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H olepair sym m etry and excitations in the strong-coupling extended t J, m odel

RM .Fye
D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y, University of New M exico, A buquerque, NM 87131

W e analytically calculate the ground state pairing sym m etry and excitation spectra of two holes
doped into the hale lled t £ t* J, modelin the strong-coupling lim i J, >> 135315 1°).
Forthe t® t* J, model, there are regions of dwave, s-wave, and pwave symmetry. We nd
that thet J, modelm aps in lowest order onto the £ P J, m odelon the boundary between d
and p symm etry, with a at lower branch of the pair excitation spectrum . In higher order d-wave
sym m etry is selected; however, we predict that the addition of the appropriate t® and/or t° should
drive the holepair sym m etry to p-wave. W e perturbatively construct an extended quasipair for the

t J, model. W e com pare w ith analytic calculations for a 2x2 plaquette and num erical w ork, and

discuss In plications for the experim entally relevant param eter regin e.

A though the issue has not been com pletely resolved,
a variety of experin ents has indicated that the pair sym -
metry In the holedoped cuprate superconductors is ei-
therpure dy: 2 orhasa strongd,: .2 component rg,',:_Z]
T heoreticaland num erical studies of the tw o-din ensional
Hubbard, t J, and related m odels believed relevant to
the high-T. com pounds have also suggested d,z 2 pair-
ng g{:_é], and Hubbard and t J m odels on 2x2 plaque—
ttes have recently provided an intuiive picture of how
such a pair symm etry m ight arise [_““g] H owever, there
are few rigorous theoretical results In this generalarea.

R ecent experin ental work has indicated that a pseu-
dogap w ih the sam e symm etry as the superconducting
gap can persist above T, In underdoped cuprate super—
conductors {1,811]. This, along w ith the short high-T,
coherence length E], isgenerally consistent w ith a strong-
coupling picture, w here pairs can preform atT > T, f_f?_:]
Num ericalwork has in addition suggested thatthet J
and that thet J, modelm ay hence provide a suitable
starting point for understanding t J behavior [_1-§‘|] n
this Letter, we consider two holes doped into the half-

Tledt t° tP J, modelin the strong coupling lim it

T2 >> 1539351 . W e calulate the symm etry of the
hole pair in the ground state aswellas the pair excitation
spectrum . W e consider rst the 0 J, m odel, and show
how sihglet pairs can be constructed from our solutions.
W enextdiscussthet® t® J, model, and then thet J,
andt t* t° J, models. Forthet J, model, weper-
turbatively construct an extended quasipair. A s a step
tow ards exploring the range of validiy of our approach,
we com pare w ith results for a 2x2 plaquette and num eri-
calstudies. Lastly, we discuss in plications of our resuls
for the physically relevant param eter regim e, including
the question ofthe su ciency ofthet t° t® J model
for capturing high-T. behavior.

Speci cally, we consider the H am iltonian

H=H0+H1+H2+H3; (1)
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Here, x and y denote the coordinates of an LxL lat-
tice w ith periodic boundary conditions and even L, and
= 1 (";#) refers to electron spin. exyy; = Gyy; @
Ny,; ),enforcing the condition ofno double occupancy.
St = 172 Mxyym  Nyxyw) and Dy = Nygypm + Ny
W e do not explicitly consider here the spin— Ip part of

the m agnetic interaction
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where S5, = GGy and Sy = GryyGeym. (The
illt £ t® Jmodelisrecovered when J;, = J,.)
At half 1ling each site is occupied by exactly one
electron, and the doubly degenerate ground state of
H, is then that of a Neel antiferrom agnet. W e choose
Jj a > to denote the state w ith electron spins (x;y) =
( 1)**Y and j p > to denote the state with (x;y) =
( D)**¥"!1. W ede netheoperatoray;,y = G y; ;) Wih
&;y) = ( 1)*'Y, and the operator by;y = Gy wy)
with (x;y)= ( 1)**Y*! A Ithough our calculations and
results are independent of the ordering convention cho-
sen, we w ill denote for speci city
Ja>= @) na) ) e, na ) @, ma,))P>; ()
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w ith an analogous de nition for j p > .

W e now dope the half- lled state j 5 > wih two
holes and consider the strong-coupling lim i J, >>
13 1°5 %9 . In this lin i, there willbe an energy cost
of order J, if the two holes are not nearest neighbors
hn.). Hence, to zeroth order, the (highly degenerate)
two-hole ground state is spanned by the set of allnan.
hole pairs. W e denote the state with a horizontalnan.
hok pair at sites (x;y) and (x+ 1;y) as

Duy >= Axv1y@xyd a > @®)
and the state w ith a verticaln n. hole pair at sites (x;v)
and x;y+ 1) as

j"x;y >= Ax ;y+ lax;yj a> 9)
The hy;, > 'sand ji,;, > 'sprovide a com plete, orthonor-
m albasis for the two-hole ground state ofH g .

Tt costs an energy of order J, if one ofthe nn. holes
hops to a nn. site through the hybridization m atrix el-
em ent t. However, there is no energy cost for hops cor-
responding to t° or t°, as long as the two holes rem ain
nearest neighbors after the hop. Thus, to lowest order
In 1=J,, i is only necessary to diagonalize the H am iltto—
nian H, + H3 In the subspace spanned by the hy,, >'s
and Jjix,y >'s; ie. it is only necessary to consider the
t? t* J, model. W enotethat in thislin it thet® t° J,
m odelbecom es isom orphic to the strong-coupling lin i of
the antiferrom agnetic van H ove m odel of [_1§']

W e consider rstthet® J, model, hvolring only the
H, (diagonal) hopping tem . De ning

1 X 2 dkyx 2 ikyy
Ty, ok, >= T e T e T > 10)
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Vi, iky >= E e E e L Vx;y > 7 11)
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with ky;k, = 0;1::L
w ave functions

1, we obtain the lowest order
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Since 0 sin( ky=L);sin(k,=L) 1, the m lnus sign

givesthe branch of lower energy. T he low est energy state

j &>, with energy 4 3% occurs when k, = L=2 and

ky = L=2 (e, (; )). Rewriting In tem s of the a 4, 's
and neglecting overall phase factors, one obtains

x+y
> Xy (1) fax+ 1;y9x;y

Sgl’l(to) ax;y+ lax;ygj a > 2 (14)

W hen > 0 (sgn(t®) = 1), the sum over hole pair oper-
ators in Eq. :;Lfi changes sign upon a 90 degree rotation
around a lattice point, giving the pair d-wave sym m etry
(speci cally, dyz 2 ['2:;_6]). W hen t° < 0, there are no
such sign changes, giving s-wave symm etry (speci cally,
extendeds @a)).

Ifoneaddsto Eq. :_1{&I the appropriately-phased pair op—
erator for two holes doped into the ground state j >,
one obtains ort®> 0 the usual nnom alized) nn. sh—
gkt d,: 2 pair operator

1p D
L = Criyi"Cr+ Liyit Syt Gt Liyi"
o

Criyi"Criy+ 1 Gy Cxay+ 10 7 as)

with t° < 0 givihg the analogous sihglet extended-s oper—
ator. W ith di erent relative phases, one can also obtain
m = 0 triplet pairs; because quantum spin uctuations
arenot included in thet J, m odel, the two cases cannot

be di erentiated at this level.

t

FIG.1l. Hol pair symm etry in the strong-coupling lin it
ofthe 2 ® J, m odel as a function of t° and t*. Here,
\D " denotes d,: y2r \P " denotes px orpy, and \S" denotes
extended-s.

For the more generalt® t® J, model, one obtains
the (unnom alized) wave fiinctions

iky x
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. 1
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w ith energies
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where sy, = sin( ky=L), sy, = sin( ky=L), and
n o
X5y T 2 (tCO)Z (si S§2/ )2 + 4 (to)zsi Si H 18)
Asa function of t? and t*, we nd that the ground state
symm etry of the pair isas shown in Fig. 1. The p-wave
pair operators can be either py
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The p; states have energies independent of k,, and the
P, states have energies independent ofk, . Both p-wave
pair operators change sign under a 180 degree rotation.
W e next consider the strong-coupling lim it ofthet J,
m odel. To lowest order, we nd that thism aps onto the
above strong-coupling 1im it ofthet® t® J, m odelw ith
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0 _ +@ - —
teff: teff: J,

From Eqg. :_l-]', the lowerband of the pair excitation spec—
trum then becom es at, w ith wave functions

iky x
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]k.>:P—§e E

Sy P, ik, >
e}
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Flat bands were alo fund [I7,18] fr related m odels
and/or treatm ents. In ﬂﬂ a veld degeneracy of
strong-couplingt J, paJJ:s ofd orp sym m etry wasnoted.

W e see from Eq. .2]1 that, to lowest order, the strong—
coupling t J, model lies on the (rghtm ost) boundary
In Fig. 1 between d-wave and p-wave symm etry. In the
next higher order, neglecting constant additive tem s, the
energies of the lower band separate into

g8 t 1
= = = 2
K iy 45 332 "
+ d+ 45c 3l 3lg + 56 ;  (23)

wherehere ¢, = cos(@ ky=L) and ¢, = cos2 ky=L).W e
then nd (In agreem ent w ith {15]) that the pure d-wave
(t°> 0) state of Eq. {4 is selected as the ground state.
H ow ever, the closeness to p-wave sym m etry m ay provide
an explanation for the low-energy p-wave \quasipair"
peaks seen num erically In smallt J andt J, clusters
f_l-i_’;]. Because of thissinilart J and t J, behavior,
referring to Fig. 1 and assum ing ground state pairs of
pure symm etry, we predict that adding the appropriate
tand/ortPtothet J, ort J modelswih J,=torJ=t
su ciently lJarge should drive the m odels to p-wave hole
pair symm etry, and perhaps even p-wave superconduc—
tivity. (fn one dinension, a nnn. £ > 0 willalso give
pwave holepair symm etry in the J, >> 3 3°jlin i.)

One can perturbatively construct increasingly ex—
tended quastpair states orthet J, model. Combin—
Ing results for the nn. d-wave pair operators for ground
states j 5 > and j p >, one nds the lowest order cor-
rection for the singlt pair operator ofEq. :15

4 t 1 X
3 J, L iy
n
Cos 1y; S+ Lliy; Ci;y+ 1; Syt 1;
et Liy+ 1; Cxiy;
+ CiJr 1;v; Cx+ 1iy; o (ﬁ;y 1; Criy 15
Cx+ 1y 1; C:x;y; : (24)

W hen operating on the appropriate N eel state, each of
the above temm s consists ofa diagonalhol pair \dressed"

w ith a singlet pair of electrons straddling the bond con-
necting the pair ofholes, aswas recently found in num er-
icalt J sinulations E]. W e note that the contribution
from pairsa distance oftw o lattice sites apart, nom inally
also oforder t=J,, vanishes identically in thisorder. T his
m ay provide an explanation for why only nn. and diag-
onalhol correlations appear to dom inate in the t  J

m odelnear half lling for m oderate to large J=t B 9].

_ Ifone adds the necessary tem s to the operator ofEq.
:_21_1' to in pose rotational invariance, one obtains the com -
posite pair operator invented In [_1-§] to give a diagonal
singlet pair wih d,» 2 symmetry. The non-invariant
operator of Eq. 24 which em erges naturally from per—

turbation theory, also has d,> 2 symm etry.

W e also note that, sihoe we ca]cu]ate energy spectra
and w ave functions, our resuls and approach can be used
to calculate nitetem perature and real frequency prop—
erties. H owever, we do not pursue that here.
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FIG .2. Qualitative diagram ofpredicted hole pair sym m e
try orthet t° J, model \D ", \P ", and \S" denote the
sam e as n Fig. 1, and no prediction ism ade for region \U ".

A s one step tow ards investigating the range of validity
of our approach, we perform ed analytic calculations of
thet t° J, J, model (sseEq. ) on a 2x2 plaque-
tte. In general, we found that ground states rem ained
an oothly connected as J, was reduced from strong cou—
pling and also as J, was tumed on. t J numerical
results [_1-5,:_2[55] also indicate that features of the strong—
coupling lim £ m ay persist dow n to Intermm ediate coupling
J=t 04 035). Together, the above support the strong—
couplingt t° t° J, modelasa usefill starting point
or exploring the intem ediate-coupling t t° 2 J
model. Based on this and our strong-coupling resuls



(and, again, assum ing pairs of pure sym m etry), we show
In Fig. 2 qualitative predictions of the hole pair sym m e—
try orthet t° J, model. W e believe these predictions
apply to thet t° J modelaswell, with a com para-
tively am aller p-wave region due to larger energy di er—
ences between t J pwave and d-w ave pair states tl3
An additionalt® > 0 would enlarge the p-wave region.

Reductions from Cu0O , threeband m odels [‘20 aswell
as oompanson wih ARPES results for a single doped
hole Ri], suggest that 3=tjand 3®=tjm ay be substan—
tial. t> 0, and estin ates or t° and t® are typically in
the rangest® ( 0:d)t ( 05)t,andt® 00 (©OB)t
Both these signs oft’ and t* could tend to drive the pair
Ing symm etry to p-wave, raising the issue ofthe hok pair
symm etry In the interm ediate-coupling regin e. (s-wave
is also possble, though we believe it less lkely at inter—
m ediate coupling.) twould be Interesting to num erically
explore w hether the sym m etry of two doped holes in the
t © P Jmodelisin fact d-wave for the experim en—
tally relevant valies of ;t%t%, and J (g., J=t 04).
D raw ing conclusions from exact diagonalization m ay be
challenging due to nite-size e ects: either s-wave or p—
w ave hole pair sym m etries were found on lattices of sizes
16, 18, and 20 rthe t t° J model with realistic
param eters {22 Another possbl tool is thher order
num erical ground state perturbation theory {15] If the
sym m etry were established to be p-wave rather than d-
wave, it would suggest that thet t° t* J modelby
itself could be incom plete as a m odel for high-T. super—
conductivity. In that case, one possbility for restoring d-
wave sym m etry could be the addition ofelectron-phonon
coupling in the d-channel 23] In either case, it may
also be of interest to explore whether the existence of or
neamess to p-wave symm etry, which e ectively reduces
the dim ensionality of the hole pair wave function from
2D to 1D, m ight play a rol in the \st'r_lpm_g" recently
observed In certain of the high-T. cuprates {24]

In sum m ary, we have investigated analytically the pair
sym m etry and excitation spectra oftw o holes doped into
thehalf- Iledt t° t© J, modelin the strong-coupling
lim it. In lowest order, this reduces to considering the
t* t2  J, model, where we found regions of d-wave,
s-wave, and p-wave symm etry. W e next found that the
t J, modelin lowest orderw ason the boundary between
d-wave and p-wave pair symm etry, wih a at lowerpair
excitation spectrum . In higher order, d-w ave pairing was
selected. However, because of the closeness to p-wave
symm etry, we predict that the appropriate t° and/or t©
added tothet J, ort J modelsw ith interm ediate to
large J, or J should drive them into p-wave pairing, and
perhaps even p-wave superconductivity. W e constructed
a perturbative correction to the nearest neighbor d-w ave
pair, and com pared with the d-wave com posite opera—
tor invented in t_lgl] W e explored ranges of validiy of
this perturbative approach us:|ng a 2x2 plaquette and
results from other work tl5,:19] Lastly, we discussed
In plications for the experim entally relevant param eter
regin e. T hese Inclided the possibility ofp-wave sym m e~

try for two doped holes, which would suggest that the
t t© t* J model could be incom plete as a high-T.
m odel, and the possible relevance of our results to \strip—
ng".
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