the argum entspresented afterEq.

(6),itisactually betterjusti�ed fortheN�eelbackground than fortheIsingone.Thecalculation ofthequantum


uctuation correction is rathercum bersom e and we om ititfor the case ofparallelspins. W e feel,having an

experiencewith holesofoppositespins,thatthe correction isnotlarge.

3 Interaction of the holes w ith opposite spins on the Ising back-

ground. Energy ofthe bound state

Sim ilarly to the previous case,it is convenient to use coordinate representation (10). The contact vertex is

de�ned by Eq. (11) with the state jm ;ni = h
y

m "
h
y

n#
j0i. For distant sites m and n,the second term in (11)

exactly cancels out the �rst term and the interaction vanishes. As in the case ofparallelspins,there is a

potential-like term �"#(n;n + �x;n;n + �x) (Fig. 3a). In addition,there appeare�ective hopping ofclusters

�"#(n;n + �y;n;n + �x)(Fig. 3b)and �"#(n;n � �x;n;n + �x)(Fig. 3c)which turn outto be equal. Sim ple

calculation gives

�"#(n + �x;n;n + �x)� U = 4t��(1� 5�2 + 4�4)� 1

4
� 4�2 + 27

2
�4 � 12�6;

�"#(n;n � �x;n;n + �x)= �"#(n;n + �y;n;n + �x)� T; (14)

T = 2t��(1� 9�2 + 32�4)� �2(1� 4�2)(1� 12�2):

Again,theterm swith taredueto thehopping partoftheHam iltonian (1),and theotherterm saredueto the

H J part. To be accurate,we should say thatwithin the wave function (10)in the t-Jz m odelthere are m ore

distantcon�gurationswhich contributeto hole-holeinteraction (Fig.4).However,the corresponding valuesof

interaction potential

�"#(n;n + 2�x + �y;n;n + 2�x + �y)= 3�"#(n;n + 3�x;n;n + 3�x)= �
3

4
�
4 (15)
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arevery sm alland weneglectthem .

Now wecan considerthebound stateoftwo holes.Itisquiteobviousthatin thepresentapproxim ation the

wavefunction ofsuch a state with the totalm om entum p m ustbe ofthe form

 p =

r
2

N

X

n;m

�(rn � rm )h
y

m "
h
y

n#
j0iexp[i

1

2
p � (rn + rm )]: (16)

The equation forbound state isgiven by variation ofh pj(H � E )j piwith respectto the coe�cients�(i).If

weseparatethebinding energy � (E = 2� + �),the equation becom esofthe form

�

�

h pj(H � 2�)j pi� �h pj pi

�

= 0: (17)

Them atrix elem entshm 0;n0j(H � 2�)jm ;niaregiven by Eqs.(14).In theterm �h pj piwesethm
0;n0jm ;ni=

�m m 0�nn0. Actually,the correction to the lastequality issm all,and therefore itgivesonly a sm allcorrection

to �. To avoid m isunderstanding,we should note that in the e�ective interaction (12,14)we calculated the

overlapping hm 0;n0jm ;niexactly because 2� ism uch largerthan the binding energy �. Furthercalculation is

straightforward. O nly the coe�cients �(�) corresponding to the closestpositionsofclusters are notequalto
zero.Theobtained coe�cientscorrespond to p-and d-wavestateswhich turn outto bedegenerate.Theenergy

ism inim alatp = 0,and the binding energy isequalto

� = U � 2T = 16t��3(1� 7�2)�
1

4
� 2�2 � 18:5�4 + 84�6: (18)

Now we would like to derive Eq. (18)using the m om entum representation. Forthe t-Jz m odel,itis just

anotherm athem aticalway.Nevertheless,itisusefulbecauseforthet-J m odel,which wearem ainly interested

in,the coordinate representation is not convenient. Taking j1;2i = h
y

k1"
h
y

k2#
j0i and j3;4i = h

y

k3"
h
y

k4#
j0i in

Eq.(9)and using Eqs. (10),one can easily transform the interaction (14)into m om entum representation [cf.

with Eq.(13)]

�"#(k3;k4;k1;k2)=
8

N

�

A
q + B (
1
3 + 
2
4)

�

�12;34; (19)

A = U � 2T = 16t��3(1� 7�2)�
1

4
� 2�2 � 18:5�4 + 84�6;

B = 4T = 8t��(1� 9�2 + 32�4)� 4�2(1� 4�2)(1� 12�2):

Here 
i � 
ki
.The sim ple structure ofthe vertex (19)re
ectsthe sim plicity ofquasiparticleansatz (10).The

quasiparticlesinteractonly when they areatthe nearestneighborsiteswhich givesonly 
q and 
i
j term s.

Letgk be the wavefunction ofa pairwith the totalm om entum p = 0:

 (rn;rm )=
1

N 3=2

X

k

gkh
y

k"
h
y

� k#
j0iexp[ik � (rn � rm )]: (20)

Thisfunction obeysthe Bethe-Salpeter(BS)equation

(E � 2�k)gk =
X

k0

�"#(k;� k;k0;� k
0)gk0; (21)

where the sum m ation is carried out over the Brillouin zone (cosk0x + cosk0y � 0). For the Ising case �k = �

[see Eq. (10)]. Using the vertex (19),one can easily �nd thatthere are two degenerate solutionsofEq. (21)

corresponding to two sym m etries

d-wave: gk =
p
2(coskx � cosky); (22)

p-wave: gk = 2sinkx:

The B 
i
j term s cancelin the process ofintegration. The value ofbinding energy is derterm ined by the 
q
part� = A = U � 2T which exactly agreeswith Eq.(18).

Plot ofthe hole-hole binding energy � in the t-J z m odelas a function oft is presented in Fig. 5. The

result at t= 0 (� = � 1=4)can be very easily understood. Two sim ple holes bound together have one less

antiferrom agneticbond brokenthan when theyareapart.Astincreases,holestend toparttogain delocalization
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energy. Fort� 2 there isa reasonable agreem entbetween ourresultand thatofRef.[26]. Howeverforlarger

t,our curve lies substantially lower than in Ref.[26]. K eeping in m ind that our wave function on the Ising

background (10) is not very good for t� 1 [see discussion after Eq. (6)],we would not like to insist on our

result. Let us discuss the point in m ore detail. In our calculations for t� Jz m odelwe m ake in essence an

expansion in t

zJ
,where z = 4 isthe num berofneighborsites. Therefore,one can expectitto be valid up to

t=J � 4.Unfortunately atlarget,there takesplace a strong com pensation in the hopping partofthe binding

energy (18)� = U � 2T � t

2
(1� 7�2)! t

16
.Itm eansthatthiscontribution isasym ptotically 1=z.Corrections

from including longerstringsinto thewavefunction (10)are1=z aswell.Thereforethey arevery im portantfor

thisvalue.Thesituation isdi�erentin the t-J m odeland now we com eto thisproblem .

4 Interaction of the holes w ith opposite spins on the N �eel back-

ground. Energy ofthe bound state

Sinceweare�nally interested in calculation ofthebinding energy,letuslook attheBS equation (21).TheN�eel

casedi�ersfrom theIsingonein twoways:1)Thereisanot-trivialdispersion �k [Eq.(3)].2)Thevertexfunction

� isrenorm alized by quantum 
uctuations. G enerally speaking,the calculation of
uctuation correction to �

isstraightforward:O ne should only substitute the wavefunctions(2)into Eq.(9).Aswe havepointed outin

discussion afterEq. (6),the wave function (2) on the N�eelbackground is actually m ore reliable than on the

Ising one.Unfortunately straightforward calculation of� isextrem ely cum bersom ebecausethereappearm any

com plicated correlators.Thuswehaveto m akesom e sim pli�cations.

1)Forthe Ising case the wave function ofbound state (22)isconcentrated nearthe edge ofthe Brillouin

zone (
k = 0). W e willprove that for the N�eelbackground this concentration is even stronger. (The sam e

conclusion can be m ade from the plots ofwave functions presented in Ref. [26].) The reason ofthis e�ectis

quite evident: The bottom ofthe single-hole band (3)isexactly atthe edge ofthe Brillouin zone. Using this

fact,we willconsider the vertex �"#(k3;k4;k1;k2) only for m om enta lying at the edge ofthe Brillouin zone

(
i = 0).

2)Anothersim pli�cation isconnected with calculation ofbackground spin correlators

h0jS+n S
�
m S

z
l
:::j0i. W e m ake an expansion in the param eter � ofthe Ham iltonian (1) and restrict ourselves

to the �rst order. Although the physicalvalue is � = 1, this can be quite a reasonable way to estim ate

the in
uence ofquantum 
uctuations. For exam ple,for the transverse nearestneighbor correlatorthis gives

h0jS+n S
�
n+ �

j0i� 2q1 = � �

6
! � 0:167 which isin good agreem entwith exactnum ericalvalue.In the �rstorder

in �,itisthe only correlatorwhich di�ersfrom itsIsing value.

3)The lastsim pli�cation isthe following.W e willcalculate quantum 
uctuation correction only in the H t

partofthevertex.Actually,in theIsing lim itthereisno com pensation in H J contribution into thevertex (19)

and into thebinding energy (18).Therefore,oneshould to expectonly sm allcorrection from 
uctuations.Itis

notthe case forthe H t contribution where happensa strong com pensation: � = U � 2T � t

2
(1� 7�2)! t

16

(see discussion in the end ofthe previoussection).

Calculation with the given above sim pli�cations is stillcum bersom e but straightforward. Using Eqs. (2)

and (9),we getthe correction

�� "#(k3;k4;k1;k2)= � 2q1t
8

N

�

��
3(14
q + 
k1+ k3

+ 
k2+ k4
)+ (16�3�3 � 56��5)
q

�

�12;34; (23)

where 2q1 = h0jS+n S
�
n+ �

j0i= � �

6
is the nearestneighborcorrelator. Clearly,the correction (23)is repulsive.

The coe�cients� and � in Eq. (23)correspond to the Ising lim it(10)since the expansion in � iscarried out

explicitly. The ��3 term in Eq. (23)com esfrom expansion ofh3;4jH tj1;2iin Eq. (9),the �3�3 term com es

from overlapping h3;4j1;2i,and the��5 term com esfrom expansion ofenergy (�1 + �2).The(
k1+ k3
+ 
k2+ k4

)

part arises from interaction ofthe holes at next-nearestneighbor sites. Its relatively sm allvalue re
ects the

im portanceofquasiparticlesinteraction atthe nearestneighborsites.

Adding the quantum 
uctuation correction (23)to the Ising value ofvertex (19),we getcontacthole-hole

vertex forthe t-J m odel

�0"#(k3;k4;k1;k2)=
8

N

�

A
0

q + B (
1
3 + 
2
4)+

C

2
(
k1+ k3

+ 
k2+ k4
)

�

�12;34; (24)

A
0= A + 10�t�3�3; C =

2

3
�t��

3
:

ExpressionsforA and B are presented in Eq.(19).In transform ation from Eq.(23)to Eq.(24)we take into

accountthe norm alization condition �2 + 4�2 = 1.
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Letusconsidertwo hole bound state with zero m om entum p = 0. Ifwe expand the single hole dispersion

(3)nearthe band bottom

�k = �bot+
1

2
�


2

k; � =
4t2(x + y)

[� 2
0
=4+ 4t2(1+ y)]1=2

; (25)

the BS equation (21)can be rewritten in the form

(�� �

2

k)gk =
X

k0

�0"#(k;� k;k0;� k
0)gk0; (26)

where �0"# isgiven by Eq. (24). Letus�rsttreat�-term perturbatively. At� = 0,in spite ofappearance of

(
k1+ k3
+ 
k2+ k4

)term in the vertex,the solutions(22)stillsatisfy Eq.(26)with binding energies

� (0)

p = ap � A
0� C; �

(0)

d
= ad � A

0+ C: (27)

The �rstcorrectionsin perturbation theory are

� (1)

p = hg(0)p j�
2kjg
(0)

p i=
3

16
�; �

(1)

d
= hg

(0)

d
j�
2kjg

(0)

d
i=

1

16
�: (28)

At� � 1 thecorrectionsbecom etoo largeand theperturbation theory isnotvalid.However,generalsolutions

ofEq.(26)areobvious:

p-wave: gk /
sinkx

� p � �
2
k

; (29)

d-wave: gk /
coskx � cosky

� d � �
2
k

:

Letusem phasize thatthe factor(� s � �
2
k
)� 1 (s isthe sym m etry label,s = p;d)substantially enhancesthe

wave function near the edge ofthe Brillouin zone (
k = 0). Substitution ofthe solution (29) into the BS

equation (26)givestheselfconsistency condition for� s.Thebinding energy vanishesatthepointt= ts where

as (27)vanishes.Nearthispoint

� s � �
a2s

�
� � (t� ts)

2 (30)

To beprecise,weshould notethatforthed-wavethereisan additionalweak logarithm ic(ln �

jt� tdj
)dependence

in the coe�cientin thisestim ation.

The num ericalsolutions for � s as a function oftare presented in Fig. 6 (d-wave) and Fig. 7 (p-wave).

Dashed linescorrespond to � = 1 in vertex (24)which isthephysicalvalue.Therearehigherordersin � which

we do nottake into account.To estim ate theircontribution,we presentalso resultswith � = 0:5 (solid lines).

W e believe thatexactsolution liessom ewhere between � = 0:5 and � = 1. O fcourse the choice of� = 0:5 is

ratherarbitrary.However,wecan recallthelinearexpansion in � fortheparam etersx and y which determ ine

the single-hole dispersion (3): x = � 12q1 = �,y = � 4q1 = �=3 [13]. To �tthe physicalvalues(6),we m ust

take� � 0:5.Anyway,itisnotvery im portantsincetheintervalbetween thecurveswith � = 0:5 and � = 1 in

Figs.(6)and (7)isquite narrow.Atm ostt,the d-statehaslowerenergy.Thereisa good agreem entbetween

ourresultsand resultsobtained by a num ericalvariationalm ethod [26]which are also presented in Figs. (6)

and (7). Thusto ourview,the bound state disappearsatt� 2� 3.Thisconclusion isin agreem entwith the

resultsofrecentworks[27,34].

Solving theBS equation forp 6= 0,onecan easily derivethedispersion ofthebound state.Forexam plefor

sm allp att= J

�Ep(p)� 0:165p2; �Ed(p)� 0:048p2: (31)

Forp 6= 0 the solution in generalcasehasno de�nite sym m etry (d orp).The labelsin aboveequation denote

the sym m etry ofcorresponding solution atp = 0.

5 C onclusion

W ecalculated thevertexfunction ofcontactinteraction between twoholesin thet-J m odel.Contactinteraction

iscaused by exchange ofspin excitationswith m om entum q � � and hasno retardation. W e considered this

interaction forboth paralleland oppositedirectionsoftheholesspins.Forthem ostinteresting caseofopposite
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spins,there was found an attraction at t=J � 2 � 3 which gives a very shallow bound state (with p or d

sym m etry). O ur result for binding energy agrees with that ofrecent works [26,27,34],but disagrees with

thatofexactdiagonalizationson sm all-size clusters[16],[28]-[32].Following Refs.[16,26,33],we suspectthat

the discrepancy iscaused by �nite-size e�ectsin exactdiagonalizations.Recentcalculation [34]ofthe binding

energy forlargerclusters(up to 26 sites)and thescaling with system sizeprobably con�rm sthispointofview.

Therealphysicalvalueoft=J in high-Tc superconductorsist=J � 3(see,e.g.,[37,38,39]).Therefore,thetwo

hole short-rangebound state obtained in the presentwork isprobably irrelevantto high-Tc superconductivity.

M oreover,wethink thatthisbound stateisby-productofthepuret-J m odel.Actually,thesizeofbound state

isoftheorderofonelatticespacea � 7aB (aB istheBohrradius).Therefore,theCoulom b hole-holerepulsion

on neighborsitesis V � e2=(�a)� 4eV=�,where � is the dielectric constant. M ore realistic structure ofhole

wavefunction,which takesinto accountoxygen ions[38],doesnotchangethisestim ation.Even with thestatic

value � � 50,the Coulom b repulsion V � 0:1 eV destroysthe bound state �d � � 0:3J � � 0:03 eV.Actually

the Coulom b repulsion is even larger because in interaction we m ust use the dynam ic value ofthe dielectric

constant�(!)with ! � Tc � 0:01 eV which isde�nitely sm allerthan the staticvalue.

Thus we have to introduce a short range hole-hole repulsion into the t-J m odel. O ne way to do it is to

considera t-J-V m odel[40,41].However,we do notthink thatthe resultsare sensitive to the speci�c way of

introduction ofshortrange repulsion. W e believe thatthe m ain problem islong range dynam icsatdistances

� p
� 1
F
. This problem includes the long range antiferrom agnetic orderinstability [24]. Neverthelessthe short

rangerepulsion isvery im portant.

Thesituation isquitesim ilartothepion condensation in nuclearm atter[25],whereboth theinteraction ofa

nucleon with theG oldstoneexcitation (pion)and shortrangenucleon-nucleon repulsion areim portant.Atthe

m om entwe believe thatsuitable description ofhigh-Tc superconductorsisan e�ective long-rangetheory with

spin-1/2 holesand G oldstone gaplessspin-waves.(To avoid m isunderstanding,we should note thatlong range

instability destroysantiferrom agneticorderand therefore G oldstone spin-wavesde�nitely are notthe physical

excitations. They just provide a suitable basis set.) The single hole properties as wellas hole - spin-wave

vertex [19]aredescribed by thet-J m odel.Howeverbesidesthat,wehaveto introduce\by hands" thecontact

hole-holerepulsion.

Itisinteresting to noticethatinvestigation ofhigh-Tc superconductivity could help to betterunderstanding

ofpion condensation. Actually the long-range instability (pion condensation)[25]and the BCS-type nucleon-

nucleon pairing [42]areusually considered asindependentphenom ena.Howevernow,dueto high-Tc supercon-

ductivity,weunderstand thatthey areclosely related.

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

W e are gratefulto V.I.Belinicher who draw our attention to contact hole-hole interaction. W e wish to

acknowledge stim ulating discussionswith him aswellas with I.B.K hriplovich and I.V.K olokolov. W e are

especially gratefulto D.Poilblanc forsupplying uswith som e referencesand com m unicating to usthe results

ofwork [34]priorto publication.O neofus(A.L.C.)thankstheSoros-Akadem gorodok Foundation for�nancial

support.

8



R eferences

[1]J.E.Hirsch,Phys.Rev.Lett.54,1317 (1985).

[2]C.G ross,R.Joynt,and T.M .Rice,Phys.Rev.B 36,381 (1987).

[3]J.O itm aa and D.D.Betts,Can.J.Phys.56,897 (1971).

[4]D.A.Huse,Phys.Rev.B 37,2380 (1988).

[5]E.M anousakis,Rev.M od.Phys.63,1 (1991).

[6]B.Shraim an and E.Siggia,Phys.Rev.Lett.61,467 (1988).

[7]S.Schm itt-Rink,C.M .Varm a,and A.E.Ruchenstein,Phys.Rev.Lett.60,2793 (1988).

[8]C.L.K ane,P.A.Lee,and N.Read,Phys.Rev.B 39,6880 (1989).

[9]S.Sachdev,Phys.Rev.B 39,1232 (1989).

[10]C.G rossand M .D.Johnson,Phys.Rev.B 40,9423 (1989).

[11]J.H.Xu,C.S.Ting,and T.K .Lee,Phys.Rev.B 43,8733 (1990).

[12]G .M artinezand P.Horsch,Phys.Rev.B 44,317 (1991).

[13]O .P.Sushkov,Solid State Com m unications83,303 (1992).

[14]S.A.Trugm an,Phys.Rev.B 37,1597 (1988).

[15]E.K axirasand E.M anousakis,Phys.Rev.B 38,866 (1988).

[16]J.Bonca,P.Prelovsek,and I.Sega,Phys.Rev.B 39,7074 (1989).

[17]E.Dagotto,R.Joynt,S.Bacci,and E.Cagliano,Phys.Rev.B 41,9049 (1990).

[18]O .P.Sushkov,Phys.Lett.A 162,199 (1992).

[19]O .P.Sushkov,Physica C 206,264 (1993).

[20]B.Shraim an and E.Siggia,Phys.Rev.B 40,9162 (1989).

[21]G .W entzel,Phys.Rev.83,168 (1951).

[22]B.Shraim an and E.Siggia,Phys.Rev.Lett.62,1565 (1989).

[23]A.Singh and Z.Tesanovic,Phys.Rev.B 41,614 (1990).

[24]O .P.Sushkov and V.V.Flam baum ,Physica C 206,269 (1993).

[25]A.B.M igdal,Rev.M od.Phys.50,107 (1978).

[26]R.Eder,Phys.Rev.B 45,319 (1992).

[27]M .Boninsegniand E.M anousakis,Florida StateUniversity Preprint,FSU-SCRI-92-143,O ctober1992.

[28]Y.Hasegava and D.Poilblanc,Phys.Rev.B 40,9035 (1989).

[29]K .H.Luk and D.L.Cox,Phys.Rev.B 41,4456 (1990).

[30]E.Dagotto,J.A.Riera,and A.P.Young,Phys.Rev.B 42,2347 (1990).

[31]T.Itoh,M .Arai,and T.Fujiwara,Phys.Rev.B 42,4834 (1990).

[32]J.A.Riera,Phys.Rev.B 43,3681 (1991).

[33]J.Bonca,P.Prelovsek,and I.Sega,Phys.Rev.B 42,10706 (1990).

[34]D.Poilblanc,privatecom m unication.

9



[35]L.N.Bulaevskii,E.N.Nagaev,and D.L.K hom skii,Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.54,1562 (1968) [Sov.Phys.

JETP 27,836 (1968)].

[36]V.A.Dzuba,V.V.Flam baum ,P.G .Silvestrov,and O .P.Sushkov,in RelativisticQuantum Electrodynam -

icsand W eakInteraction E�ectsin Atom s,edited by W .Johnson,P.M ohr,and J.Sucher,AIP Conference

Proceedings189,254 (1989).

[37]H.Eskes,G .A.Sawatzky,and L.F.Feiner,Physica C 160,424 (1989).

[38]V.V.Flam baum and O .P.Sushkov,Physica C 175,347 (1991).

[39]I.V.Belinicherand A.L.Chernyshev (subm itted to Phys.Rev.B).

[40]S.K ivelson,V.Em ery,and H.Q .Lin,Phys.Rev.B 42,6523 (1990).

[41]E.Dagotto and J.Riera,Phys.Rev.B 46,12084 (1992).

[42]A.Bohrand B.R.M ottelson,Nuclear Structure,Vol.2 (Benjam in,New York,1974).

10



FIG U R E C A P T IO N S

FIG .1. Contactinteraction ofthe holeswith parallelspins.O nly the con�gurationswith holesin the

centersofsquareclustersareshown,buteach holehopswithin the corresponding cluster.

FIG .2. Con�guration with closed holes which m inim izes the H J and gives a very sm allattraction

between holeswith parallelspins.

FIG .3. M atrix elem entsforthe holeswith opposite spins. O nly the con�gurationswith holesin the

centers ofsquare clusters are shown,but each hole hops within the corresponding cluster. Fig. a represents

diagonalinteraction,and Figs.b,c representhopping ofcluster.

FIG .4. Distant con�gurations for interaction of opposite spin holes in the t-Jz m odel. O nly the

con�gurationswith holesin thecentersofsquareclustersareshown,buteach holehopswithin thecorresponding

cluster.

FIG .5. Hole-holebindingenergyin thet-Jz m odelasafunction oft.Thed-and p-wavesaredegenerate.

Solid lineistheresultofthepresentwork [Eq.(18)].Thecirclesareresultsfrom num ericalvariationalm ethod

[26],and the trianglesareresultsfrom exactdiagonalizations[16]).

FIG .6. Hole-hole d-wave binding energy in the t-J m odel. Solid line isthe resultofthe presentwork

at� = 0:5.Dashed lineisthesam eat� = 1.Thecirclesrepresenttheresultsofnum ericalvariationalm ethod

[26].

FIG .7. Hole-hole p-wavebinding energy in the t-J m odel. Solid line isthe resultofthe presentwork

at� = 0:5.Dashed lineisthesam eat� = 1.Thecirclesrepresenttheresultsofnum ericalvariationalm ethod

[26].
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