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A bstract

Using an analytical variational approach we calculate the hole-hole contact interaction on the Neel
background. Solution of the BetheSalpeter equation with this interaction gives bound states in d- and
p-waves w ith binding energies close to those obtained by num erical m ethods. At t=J 2 3 the bound
state disappears. In conclision we discuss the relation between short range and long range interactions and
analogy w ith the problem ofpion condensation in nuclearm atter.
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1 Introduction

D ue to connection w ith high-T. superconductivity, the problem ofm obilk holes In the tJ m odel has received
considerable developm ent during recent years. Thism odelw ith less than half- 1ling is de ned by the H am iltto—
nian
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W here d? isthe creation operatorofa holewih soin ( =";#) at site n ofa two-din ensional square lattice.
The operator d? acts in the H ibert space where there is no double electron occupancy. The spin operator is
S, = %d% dn . < nm > arethe neighbor sites on the lattice. T he H am iltonian @) wih = 1 corresponds

to thetd model, and for = 0 it isthe tJ, model. Below we sst J = 1.

At half- lling (one hole per site) the t-J m odel is equivalent to the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet m odel , E]
w hich has long range N eel order In the ground state E, E, E]. The problem is the behavior of a system under
doping by additional holes. Strong interaction of m obilke holes w ith localized soins m akes this problem very
com plicated.

Intense studies has lead to quite m establishing of one particle properties n the tJ model. A sihgle
hol is an obct with a com plex structure due to virtual adm ixture of spin excitations. It has been shown
both analytically @]—E] and num erically E]—@] that one hol has a ground state wih a m om entum of
k= ( =2; =2). T he energy is aln ost degenerate along the line cosk+ cosk, = 0 which is the edge of the
m agnetic Brillouin zone. However, even the two hole problem rem ains controversial because there are m any
sophisticated e ects in such system s.

T he hole can interact w ith spin waves. For the N eelbackground, the spin wave spectrum is gapless according
to the G oldstone theorem . Thee ective coupling constant forthe interaction ofa hole w ith long w ave length soin
excitations ort=J 5 was calculated in our work [Lp]. Earlier it had been done n Ref[2] in the perturbation
theory 1lim it (=J 1) and for zS 1 (z is the num ber of neighbor sites).

If interaction ofthe G oldstone excitation w ith particles exceeds a certain critical value, the system becom es
unstable. This was understood a long tin e ago for electron-phonon interaction (lattice instability) @]. Just
because ofthis fact and because the hole-m agnon coupling constant is Jarge enough, any sn allbut nite doping
destroys the long range antiferrom agnetic order in the t-J model. Tt was shown fort J in Ref.@]. For the
Hubbard m odel, the instability hasbeen proven In the H artreeFock approxin ation E]. For the tJ m odel, the
Instability of long range antiferrom agnetic order for t=J 5 was dem onstrated in our work ]. In the sam e
paper, we pointed out the direct analogy ofthis instability w ith pion condensation in nuclearm atter (for review

see Ref. E]) .
In the present work we calculate contact interaction between two holes on the N eelbackground. \C ontact"
m eans that it is due to exchange by spin excitationsw ith m om entum g . There isno retardation in contact

Interaction. W e considerthis interaction forboth paralleland opposite directions ofthe holes spins. W e calculate
the vertex fiinction which provides the m ost general description of interaction. For the m ost Interesting case
of opposite spins, there is an attraction at t=J 2 3 which gives a very shallow bound state. O ur resulk for
binding energy agrees w ith that ofRef. @] obtained by a num erical variationalm ethod in a restricted H ibert
space. It agrees also w ith recent result of M onte C arlo sin ulation E]. H owever, there is a disagreem ent w ith
resuls of exact diagonalizations on nite-size clusters E], @]—@]. Follow ing Refs. E, @, E], we suspect
that the discrepancy is caused by niesize e ects In exact diagonalizations. Recent calculation ] of the
binding energy on larger clusters (up to 26 sites) and the scaling w ith system size indicated a critical value of
J=t between 0.3 and 0.5, In agreem ent w ith our num ber.

W e base our study on resuls obtained in E]. T he suggested trialwave function ofa single hole was of the
form  x = h Pi, where Pi is the background and h{  is the creation operator of a dressed hole
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Here , = +1 Pr the spin-up sublattice and , = 1 Por the spindown sublattice, is a uni vector corre—

soonding to one step in the lattice, N is the totalnum ber of sites. T he hol energy corresoonding to ansatz E)
was und in Ref.[13] by variationalm ethod
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w here

1
k= E (cosky + cosky): @)

E xpressions for the param eters o3, ¢, X, and y in tem s of ground state correlators are presented in Ref.@].
W ith the nom alization of one hole per the lattice 0ofN sites the coe cilents in Eqg. (2[] are as follow s
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The param etersX ,Y ,u, and v are also expressed in tem s of ground state correlators E]. In the present work
we consider two backgrounds: 1) Isihg background which is the ground state of the t-J, Ham ittonian and has
no quantum uctuations (S? = %). 2) Neelbackground which is the ground state of the H eisenberg m odel
[ = 1 in the Ham iltonian (l|)]. For these states the num erical values of param eters in Egs. ﬁ) and ﬁ) are E]

I: 0=10; o= 150;x=000; y=0:00;X =10;Y = 100; u= 000; v= 0:00;
N : 0=12; = 133;x=056; y=0:14;X = 08;Y = 072; u= 042; v= 0:12: ©)

Ansatz @) inclides statesw ith a sin ple hole and statesw ith one hopping to a nearest neighbor site (S diJr 4

can be represented as ¢, da4d).). Using the string picture suggested in Ref.3}], one can say that ansatz
@) Inclides only strings ofthem Inimal length L = 1. It is quite natural ort 1, but i is a rather rough
assum ption for the Ising background at t 1. However, or the Neel background this ansatz is justi ed by
com parison w ith num erical sin ulations. It tums out that it provides good results up to t 5 (see discussion
n Refs. E, ]) . It m eans that the hole m otion on the Neelbackground is m ostly determ ined by quantum
uctuationsor, in the string language, that uctuationscut strings. A s farasweunderstand, a sin ilar conclusion

wasm ade in Ref.E]. T hus we believe that the wave fiinction we use isvalid fort 5.

T he plan of the paper is as ollow s. In Sec. II we study the interaction ofholes w ith parallel spins. In Sec.
ITT w e consider the case of the holes w ith opposite spins in the Ising lim it and the bound state oftwo holes. An
analysis of the Neel case is perform ed in Sec. IV . Sec. V presents our conclusions.

2 Interaction of the holes w ith parallel spins

W e consider a state w ith two holes
;2i= hy Why . Pi: )

Using Eq. E), one can easily check that the e ective creation operators hi obey the usual anticom m utation
relations:

fhy ;hy g= 0: ®)

Tt m eans that in the present description the dressed holes are ferm ions and the two hole state ﬂ) iswellde ned.

In the naive perturbation theory, the vertex corresponding to scattering 1;2 ! 3;4 is just the m atrix
elem ent h3;4H J;2i. However in our case, the holes are com posite ob fcts and we m ust take Into account that
the overlapping h3;47l;21 is not equalto zero. In this case the vertex is equalto

(374;1;2) = h3;4H ;21 (1 + 2)h3;44;21; )

where ; is the singlk particle energy ﬁ). D ue to the energy conservation in scattering, 1+ ,= 3+ 4. This
procedure w ith subtraction is well known In the m any-body perturbation theory (see, eg., Ref. @]) . The
physicalm eaning of Eq. @) is especially evident at B;41i = 7;2i when the interaction is jist the di erence
betw een the totalenergy and the sum of single-particle energies.

W e consider now the Ising background (the t-J, model). W ithin the accepted approxin ation, there is no
digpersion for this background [see E qs.E) and @) ]. Therefore, wem ay Introduce an e ective creation operator
hY ofa hol Iocalized at site n. Equations Eﬁ) reduce to

hi = = B expk
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hl.= -0 o) datosTdl (10)



0

P
; S = 9=l6+ 4t%;

3=2+ 25 7 t

N

; =

S B (@3=2+ 2s)}2°
In the coordinate space the vertex has the form

v %n%m;n) = m%n®H o;ni 2 n%n ;ni; a1

where jn ;ni= h’ ,hY,Pi m 6 n andm and n are associated w ith the sam e sublattice). O ne can easily check
that m atrix elem ents Im %n%H jn ;ni and m %n%n ;ni are not equalto zero only Hrm %= m and n° = n.
(There is also a possbility ofm °= n and n®= m which, due to anticom m utation relation E), gives the usual
ferm jonic antisym m etrization.) O bviously, for distant sitesm and n the second term in ) exactly cancels out
the rsttem . The interaction isnot zero only for the closest possblem andn: « @;n+ 2 4;n;n+ 2 ) EFi.
la)and w(;n+ yx+ yijn;n+ y+ ) Fig.1b). The calculation is straightforward and leads to

v @n+ 2 ;n;n+ 2 i) V=4t 3@ 4% 2?2 4'+12 65 12)
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The tem s w ith t are due to the hopping part H + of the Ham ittonian EI), and the other tem s are due to the
H; part. In calculationsweused that 2+ 4 2= 1land = 2+ 10 ? 8t
The ««(m ;n;m ;n) is In essence the potential energy In coordinate space. T here is a very weak attraction
at t 1 which is due to con gurations w ith closed holes m inin izing hHs1i (see, eg., Fig. 2). Ih mnima at
t 05,% % 0018. P ractically w thin the accuracy of the calculation, it isequalto zero. Att 1 the
interaction {4) is repulsive. Attt 1,v, ¢ 2)andv, ¢ 2).
One can easily convert the vertex into mom entum representation Eq. (9) with 4;2i = hy .hy ., Piand

Bi4i= by b, Pil
8
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Hereq=k1 k3=k4 ]{2; 12-34=ljfk1+k2=k3+ k4 and 12;34=Oothersze.
W e expect that the vertex ) calculated for the Ising background provides also a reasonable estin ate for
the case of the N eelbackground. M oreover, we think that fort 1, due to the argum ents presented after Eqg.
@) , it isactually better justi ed for the N eelbackground than for the Ising one. T he calculation ofthe quantum
uctuation correction is rather cum bersom e and we om i it for the case of parallel spins. W e feel, having an
experience w ith holes of opposite spins, that the correction is not large.

3 Interaction of the holes w ith opposite spins on the Ising back-
ground. Energy of the bound state

Sin ilarly to the previous case, it is convenient to use coordinate representation (Ld). The contact vertex is
de ned by Eq. ) with the state n jni = hY ,hY, Pi. For distant stesm and n, the second tem i {L7)
exactly cancels out the rst tem and the interaction vanishes. As in the case of paralkel soins, there is a
potentiaklke termm w4 ;n + y;n;n+ ) Eig. 3a). In addiion, there appear e ective hopping of clusters

w@;n+ ;n;n+ ) Fig. 3b) and w4 @;n wn;n+  y) Fig. 3c) which tum out to be equal. Sinplk
calculation gives

O+ winn+ L) U=4t 1 5%+4 7% 1 42+ 1 125
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A galn, the term sw ith t are due to the hopping part ofthe Ham iltonian (1), and the other temm s are due to the
H ; part. To be accurate, we should say that within the wave function ) In the tJ, m odel there are m ore

distant con gurationswhich contribute to hole-hole interaction ig. 4). However, the corresponding values of
Interaction potential

3
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are very gn all and we neglect them .
Now we can consider the bound state oftwo holes. It is quite cbvious that in the present approxin ation the
wave function of such a state w ith the totalm om entum p m ust be of the form

r
2 X

1
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The equation for bound state is given by variation ofh , jH E )jpiwith respect to the coe cilents (1). If
we separate the bindingenergy E = 2 + ), the equation becom es of the form

hojH 2 )jpi h p,jpi =0: a7

Them atrix ekm entstm %n%#E 2 )jn;niaregivenby Egs.[@4). Inthetem h ,j piwesetm %n%n ;jni=

mmO nnt. Actually, the correction to the last equality is sm all, and therefore it gives only a sn all correction
to . To avoild m isunderstanding, we should note that in the e ective Interaction ( we calculated the
overlapping m %n%pn ;ni exactly because 2 ismuch larger than the binding energy . Further calculation is
straightforward. O nly the coe cients ( ) corresponding to the closest positions of clusters are not equal to
zero. T he obtained coe cients corresoond to p—and d-w ave states w hich tum out to be degenerate. T he energy
ism inimnalat p = 0, and the binding energy is equalto

1
=U 2T=16t 3@ 732 v 22 1854+ 84 °: 18)

Now we would like to derive Eq. @) using the m om entum representation. For the tJ, m odel, it is just
anotherm athem aticalway. N evertheless, it is usefiilbecause for the tJ m odel, which we arem ainly interested
in, the coordinate representation is not convenient. Taking ;21 = hy ,hy ,Piand Bj4i= hi ,h] ,Piin
Eq.ﬁ) and using Egs. @), one can easily transform the Interaction ) Into m om entum representation [cf.

with Eq. {3)]

vy k3;ka;ki7ks) = A q+B(1 3+ 2 4) 12345 (19)
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Here ; x,; - The sin ple structure of the vertex ) re ects the sim plicity of quasiparticle ansatz @). The

quasiparticles interact only when they are at the nearest neighbor sites which givesonly 4 and ; 5 tem s.
Let gk be the wave function ofa pairw ith the totalm omentum p = 0:

1 X
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T his function obeys the Bethe-Salpeter B S) equation
X 0 0
E  2x)% = & KikG o K)oko; @1)
kO

where the summ ation is carried out over the Brillouin zone (cosk? + ooskS 0). For the Ising case x =
[see Eq. @)]. U sing the vertex ), one can easily nd that there are two degenerate solutions ofEq. @)
corresponding to two sym m etries

P
dwave: gx = 2(cosky  cosk); @2)

pwave: g = 2sinky:

TheB ; j tem s cancel In the process of integration. The value of binding energy is derterm ined by the 4
partt = A =10 2T which exactly agreesw ith Eq. @).

P Iot of the hole-hole binding energy in the tJ , model as a function of t is presented in Fig. 5. The
resultatt= 0 ( = 1=4) can be very easily understood. Two sin ple holes bound together have one less
antiferrom agneticbond broken than w hen they are apart. A st increases, holestend to part to gain delocalization



energy. Fort 2 there is a reasonable agreem ent between our resul and that ofR ef]. H owever for larger
t, our curve lies substantially lower than in Ref.@]. Keeping In m ind that our wave function on the Ising
background ) is not very good for t 1 [see discussion after Eq. ﬂS)], we would not like to insist on our
result. Let us discuss the point in m ore detail. In our calculations fort J, modelwe m ake in essence an
expansion In %, where z = 4 is the num ber of neighbor sites. T herefore, one can expect it to be valid up to
=J 4. Unfortunately at large t, there takes place a strong com pensation in the hopping part of the binding
energy fid) =u 2t £(@ 7% ! {£.Itmeansthat this contrution is asym ptotically 1=z. C orrections
from including longer strings into the wave fiinction ) are 1=z aswell. T herefore they are very in portant for

this value. T he situation is di erent in the tJ m odeland now we com e to this problem .

4 Interaction of the holes w ith opposite spins on the N eel back-
ground. Energy of the bound state

Sihcewe are nally interested in calculation ofthe binding energy, let us look at the B S equation @) . TheNeel

casedi ers from the Ising one In twoways: 1) T here isa nottrivialdispersion IEq.E)]. 2) T he vertex function
is renom alized by quantum uctuations. G enerally speaking, the calculation of uctuation correction to

is straightforward: O ne should only substitute the wave functions @) into Eq. @) . A swe have pointed out in

discussion after Eq. B), the wave function @) on the N eel background is actually m ore reliable than on the

Ising one. Unfortunately straightforward calculation of is extrem ely cum bersom e because there appearm any

com plicated correlators. T hus we have to m ake som e sim pli cations.

1) For the Ising case the wave fiinction of bound state @) is concentrated near the edge of the B rillouin
zone (x = 0). W e will prove that for the N eel background this concentration is even stronger. (The same
conclusion can be m ade from the plots of wave functions presented in Ref. @].) T he reason of this e ect is
quite evident: T he bottom of the sihgle-hol band @) is exactly at the edge of the B rillouin zone. U sing this
fact, we will consider the vertex w4 k3;ks;k15ks) only for m om enta Iying at the edge of the Brillouin zone
(1= 0).

2) Another sim pli cation is connected w ith calculation ofbackground spin correlators
WErs, S% :::Pi. W e make an expansion in the parameter of the Ham iltonian (ﬂ) and restrict ourselves
to the st order. A lthough the physical value is = 1, this can be quite a reasonable way to estim ate
the in uence of quantum uctuations. For exam ple, for the transverse nearest neighbor correlator this gives
B Spy PL 29= ¢! 0167 which is in good agreem ent w ith exact num erical value. In the rst order
In , i is the only correlator which di ers from its Ising value.

3) The last sin pli cation is the ollow ing. W e w ill calculate quantum uctuation correction only in the H ¢
part of the vertex. A ctually, In the Ising 1im it there isno com pensation in H ;5 contribution into the vertex @)
and into the binding energy @) . Therefore, one should to expect only an all correction from uctuations. It is
not the case for the H ¢ contrbution where happens a strong compensation: = U 2T £@ 77! £
(see discussion In the end of the previous section).

Calculation w ith the given above sin pli cations is still cum bersom e but straightforward. Usihg Egs. @)
and E), w e get the correction

8
i (sjkaikijka) = 2qt- P4 g+ itk T oxrxa) T @67 7 56 %) o 12345 @3)

where 2 = 0B} S,; Pi= < Isthe nearest neighbor correlator. C larly, the correction @) is repulsive.
The coe cients and 1 Eq. R3) correspond to the Ising lim it (EI) since the expansion In  is carried out
explicitly. The ° tem in Eq. @3) comes from expansion of 13;4H ;21 in Eq. {§), the > ° tem comes
from overlapping h3;47L;21, and the 5 term com es from expansion ofenergy (1 + ). The ( Kitks T kp+ky)
part arises from interaction of the holes at next-nearest neighbor sites. Its relatively am all value re ects the
In portance of quasiparticles interaction at the nearest neighbor sites.

A dding the quantum uctuation correction @) to the Ising value of vertex @), we get contact hole-hole
vertex for the tJ m odel

8
9# ksikaikisky) = N RO+ B (1 3+ 2 )% = (rovks t korks) 12347 (24)
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E xpressions for A and B are presented In Eq. @). In transform ation from Eq. @) to Eq. @) we take into
account the nom alization condition 2+ 4 2= 1.



Let us consider two hole bound state wih zeromomentum p = 0. Ifwe expand the single hol dispersion
ﬁ) near the band bottom

N 1 2. _ 4 (x + v) . 25)
kT opetT o ki [ 2=4+ 42+ y)}2’
the B S equation @) can be rew ritten In the fom
X
( 29 = i kK Kgeos 26)
kO
w here 9# is given by Eq. @). Let us rst treat -tem perturbatively. At = 0, in spite of appearance of
(k,+ks T k,+k,) tem In the vertex, the solutions @) still satisfy Eq. @) w ith binding energies
W—a, A ¢y D=as A+c: @7)
The st corrections in perturbation theory are
(e ©s 2.0 3 @ © . 2.0, 1
p =] KTpis — a =) K3eis o @8)
16 16
At 1 the corrections becom e too large and the perturbation theory is not valid. H ow ever, general solutions
ofEqg. @) are cbvious:
sink
pwave : g / 72; (29)
p k
cosky cos
dwave : gk / —2}%
d k
Let us em phasize that the factor ( s Z) ' (s is the symmetry label, s = p;d) substantially enhances the

wave function near the edge of the Brillouin zone ( x = 0). Substitution of the solution ) into the BS
equation ) gives the selftonsistency condition for . The binding energy vanishes at the point t= t5 where
as @) vanishes. N ear this point

a2

s = € & (30)
To be precise, we should note that for the d-w ave there is an addiionalweak logarithm ic (In jt—tdj) dependence
In the coe cient in this estin ation.
T he num erical solutions for ¢ as a function of t are presented in Fig. 6 (dwave) and Fig. 7 (owave).
D ashed lines correspond to = 1 in vertex @) which is the physicalvalue. There are higherordersin which
we do not take into account. To estim ate their contrdbution, we present also resultswih = 05 (solid lines).
W e believe that exact solution lies som ewherebetween = 05 and = 1. O foourse the choiceof = 05 is
rather arbitrary. H owever, we can recall the linear expansion in  for the param eters x and y which detem ine
the single-hole dispersion E): X = 12g = ,y= 4g = =3 E]. To t the physical values @), wemust
take 05. Anyway, i isnot very in portant since the intervalbetween the curveswih = 05and = 1in
Figs. (6) and (7) is quie narrow . At m ost t, the d-state has lower energy. T here is a good agreem ent betw een
our results and results obtained by a num erical variationalm ethod @] which are also presented In Figs. (6)
and (7). Thus to our view, the bound state disappearsatt 2 3. This conclusion is In agreem ent w ith the
results of recent works E, @].
Solving the BS equation forp 6 0, one can easily derive the digpersion of the bound state. For exam ple for
anallp att=J
E, o) 0:16505°; Eq ) 0:048¢: 31)

Forp 6 0 the solution In generalcase hasno de nite symm etry (d orp). The labels in above equation denote
the sym m etry of corresponding solution atp = 0.

5 Conclusion

W e calculated the vertex fnction of contact interaction betw een two holes in the t-J m odel. C ontact interaction
is caused by exchange of soin excitations w ith m om entum g and has no retardation. W e considered this
Interaction forboth paralleland opposite directions of the holes spins. For the m ost interesting case of opposite



spins, there was found an attraction at t=J 2 3 which gives a very shallow bound state wih p ord
symm etry). Our result for binding energy agrees w ith that of recent works @ E 5], but disagrees w ith
that of exact diagonalizations on an all-size clusters @ @ —@] Follow ing Refs. .ﬁﬂe suspect that
the discrepancy is caused by nite-size e ects in exact diagonalizations. R ecent calculation B4[] of the binding
energy for larger clusters (up to 26 sites) and the scaling w ith system size probably con m s this point ofview .
T he realphysicalvalie oft=J In high-T. superconductors ist=J 3 (see,eg., ]) . Therefore, thetwo
hole short—range bound state obtained in the present work is probably irrelevant to high-T. superconductivity.
M oreover, we think that thisbound state isby-product ofthe pure tJ m odel. A ctually, the size ofbound state
is of the order of one lattice space a 73 (agp isthe Bohrradius). T herefore, the C oulom b hole-hole repulsion
on neighbor sites is V é=( a) 4eV= ,where is the dielectric constant. M ore realistic structure of hole
wave flinction, which takes into acocount oxygen ions @], does not change this estin ation. Even w ith the static

valie 50, the Coulom b repulsion V 0: eV destroys the bound state 4 037 003 eV . Actually
the Coulomb repulsion is even larger because In Interaction we must use the dynam ic value of the dielectric
constant (! ) wih ! T 001 &V which isde niely an aller than the static value.

Thus we have to Introduce a short range hole-hole repulsion Into the t-J model. One way to do i is to
consider a t-J-V m odel @, @I]. However, we do not think that the results are sensitive to the speci c way of
Introduction of short range repulsion. W e believe that the m ain problem is long range dynam ics at distances

B 1. This problem includes the long range antiferrom agnetic order instability @]. N evertheless the short
range repulsion is very in portant.

T he situation is quite sin ilar to the pion condensation In nuclearm atter @], w here both the Interaction ofa
nuclon w ith the G oldstone excitation (oion) and short range nuclkon-nucleon repulsion are in portant. At the
m om ent we believe that suitable description of high-T. superconductors is an e ective long-range theory w ith
spin-1/2 holes and G oldstone gapless spin-waves. (To avoid m isunderstanding, we should note that long range
Instability destroys antiferrom agnetic order and therefore G oldstone spin-waves de nitely are not the physical
excitations. They Just provide a suitable basis set.) The single hole properties as well as hole — spin-wave
vertex @] are described by the tJ m odel. H ow ever besides that, we have to introduce \by hands" the contact
hole-hole repulsion.

Tt is Interesting to notice that nvestigation ofhigh-T. superconductivity could help to better understanding
of pion condensation. A ctually the long-range instability (pion condensation) @] and the BC S-type nuclkon—
nuclon pairing @] are usually considered as independent phenom ena. H owever now , due to high-T. supercon—
ductiviy, we understand that they are closely related.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

FIG.1. C ontact interaction of the holes w ith parallel spins. O nly the con gurations w ith holes in the
centers of square clusters are show n, but each hole hops w ithin the corresponding cluster.

FIG. 2. Con guration wih closed holes which m inin izes the H ;7 and gives a very am all attraction
betw een holes w ith parallel spins.

FIG. 3. M atrix elem ents for the holes w ith opposite spins. O nly the con gurations w ith holes in the
centers of square clusters are shown, but each hole hops w thin the corresponding cluster. Fig. a represents
diagonal interaction, and F igs. b,c represent hopping of cluster.

FIG. 4. D istant con gurations for interaction of opposite spin holes In the tJ, model. Only the
con gurationsw ith holes in the centers of square clusters are shown, but each hole hopsw ithin the corresponding
cluster.

FIG .5. Holholkbinding energy in the t-J, m odelasa function oft. T he d-and p-w aves are degenerate.
Solid line is the resul ofthe present work Eqg. @) ]. The circles are results from num erical variationalm ethod
@], and the triangles are results from exact diagonalizations E]) .

FIG.6. Holholk d-wave binding energy In the t-J m odel. Solid line is the resul of the present work
at = 05.Dashed lneisthesameat = 1. The circles represent the results of num erical variationalm ethod
Bd.

FIG.7. Holeholk p-wave binding energy in the t-J m odel. Solid line is the result of the present work

at = 05.Dashed line isthe sameat = 1. The circles represent the results of num erical variationalm ethod

k41



