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The uctuation exchange, or FLEX , approxin ation for interacting electrons is applied to study
Instabilities in the standard threeband m odel for CuO, layers in the high-tem perature supercon-—
ductors. Both intra-orbital and nearmneigbor Coulomb interactions are retained. The Iling de—
pendence of the d,» 2 transition tem perature is studied in both the \holedoped" and \electron-
doped" regin es using param eters derived from constrained-occupancy density-finctional theory for
La;CuO4. The agreem ent w ith experin ent on the overdoped hole side of the phase diagram is
rem arkably good, ie., transitions em erge In the 40K range w ith no free param eters. In addition the
In portance of the \orbital antiferrom agnetic," or ux phase, charge density channel is em phasized
for an understanding of the underdoped regin e.
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I. NTRODUCTION

An experin ental consensus has developed In recent years that the order param eter in the high-tem perature cuprate
superconductorshasd,: 2 symm etryH W ellbefore experin ents indicated this gth sym m etry a varigty oftheoretical
approaches had suggested a tendency toward dy» 2 pairing in the Hubbard Handt J modelsB W ithin weak-
coupling approaches, w hich treat Coulom b interaction as a perturbation to one-electron band theory, exchange of
antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations leads to pairing.

W hile the correctness of the spin uctuation scenario rem ains controversial, it is of interest to exam ine the pairing
processw ithin a m ore realistic setting than the oneband Hubbard m odel. Tt iswellestablished that m agnetian in th
\undoped" cuprates can be understood w ithin the context of a threeband m odell which profctstoat Jm odeﬁ
in the strong-coupling lin i). This CuO ; m odeldescribesnearly lled Cu 3dy: 2,0 2px, and O 2p, orbi ﬁ which
form a two-din ensional square B ravais lattice w ith a threeatom unit cell. The largest Coulomb jntegra]ﬁ? in the
CuO ,; m odel are the repulsion between holes on the sam e d orbital Ugg 10 eV) orp orbital Upp 4 &V), and the
repulsion betw een holes on neighboring d and p orbitals Up,q 1 €V).

A selfoonsistent and conserving calculation of oneparticle properties E e CuO0, model based on exchange of
m agnetic and charge density uctuations has been carried out previously In the present paper we extend this

uctuation exchange, or \FLEX ," calculation to an analysis of eigenvalues of the particleparticle and particlke-hole
vertex functions and the resulting transition tem peratures. In particular, this analysis is carried out using one-and
tw o-particlem atrix elem entsdeduced from constrained-occupancy density fiinctionaltheoryd w ith no additionalm odel
progctions or param eter ts. T he results of this calculation w ith no adjustable param eters are, if not com pelling, at
Jeast suggestive.

W hilethe FLEX approach is inherently approxin ate, the observed trends in eigenvalies and transition tem peratures
for variations in hole density and C oulom b Integrals can be expected to be carried over In m ore exact treatm ents. In
addition this calculation provides a detailed exam ple of the m elding of m any-body and band theory techniques now
possble.

T he paper is organized as follow s: Them odeland calculationalnotation are sum m arized in Section ﬁ T he particle-
particle and particle-hole vertex functionsw ithin the FLEX approxin ation are derived in a com putationally tractable
form in Section E A fter a brief digression on sources of error, results for eigenvalues, transition tem peratures, and
elgenfunctions are presented in Section @ T he In plications of the calculation are discussed, along w ith an overall
summ ary, In Section E
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II.M ODEL AND NOTATION
In this section we de ne our notational conventions for the m odel to be studied. The threeorbital m odel for
superconducting cuprate layersm ay be w ritten in term s ofcreation operators forholesorelectrons. Asin R eferenoe,
w hich we hereafter denote \EB ," we adopt the hole representation; as an exam ple, cg R ) createsa 3d,2 > holewih

soin In unit cellR . In addition we choose a staggered orbitalphase which helps sim plify the analysis oftw o-particle
eigenstates. The unit cell and phase conventions are illustrated In Figure . T he H am iltonian is conveniently broken

Cu dxz_yz

O on

Opy

FIG .1. Unit cell and orbital phase conventions. T he unit cell contains three orbitals: the Cu 3d,2 .2, the O 2px on x-axis
bonds, and the O 2p, on y-axisbonds. T he orbitalphases are chosen in a checkerboard pattem. T hisassures that nearneighbor
Cu{0 and O {O hopping integrals have the sam e sign in allunit cells and greatly sim pli es the two-body eigenstate analysis.

up Into one-particle and tw o-particle com ponents
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T he num ber operators ng, ny and n, arede ned in the usualway, eg.,

X
ngR) = ¢ R)gy R): €))

T he physical values of the short-range hopping m atrix elem ents t,4 and t,, are both positive EE T he d-hole creation
energy "g m ay be set to zero w ithout loss, and the p{d energy leveldi erence " is positive.

In the tvvo—bodﬁﬁm iltonian ¥ we retain the three largest Coulom b integrals from constrained-occupancy density
functionalstudies™ T he on-site C u repulsion Uyq, the on-site O repulsion Uy, and the nearneighborCu{0O repulsion
Upa - The Jast interaction com plicates the analysis since it hasboth intra-celland inter-cell com ponents. T he Coulom b



Interactions m ay be written In a spin-diagonalized form which allows a decoupling of S = 0 (densiy) and S = 1
(m agnetic) excitations. T his procedure is treated at length in EB.
T he one-particle propagators for the H am iltonian described above take the form

Gab®R a7 a7Rp; b) = Gap(R aps ab) hT ca(Ra; a)CZ(Rb; )i 4)

where @;R,; 2) and ;Ry; ) are the orbial, unit—cell, and in aghary-tin e labels or particles in the naland
niialstates (seeF jgureﬂ) .R eferenoe describes the generalprocedure for calculating such propagatorsand provides
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FIG . 2. D iagram m atic representation of the one-particle propagator G.p ( R ab; ap) -

detailed results for the CuO , m odel described above. For the rem ainder of this paper we m ake use of oneparticle
properties obtained In this previous study.

III.DERIVATION OF VERTEX FUNCTIONS

The calculation of eigenvalues of the particle-particle kemel in the CuO, m odel is conoeptually straightforward,
but notationally involved. It is assum ed that selfconsistent one-particle propagators G have been obtained using the
technigque described in EB . Functional di erentiation of the o -diagonal selfenergy in the presence of an extemal
pairing eld yields the irreducible particleparticle vertex PP. Using the notation developed in Reference @ the
singlet and triplet parts of the vertex are as ollow s (see F igure E) :

FP(12;34) = Vs (12; 34)

+ 2 q@4;31) 2 L (4;31) + £ 4(14;32) 2 o (14;32); ®)
PP (12;34) = V. (12;34)
+ 2 q@4;31) + 3 o (4;31) 3 4(14;32) % o (14;32): 6)

2 2

T he num erical Indices represent the space and tim e degrees of freedom of each particle, ie.,
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FIG . 3. Irreducblk singkt vertex function £° within the FLEX approxin ation. O utgoing states are represented on the
right of the diagram s, incom ing states on the left. (The coe cients 1=2 and 3=2 are om itted for clarity; see E quation (EH ) Vs
is the unrenom alized Coulom b m atrix elem ent in the singlet channel. T he vertical ladders represent the exchange of density

uctuations.
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w ih m ; the orbital, R ; the unitcell displacem ent, and ; the im agihary tim e coordinate for particle 1.
Them atrix functions 4 and [ represent particle-hole ladders In the densiy and m agnetic channels:
h i
L(12;34) = V,GP"@  V,GP") 'v, (12;34) @®)

forr= d and m . The m atrices V, are the spin-diagonalized Coulomb interactions in each channel, and the m atrix
GP! is the uncorrelated particle-hole propagator:
GPP (12;34)= M c@)d @)ilT c@)d Q)i
= G (13)G @2) ; )

wih  the dqverse tem perature.
A susua m atrix m uliplication is de ned by

@AB) (12;34) = A (12;56)B (56; 34) ; 10)

wih an nplied sum on repeated indices. The singlt and triplet kemels are obtained by m ultiplying the vertex
functions by the uncorrelated particle-particle propagator
GFP(12;34) = 1 G (13)G (24) : 1)
N ote the presence of% in this de nition of the propagator, which is consistent w ith our nom alization of the vertex
functions below .
E xpressions for the density and m agnetic Coulom b m atrix elem ents V4 and V,, have been given previously n EB .
E xplicit expressions for Vg and V¢ ©llow from the diagram s in Figure E A s In our previous work, it is convenient
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FIG . 4. Representation of the unrenom alized singlet and triplet Coulom b m atrix elem ents Vg and Ve.

to adopt a notation which em phasizes the dependence of the m atrix elem ents on only three unit-cell displacem ents
betw een the two initialstate and two nalstate particles (see Figure E) .Thus, Vg (R asc;ab; R ap;ad; R ) isthe
singlet Coulomb m atrix elem ent ©ora nalstate particle pair in orbials a and b w ith relative unit-cell digplacem ent

R av = Ra Ry 12)

and an niialstate particke pair n orbials ¢ and d wih reltive unit-cell displacement R oq4. The displacem ent
between the niialand nalstate particlesisgiven by R ,.. Thereareonly 11 two-particke states @b; R ., ) which
have non—zero singlet and triplet Coulomb m atrix elem ents In the CuO , m odel considered here. These states are
listed in Tab]eﬂ for the unit-cell depicted In Fjgure. (A n dentically labeled 11-state basis for non—zero density and
m agnetic Coulom b m atrix elem entswas de ned in EB .)

AsinEB,thenitial/ nalstatedigplacem ent R 4. isconveniently elin inated in favorofa center-ofm assm om entum
Q by writing
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FIG .5. De nition ofunit-cell displacem ents in the representation of the singlet C oulom b m atrix elem ent.

Index a b R ap
1 d d 0
2 Px Px 0
3 Py Py 0
4 d Px 0
5 d Px +k
6 Px d 0
7 Px d b
8 d Py 0
9 d Py +P

10 Py d 0
11 by d P

TABLE I. Indexing schem e for the m inin um -range particle-particle basis set in the CuO,; m odel. T he particle orbials are
a and b, w ith corresponding unit-celldisplacem ent R ,p Ra Ryp. Note that kemeleigenstates m ust satisfy the sym m etry
requirem ents of the Pauli P rinciple, but the basis states need not.

X .
VsQ;ab; R apicdi R cq) e™® RV (R se;ab; R apjcd; R cq) ¢ 13)

Rac

T he indices In Tab]eﬂcan then be used to w rite Vg and Vi com pactly asQ dependent 11 11 m atrices. For exam ple,

VP Q)= 20y
vt Q)= VQ) = U
V/PQ)= V°Q) = €9%Upq : 14)

Though the basic Coulomb interactions Vg and Vi are short-ranged, the uctuation-induced contrbutions to the
particleparticle vertex functions PP and P are not. Neverthekss, it is possble to calculate accurate pairing
eigenvalues using vertex fuinctions truncated in the relative displacem ent of the particle pair. For this reason it is
convenient to arrive at a particle-particle vertex labeled using (i) totalm om entum —frequency Q ©;1i); @ pair
orbital indices (@b) (3 = 9 possble com binations for the three-orbitalm odel); (iil) unitcell displacement R .p
of the pair elem ents; and () relative frequency i! (T here is no additional bene t In introducing a relative tin e
coordinate, since the uctuations induce long-range couplings in In agihary tine.) P revious notation for the tin e-
Independent Coulomb m atrix elem ents m ay be generalized n a naturalway. T he desired singlet and triplet vertex
functions (see Fjgure@ @)) take the form

PP O ;mamy; R 1p;il;mamg; R 345100 : 15)

In order to calculate the crossed-channel particle-hole ladders 4 and 4 , i isessentialto use a di erent basis set

obtained by a series of Fourder transform s. An iniial Fourder transform on the relative displacem ent coordinates in
Equation §) yields

P . . L. . a0y —
S
PPQimimz; R 1p;il;mamy; R 345 110)

Vs@Qi;mmy; R 12;m3myg; R 34)
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FIG . 6. Calculation of the irreducible particle-particle vertex fiunctions 2P, r= s and t. (a) D iagram m atic representation
of the irreducible vertex In the com putationally optin al basis set. N ote that the total center-ofm ass m om entum —frequency
Q = @Q;1i) is conserved. (b) Fourdertransform ed singlet vertex function PP O;mim2;k;msma4; k% . See also Equa—
tion @) . (©) Representation ofthe rst particle-hol ladder in (b) in the relative displacem ent basis. See also E quation @) .
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The uctuation-induced contrdoution  EP takes the form

PPQi;mimo;kimamag; k) =
h i
¢ 3o & kimpmg; k%mamiik+ Q)
h i
+ l é +k0+ . . Oo . .
2 d 2 m (k lelm4r krm3m21 k) . (18)

i
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T he lJadders are represented diagram m atically in Fjgure@ o).

The rst particle-hol ladder in Equation @) m ay be translated back to the relhtive displacem ent basis F ig—
urelq(©)):

0 0
d(])z kimomy; kymzmizk+ Q) =
ik® RY 0 . . 0 . . 0 ik+Q) RY, .
S 24 d(k krm2m4r R 24rm3mlr R 31)6 312

0o . 0
R24’ R31

19)

N ote that prim es are Included on the displacem ents here to em phasize that they are dumm y sum m ation variables,
at this stage unrelated to R ;, and R 3; In Equation ). Sin ilar expressions hold for the other ladder sum
temm s contributing to PP . Note that 4 and , are independent of the relative frequency variables (due to the
Instantaneous character of Vg4 and V, ) and have been dropped from the notation w thout loss.

T he expressions in E quations @) and ) each involve double Fourder transform s and are im practicalto calculate
num erically. A much sinplr form for m ay be derived by changing m om entum variables and interchanging the
order of sum s. For exam ple, for the st particle-hole lJadder contribution the appropriate change of variables is

kK x! @°
k%1 x°9: (20)

The sum on k°m ay then be carried out explicitly, yielding a delta fiinction, which collapses the sum on R 24 .

A fter additional relabeling of sum m ation variables, the com plete result for EP which resuls from this procedure is
PP O;mimy; R 1p;il;mamy; R 34;i19) =

VS(Q>;<m1m2; R 12;m3myg; R 34)

0 R - . .0
+ e®® R PP(R i3;i;mimz; R 12;il;mams; R 345119
Rs
(1)
w ith
PP (R 13;i;m 1Mmo; R 1051l ;mamyg; R 34;1!9 =
s 1371 7 1ma; 127 1. 7M 3M 45 347 1-
1 X 0% R hl 3 * 0 0
N e ® 3 a 3 a Q@7i( !)jmomy; R gq5mami; R 31) +
QO
1 X 0’ R hl 3 . 0 0
N e Ysa 3w Q@i+ !T+ );mamg; R ogimamz; R o32) 5
QO
(22)

w here all relative digplacem ents are expressed in tetm sof R 13, R 12,and R 34:



R 53 = R 32 = R 13 R 12

R 2= R 13 R 2t R 3

R 31 = R 13

R 14= R i3+ R 3 23)

A sin flar expression ©r P m ay be obtained inm ediately using the correspondence in Equation ).
The ladder summ ations 4 and , may be calculated as m atrix products in the space with com pound indices
@b R ap):

r = Vi (L+ V) PV ©4)

for =d, m , where the uncorrelated uctuation propagator — is de ned by

TX
TQiab Roapiadi Ra) = e (Rae RedG k+ Q)Gapk) : @5)

k

For the Cu0,; m odel the required m atrix nverse isonly 11 11. Note, however, that a ssparate Inverse m ust be
calculated for each value of the particle-hole lJadder’s center-ofm assm om entum —frequency.
T he uncorrelated particle-particle propagatorm ay also be expressed in the basis adopted above F igure ﬁ) :

GPPQ;mimy; R 151l ;msmy; R 34;119 =
TX
%!WN— e (R Ruidgy o k+ Q)Gmom, (k) @6)

k

T he particleparticle eigenvalue problem then takes the fom
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FIG. 7. D iagram m atic representation of the uncorrelated particle-particle propagator
GPPQ;mimz; R 12;il;msm4; R 34;1' 9. Note the propagator is diagonal in the relative frequency, ie., i vanishes for
16 10

PPRIGPP Q) @) = Q) Q) @7

for r= s and t. Note that w ith the conventions adopted here a positive eigenvalie indicates attraction. @ fhough
the kemel is non-hemm itian, it is possble to show for = 0 that the particleparticle eigenvalies are realvalued or
occur in com plex conjigate pairs.) Them atrices PP and GPP operate In a far Jarger com pound-index space than that
de ned previously for the Coulomb interactions V.. The index now consists of the orbitalpair label m 1m ), which
takes on nine values in the CuO ; problam ; the subset of unit-celldisplacem ents R 1, retained; and the set of values
of the relative frequency ! within a prede ned cuto interval.

N ote that since the kemelm atrix is non-hem itian, its sets of left and right eigenvectors are not sin ply related
(even though the kft and right eigenvalue spectra are identical.) In the follow ing section we em phasize the realspace
and frequency dependence of the right eigenvectors, ie., those determ ined by E quation @) . This isnatural since the
right eigenvector at T, evolves an oothly into the o -diagonal selfenergy below T.. (T he right eigenvalue equation
m ay be rederived by linearizing a selfconsistent eld problem in the o -diagonalselfenergy.) T he corresponding left
eigenvector has no such sin ple physical interpretation.

A num ber ofpow erfiilapproacheshave been developed in recent yearsto com pute a few selected eigenvaliesofa gen—
eralnon-hem itian m atrix in cases such as this orwhich a full diagonalization is n practical. A 11 such approaches are
derived from the m uch m ore standard algorithm s available for the realsym m etric and com plex-hem itian eigenvalue
problem s. W e havem ade use ofa so—called LanczosA moldialgorithm developed In the D epartm ent ofC om putational



and Applied M athem atics at R ice Unjyersji:yﬂ U sing this algorithm we have studied kemels w ith row din ensions of
order 10,000.

To supplem ent our study of particle-particle eigenvalies we have also calculated a set of kemel eigenvalues for the
particle-hole channels. T hese channels describbe scattering of S = 0 (charge density) and S = 1 (m agnetic) excitations.
Several paints are in portant to note in this regard. First of all, the FLEX calculation (and any Baym K adano
approa ) lacks selfconsistency at the two-particle level. For this reason the density and m agnetic propagators
which enter the oneparticle selfenergy are not the sam e as those cbtained by fiinctional di erentiation of the self-
energy w ith respect to an extemal eld. The di erence m ay be described in tem s of \vertex corrections" to the bare
density and m agneticm atrix elem entsVq and Vi, . W ithin FLEX the sim plest vertex corrections q and n have
a form closely related to the singlet and triplet interactions s and ¢, 1e., they represent the exchange of single
crossed-channel density and m agnetic uctuations. M ore com plicated vertex corrections take the A slam azov-Larkin
AL) fom L4 ie., they describbe the am ission and reabsorption of pairs of uctuations. For reasons described
previouslytd we om it the AL corrections to q and n In the analysiswhich ollow s.

Tt is also in portant to re-em phasize at this point that the oneparticle FLEX calculations describbed here and In
EB assum e the exchange of elem entary particle-hole uctuations, but not elem entary particleparticle uctuations.
For this reason particleparticle uctuation propagators do not appear in crossed-channel contributions to q and

» below . Tn analogy w ith Equations @) and {) the spin-diagonalized particle-holk vertices (see F igure ) m ay be
w ritten as follow s:

PR 2;34)= V4 (12;34) L 4@2;31) 2 . @2;31) @8)
PR (12734) = V, (12;34) % 4@2;31) + %, (42;31): @9)
The functions 4 and , are asde ned previously.
3 1 3 1
Vg Vi
h 3
i, = | val. + + B
4 4
V, V,
a) Tl 4 M2

FIG . 8. Irreduchble density vertex fiinction gh within the FLEX approxin ation. N ote the absence ofA L and particle-particle

exchange diagram s discussed in the text. (A sbefore, the coe cients 1=2 and 3=2 are om itted for clarity; see E quation ( J)

In tem s of the center-ofm assm om entum -frequency Q the density vertex takes the fom

ph . . L. . .10y =
g Qimmmz; R 12;il;m3my; R 34;1!7) =

Vd(Q)émlmz; R 12;m3my4; R 34)

i R ph cd. . L. . .51 0y .
+ e P g (Roagzji;moma; R pp;ilymamyg; R o347100) 5
Ris
(30)
w ith
ph La . . L. . L1110 =
q (Roazjijmmy; R pp7iljmamy; R 3471l7) =
1 X 0% R h 1 3 * 0 0
N e ® 3 a4 3o @754 ')imgamz; R gp;mami; R 31);
QO
B1)

where, as In Equation @),a]lre]atjyedjsplaoementsareexpressedjntennsofthe st £ R 13; R 127 R 349. The

analogous expression for f;h follow s by the correspondence in E quation @) .



T he particle-hole eigenvalue problem takes the form

PPO)GPR Q) Q) = Q) Q); 32)

w here now

GPPQ;mimy; R 1p;il;mamy; R 34;1!9) =
T X K (R R 34)
Ny e 12 *CGnim, k+ Q)Gm m, k) : (33)
X

A s in Equation E), a posiive eigenvalie ndicates attraction.

IV.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A . Sources of System atic E rror

In this section we discuss the nature of the errorswhich ardse .n calculation of nstability eigenvalues and transition
tem peratures. Fourm ain s of error arise In the eigenvalue calculations. T hese are accum ulation of frequency—
space renom alization grouptd errorat low tem peratures; ervor from the use of frequency cuto s; error from truncation
of the tw o-body vertex finction in the relative real-space coordinate; and k-space discretization error (16 16 m eshes
are em ployed throughout) . D etailed discussions ofthe renomm alization group procedure for the one-particle selfenergy
are included n EB and Reference @ . The errors associated w ith this approxim ation are generally negligbly sm all in
com parison w ith the other sources.

The frequency cuto used in our calculations is . = 0:5%,4 for the ingoing and outgoing frequencies ! and ! 0
(see Figure E) In the uctuation-induced com ponent of the singlet kemel. For the Instantaneous part of the singlkt
kemel, whose decrease at high frequencies is controlled solkly by the allo of the uncorrelated propagator G PP,
the corresponding cuto is 50t,q. Errors associated w ith these cuto s are extremely small. For exam ple, for the
standard param eter set (see E quation @)) at 16% hole doping and temperature T = £,4=512 29 K), the d,z >
eigenvalue obtained using the cuto sdescribed above is 4 = 1:0458. Ifboth cuto sare raised to 50t,4, the eigenvalue
becom es 1.0459, a change 0f 0.01% ; this dem onstrates the calculation’s Insensitivity to the cuto associated w ith the

uctuation com ponent. In contrast, ifboth cuto s are dropped to 0:5t,4, the eigenvalue becom es 1.0439, a change of
02% ; this dem onstrates insensitivity to the cuto associated w ith the instantaneous com ponent. It should be noted
that at higher tem peratures the cuto on the uctuation com ponent m ust be raised to obtain com parable percentage
accuracy. T his is not costly, however, since the density ofM atsubara frequencies decreases at the sam e tim e.

N ext w e discuss the truncation procedure for dealing w ith the relative realspace coordinate in the two-body vertex.
W hen the kemelsareevalnatedona 16 16 k-spacegrid, the relativedisplacem ents R 1, and R 34 (seeFigure d) m ay
take on 256 di erent values. Since the d,: > elgenfinctions fallo rapidly at large valuesof R 1, (see Section [V D|),
it is rather intuitive to ntroduce a truncated basis set for the relative displacem ents. In our calculations welyrg it the
basis set to the twenty-one an allest lattice vectors; ie., elem ents of the kemel are zeroed out for jR j> a 5. The
corresponding gain in com putation tin e is approxin ately (256=21)2  150.

Sihce the calculation of the full m odel w ith the untruncated realspace basis set is too tim e-consum ing to be
practical, we have used the sin plerm odelw ith U, = Upq = 0 for an error analysis. T he behavior of the two m odels
is expected to be identical as far as this error check is concemed. In F igure E we plot the tem perature dependence
of the dy> > elgenvalue for the Uyg-only m odel using the untruncated basis set and the 21-state basis set. The
di erence In the eigenvalues is very sn all for the two cases. Forexample, at T = t,4=1024 (15K), g = 10683 wih
the untruncated basisand 4 = 10572 w ith the 21-state basis. T he corresponding T, values are 208 K and 201 K,
Justifying the use of the truncated basis set.

T hebiggest source oferror in the calculation ofthe instability eigenvaliesistheuseofa 16 16 k-space discretization.
For the m odels under study, the low -tem perature eigenvalues from a 16 16 and a 32 32 discretization di erby;
than 5% . This discretization error is very sim ilar to that in previous studies of the onedband Hubbard m odell’
This m eans one should also expect roughly the sam e size ervor (1e. 5% ) In com paring the 16 16 results to the

nemesh lim it.

In the gure below we plot the tem perature dependence of the d,: : eigenvalue for the Uyg-only m odel using
16 16 and 32 32 discretizations. (Essentially identical behavior is expected for the the illCuO, model) At
T = §4=1024 (15K), 4= 11034 forthe 32 32 study and 1.0572 forthe 16 16 study. Forboth cases a 21-state
realspace basis truncation hasbeen em ployed. T he corresponding T, values are 24 K and 20 K, corresponding to an
underestin ation of T, by 4 K using the 16 16 discretization.
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FIG . 9. System atic error analysis for eigenvalue and T. calculations in the Ugq-only m odel. A 1l param eters are at their
standard values (E quation @)) exceptthatUpp = Upg = 0. The Ilingishni= 1:16. (a) C om parison oftem perature—dependipl:
dy2 2 eigenvalues calculated using a fullbasis of relative displacem ent states (solid Iine) and the 21-statebasiswih jRj a 5
(crosses). The k-spacemesh is16 16. (o) Com parison of elgenvalues calculated using a 32 32 discretization (solid line) and
a 1l6 16 discretization (crosses). T he 21-state truncated basis is em ployed.
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A sm entioned In Section @ we have em ployed a LanczosA moldialgorithm E to calculate the rst few m axin um —
realpart eigenvalies in each scattering channel. T his algorithm is especially pow erfiil for sparse m atrices because it
requires only repetitive m ultiplication of a vector by the m atrix of interest. Since a large fraction of the elem ents in
our scattering kemels are non-zero, but negligbly an allw ith regard to calculation of the large elgenvalues, a sparse
storage schem e is appropriate. For the schem e adopted throughout m ost of our calculations, eigenvalies are a ected
by less than a few parts in a thousand, and the gain in storage is of order 50.

B . Eigenvalues for P article-P article C hannels

In theplotswhich follow wen akeuse ofa \standard" CuO , param eter set derived for undoped La,C u0 4 by H ybert—
sen, Schluter, and Christensend using constrained-occupancy density fiinctional theory. T hese standard param eters
for the Ham iltonian in E quations EI) and @) are as follow s:

toa ’ 13eV = 15;100K
top ’ 0656V = 05tyqg
"1 o3%eV = 2:5tq
Uga ' 105e&V = 8tyq
Upp ' 46&V = 3tyq
Upa ! 12eV = tpq : (34)

T he tem perature dependence of the m axin al particle-particle eigenvalues for the standard param eter set at mi=
116 (16% hol doping) is illustrated in Figure @ The m axim al singkt eigenvalue corresponds to a dy> 2 state.
This eigenvalue reaches unity, Indicating a superconducting transition, at T=t,q = 00025, ie,, T = 37 K.At the
transition tem perature the next-leading singlkt eigenvalue is of order 0.4 and corresponds to a state w ith so-called
g-wave symm etry (ie. nodes on the x and y axes, aswell as the linesx = y; see Figure EI) . A thid eigenvalue,
corresponding to an orthogonald,: : state, lies just below the g-wave.

1.20 T T T T

1.00 g

o singlet
0.80 | [ ] triplet 4

0.60 | ]

0.40 | _

0.20

|

\‘: :

0 200 400 6800 80O 1000
T (K)

0.00

FIG .10. Tem perature dependence ofthem axim alsinglet and triplet eigenvalues for the standard param eter set athmi= 1:16.
The singlkt egenfunction hasd,> 2 symm etry, and the triplt state odd-frequency swave symm etry. The d,> 2 eigenvalie
reaches unity, signaling a superconducting transition, at T = 37 K.

The m axin al triplet channel eigenvalue in Figure @ ram ains small ( 02) throughout the tem perature range of
Interest. T he triplet state in this case is antisym m etric in frequency and swave-lke (ie., symm etric) n space. NN ote
In this regard that our instability analysis lnclides all eigenvectors of the scattering kemels, Including exotic singlet
and triplet states w ith an antisym m etric frequency dependence.)
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FIG .1l. Schem atic representation of the nodal structure of the gy, 2 singlet state. Note that the subscript, when

2 state).

v?)
viewed as a function, vanishes on the locus of nodes (jist as in the case of the d,»

y

For com parison the behavior of the m axin alparticleparticle eigenvalues at mi= 1:00 is illustrated in Figure|1l].
T he extrem e singularity of the m agnetic uctuations In this case prevents study at tem peratures low er than t,4=64,
ie, T = 240K.

0.80 T T T .
A
0.60 o singlet | 1
® triplet
0.40 | ]
0.20 | ]
(n) = 1.00
0.00 1 1 1 1

0 200 400 600 800 1000
T (K)

FIG .12. Tem perature dependence ofthem axin alsinglet and trip ket eigenvalues for the standard param eter set atlmi= 1:00.
T he eigenfunction sym m etries are as in F igure @

C . Transition Tem peratures for d,2 ,. Superconductivity

Y
E igenvalue plots of the type illustrated in F igure @ m ay be used to extract transition tem peratures for the d,: 2

sihglt. The critical behavior of this FLEX transition is classical, despite the fact that it is driven entirely by
uctuations. In term s of the FLEX eigenvalues,
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a() 1 a@ To) (35)

for T T., with a > 0. This contrasts wih the exact critical behavior for a two-din ensional superconducting
transition in the xy universality class:

p
w (@) 1 B@e? T Tw; (36)

wih A a positive constant and B (T) an algebraic ﬁmctjona Tt is nevertheless possble to interpret the dy.
nstability n FLEX as a \mean— eld" transition with respect to critical order param eter uctuations. W ith this
caveat it is of Interest to exam ine the dependence of this instability on doping and m odel param eters. A m ore
sophisticated treatm ent of the interference between the d,2 ,» transition and the incipient instability in them etic
channel is presum ably necessary for a detailed understanding of the pseudogap regin e cbserved In experin ent:%ut
that isnot OIE ntention here. In fact an additional charge density state, the so—called \orbital antiferrom agnet"Ed or
\ ux phase,"Hd is also apparently relevant in the pseudogap regim e; see the discussion of this state in Section .]

In the plots which follow transition tem peratures are given in units ofK ; they m ay be rescaled in units of t,4 using
the correspondence In E quation @) . The experim entally observed transition tem peraturesd for La, x Si,Cu0 4 are
plotted for com parison using the assum ed corresoondence

x ! mi 1: 37)

A s shown in Figure E, a dyz 2 transition occurs for both hol doping (ni greater than 1) and electron doping
(ni lessthan 1). Since the Cu0 ; m odelhas only approxin ate particle-hol symm etry around the point mi= 1, the

100.0 T T

IO elecltron—clloped
Te (K) 0 hole—doped

80.0 _

60.0 _

40.0

20.0

OO 1 1 1 1 1
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

[{n)—-1]

FIG .13. D oping dependence of the d,> 2 transition for the standard param eter set. Results are shown forboth ni >1:00
(hole doping) and ni < 1:00 electron doping. For com parison the doping dependence of the experim ental transitiontd in
Laz xSrCuO4 is plotted (dashed line) using the assum ed correspondence x ! hni 1. The increase ofthe FLEX T. on the
electron-doped side is largely due to an Increase in the spin uctuation strength.

transition tem peraturesare not symm etric. W ithin ourFLEX calculation the pairing interaction becom es increasingly
shgularashni! 1, and wehaveonly been able to calculate superconducting instability tem p res fordoping levels
greater than 12% . (In any case a selfconsistent parquet-like treatm ent of vertex fiinction Seam s essential for
valies oflni closer to unity.) The higher transitions br@ﬁﬂm doping are consistent w ith the presence of enhanced
m agnetic uctuations on this side of the phase diagram T he transition tem peratures on the hole-doped side are
strikingly sim ilar to the experin ental curve in the overdoped regine, mi 1 > 0:16. At sn aller doping the FLEX

curve continues to rise, whilke the experim ental curve peaks and tums down in the underdoped region. A s rem arked
previously, in this region the d,: 2 singlet channel is in strong com petition w ith the Q ( ; ) antiferrom agnetic
spin channel, aswellasan exoticQ ( ; ) chargedensity channel (see also Sectjon) . It istem pting to speculate
that the downtum in the experin entald,: ,: transition tem perature results from this com petition.
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FIG .14. D ependence of T on the O {O hopping integragfpp - In F jgures{@ allm odelparam eters are set to their standard
values except as noted. Further the experim ental curv for doped lanthanum cuprate (dashed line) is superim posed for
com parison .

In the next six gures we exam ine the sensitivity of the d,» 2 transition tem perature to changes in the m odel
param eters. O ur discussion is lin ited to the hole-doped side ofthe phase diagram . F irst we alter a sihgle param eterat
a tin e, keeping other param eters xed at their standard values, then we brie y consider the behavior ofthe drastically
simpli ed CuO , modelwith Uy, = Upg = 0.

The e ect gf rem oving the O {O hopping integralt,, is shown in Figure E T his change alters the shape of the
Fem isurfacetd m proving the degree ofnesting and enhancing the spin  uctuation spectrum . H ow ever, the transition
tem perature rem ains essentially unchanged, since the positive e ect on the sihglt vertex is largely com pensated by
a reduction in the uncorrelated propagator G PP .

The e ect of changing the Cu{0O orbitalseparation "= ", "4 ismuch more drastic, as expected. T he value of
" largely determ ines the strength of the spin uctuations. (This isbecause " is am aller than U gy, ie., the system is
In the socalled chargetransfer regin eld) For an all values of ", occupation of the O orbitals becom es com parable to
occupation of the Cu orbials (or even larger, when Coulomb interactions are taken into acocount). A s an exam ple,
for "= 0 and ni= 1:16, only 33% of the holes reside on the Cu orbitals. Since Uy, is considerably less than Ugg,
Increased O occupancy reduces the strength of the spin uctuation propagator and weakens the pairing tendency.
T his fact is fllustrated clearly in Fjgure@. Thed,: ,: transition tem perature drops sharply when " is reduced from
366V to 20 eV .The transiion disappears com pltely when " is set to zero (ie., the bare Cu and O orbialsbecom e
degenerate); this is due not only to the reduction of the e ective C oulom b param eter, but also to the loss of nesting
In the "= 0 Fem isurface.

T he dependence of T on the Coulomb param eters Uyqg, Upp, and Upg is relatively com plex, since these pa eters

contrbute to both the one- and two-body e ective interactions. For the sim pler oneband Hubbard m od (and
for the CuO; modelw ith Ugqg only| see the discussion below ), an increase of the Coulomb integral leads to a peak
T., then a gradualdecrease at larger values. T he origin of this behavior is a com petition between the pairing vertex
(which is enhanced by a large C oulom b Interaction) and the uncorrelated propagator GPP which is suppressed). In
these sin pler m odels the on-site Coulom b interaction does not directly suppress pairing, since the d,. - state has
no on-site pairing com ponent. W hile this rem ains true or Uqyq in the 11l Cu0 ; m odel, i is not necessarily true for
Upp and Upgq: the dy2 2 pair wave function generally has on-site O {O and nearneighbor Cu{O com ponents, which
are suppressed by the Coulomb integralsUp, and Upg . T he in portance of this direct e ect depends on the adm xture
of the relevant com ponents in the d,: 2 pair state (see the discussion of the pair wave function in Section @l) .

Forthe O {O Coulomb integralU,, this direct suppression of pairing apparently dom inates, ie., an Increase in Upy
Jeads to m ore repulsion in the d,2 2 pair state and a reduced transition tem perature [ igure E). A s discussed In
Section @l below , the d,2 ,: pairdoes have a non—zero on-site O {O com ponent, consistent w ith the observed trend
n T..
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FIG .15. D ependence of T. on the unrenom alized Cu{O
was also exam Ined, but no transition occurs in this case.
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FIG .16. D gpendence of T. on the intra-orbialO {O Coulomb integralUy .
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For the Cu{O Coulomb integralU,q, the trend In T. with increasing U,q F igure E) resam bles the trend w ith
Increasing U in the oneband Hubbard m odel: An increase, peak, and subsequent decrease. T his behavior re ects

70.0 . . : : :
Te (K) Upa/ tpa
60.0 r

50.0

Oom®sOoOe
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10.0
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(n)—1

FIG .17. D ependence of T. on the nearneighbor Cu{O Coulomb integralUggq .

a com prom ise between the enhancem ent of the spin uctuations and pairing interaction w ith increased U,q4; the
accom panying suppression of GPP; and the direct suppression of T, noted above. The enhancem ent of the spin

uctuations w ith increasing U,q ardses from im proved Fem i surface nesting and from increased d-orbital occupancy
due to a rise In the HartreeFock level separation ",. (see the discussion of the H artreeFock Ham iltonian in EB).
[t is interesting to note that the direct suppression of T, ism oderated by the e phenom enon which reduces the
e ective Coulomb repulsion in conventional electron-phonon superconductivity #4 T he nearneighbor com ponent of
the pairwave function changes sign at high frequencies, e ectively reducing the repulsion in the low —-frequency region,
ie., Inducing a Coulom b pseudopotential.]

Finally Figure @ show s the transition tem peratures for two di erent values 0ofU g4, 105 €V (standard param eter
set| chargetransfer regin e) and 2.5 €V Hubbard regine). The substantial reduction In Uygq in this case has only
aminin ale ect on the strength ofthe spin uctuations.td This is because a decrease in Uyq results n an increased
HartreeFock level separation ",. and an increased d-orbital occupancy (cf. the discussion of an increase in Upg
above). T he increased d-orbital occupancy o setsthe direct e ect ofa smallerU 44 in the spin  uctuation propagator.
The increase in T, for this adm ittedly unrealistic param eter set then resuls from an increase in GPP (ie., a density
of states e ect).

TheCuO,; modelwith Uy, = Upg = 0 (the \Ugq-only m odel") hasbeen studied prevjous]yB at tem peratures above
the dy2 » transition. Thism odel is conceptually problem atic: the om ission of the interactions associated w ith the
p-orbitals substantially alters the H artreeFock Fermm isurface, largely negating any in provem ent in the band structure
expected from the addition ofthe extra bands. Both GPP and the d-orbital spin uctuation strength are signi cantly
a ected by the om ission.) Furthem ore, while the d,: ,: wave function is dom nated by d-orbital com ponents, the
om ission 0fUpp and Upg com pletely elin inates those com ponents associated w ith the p-orbitals. T he principalvirtue
ofthe Ugq-only m odelis its calculationalsin plicity. Since the C oulom b interaction U gq is zero-range, the com putations
nvolved are essentially the sam e as those in the oneband Hubbard m odel. For exam ple, the particlke-hol ladders
in Section @ becom e scalar, rather than m atrix, inverses.

For com pleteness, the variation of T. wih Ugq In the Ugg-only m odel is shown in Figure @ A s expected, the
qualitative degpendence of T, is the sam e as that in the oneband H ubbard m ode T he peak value of T for increasing
Ugq Isdetermm ined by a com petition betw een enhancem ent ofthe pairing interaction and suppression ofthe uncorrelated
propagator G PP,
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FIG .18. D gpendence of T on the intra-orbitalCu{Cu Coulomb integralUggq .

D .d,2 ,2 Singlet W ave Function

Y

T he graphical representation of the particleparticle pair eigenfunction @ ;ab; R sp; 1!) ishindered by its large
num ber of degrees of freedom . Tt is essentialto m ake use of sym m etries to em phasize the eigenfiinction’s key features.
The rst basic symm etry follow s from the PauliP rinciple. W ritten in temm s of anticom m uting cnum bers, the pair
state corresponding to eigenfunction  is

X .
e? ®F Re) @Qjab; R ap;i!)
R ;ab; Rgap;!
X 0
r G R+ R agpiil+ )Cpo®R; i) ; (38)
0
where r=sort, wih
1 0 1
s = 19—5 1 0 (39)
and
1 0 1 0 1 0 0
£ 00 PP 10 7% o1 “0)
Since
C o= &G 41)
it follow s that
X

e? ®* Ra) 0jab; R ap;i!)
r & R; )G oR + R it + ) =
e? ®*F Ra) Qjab; R ap;il)

R ;ab; Rgap;!
X

rof‘a R+ R apii(t+ )NCpo®R; i) 4z)
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FIG . 19. Dependence of T. on the intra-orbital Cu{Cu Coulomb integral Ugq In the \Ugq-only" model. The Coulomb
integrals Uy, and Upg are In this case set to zero, w ith other param eters ram aining at their standard values. (a) Varation of
T. with doping for several values of Ugq . The behavior for Ugq=tq = 1 was also exam ined, but no transition occurs in this
case. (o) Variation of T with Ugq at xed llinghni= 1:12.
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Tt is convenient to relabel the dummy sum s on the left by rst interchanging orbital indices a and b, then letting

R pa = R b
R=R%° R
it =10% ) : @3)

D ropping the prin es on the dummy variablesR ® and ! ° gives
X .
e? ¥ ,Qiba; R api i+ )
R jab; Rapi!
X 0
r G R+ R il + ))CpoR; i) =

0

X
i R+ Rga . . .9
Sl ») L Qiab; R ap;il)
R jab; Rapi!
X

ro_ca R+ R apii(t+ )NCpo®R; i) 44)

0

The Pauli sym m etry relations follow by identifying coe cients:

LQiba; R oap; i+ ), = €@ R Qiab R oapidl) , 45)
ie.,
s@jabj R apiil) = e® ®e» JO;ba; R api i1+ ) a6)
for the singlet channel, and
cQiab; R apjil) = e™@ ®e LQ;ba; R oap; il + ) @7

for the triplet channel. These symm etry relations assum e a particularly sinple form for the case of interest here,
Q = 0.

To aid in the graphicaldisplay of the pair wave function it is usefiilto introduce a basis of oneparticle states w ith
sin pke transform ation properties under point group operations. W hile the Cu 3d,: ,: oroital transformm s into itself
under all symm etry operations, the O 2p, and 2p, orbials are generally m ixed. It is, however, possbl to form
Iinear com binations of the py and p, orbitals which transform in sin ple ways. To derive the transform ed orbitalswe
rew rite the pair wave function in E quation ), holding the coordinates of particke a xed. For brevity the soin
and frequency dependence of is tem porarily suppressed. T he com ponents of the wave function forb= x and y take
the form

X

e &7 Rab)EaCR+ R ap)

Rja; Rapi!

h i
rQiax; R ap)&cR) + rQjayi R ap)lggR) ¢ 48)

In the rsttem thesumson R and R . may be shifted by

R! R &
Ra! Rapthk: 49)

A sin ilar shift m ay be perform ed in the second term wih k ! ¥. This results In an equivalent sym m etrized version
of the wave function,

X .
P R RIg R R )

R;al’;l Rapi!
r@Qiax; R ap)acR) + rQj;ax; R ipt B)GR k)
i

+ Qjay; R )G R)+ Qjay; R apt+t RIGR ) (50)
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The burcnumbersG, R ), &t R k), G R), G R ¥) may now be reexpressed In term s of the linear com binations

2 3
ZED (R)3 1=2 1=2 1=2 1=2 2 &% R) 3
6T R)T _ § 1= 1= 1=2 =2l 65, R R .
*ar)® T 41=2 1=52 0 5% ger) O eb)

1= 2 1= 2 R B

(@]

& R)

The cnumber® R ) represents an extended oxygen orbitalw ith d,: 2 rotational symm etry  gure @ @)), pst
lke the centralCu 3d,2 2 orbital. (Theuniform phasesin the Inear com bination result from the initialde nition of
the 2p, and 2p, orbials.) Likew iseCs R ) representsan extended swave oxygen orbital CFjgureE ©)),andx R )and
& R ) represent extended p-wave orbitals F gures @ () and d)). The wave function com ponents In E quation )

ey Px

o @ c@® o @
g

©

C2S,
@
g
&0 o @ o
® ? @

FIG . 20. Extended p-orbial basis set w ith wellde ned rotational symm etry. The central Cu site is denoted by a shaded
circle. (a) Extended d,> ,2 orbital (stateD ). () Extended sorbital (state S). (c) Extended px orbital (stateX ). (d) Extended

py orbital (state Y ).

m ay now be rew ritten In term s ofthe new cnum bers. T he com plete pairwave fiinction in E quation @) then becom es

e? ®* Rl Q;aB; R apiil)
r G R+ R pjit+ ))ceg oR; 1) 52)

w here, as before, the sum on a runs over f£d; x; yg, but now the sum on B runsover £fd;D ; S; X ; Y g. The new wave
function com ponents are

?I(Q;aD; R apiil) =
1 .Qiax; R apjil)+ Qjax; R ap+ Bjil)
i

+ rQjay; R ap;il)+ rQ@jay; R apt b;il)
B(Q;aS; R ap; il) =

2 :Qiax; R apjil)+ Qjax; R ap+ Bjil)
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i
rQiay; R apiil) rQiay; R oot P;il)

;aX ; R ;i) =
r(%r ’ abr i

513—2 rQjax; R ap;i!) rQjax; R g+ R;il)
QiaY¥; R ;1) =
(%a abs 1!) 5
£ rQjay; R apiil)+ Qjay; R ap+ Biil) (53)

2 2

N ote that this expression for the pair wave function is equivalent to that in E quation @) . The new basis for the
B -particles is sin ply overcom plte; the cnumbersg R ;i) and G o R % i1) for nearneighborR and R % are no
longer independent.

The new basis is welkadapted for representing pair wave functions for Q = 0 in a sinple way. It is convenient
to keep the B particlke orbital and unitcell position xed whilk varying a and R ;5. For exam ple, separate plots
describe the system for the B -particle in the Cu 3d,2 2 obital ( .4), In the extended oxygen dyz 2 orboital ( 4p ),
and In the extended oxygen sorial ( a5 ). Ifthe pairwave function isto have overalld,: 2 symmetry, a4 and 4p
must have explicit d,z 2 symmetry in the variable R ., while .5 must have explicit s symm etry. (Statesw ith d
symm etry m ay also be constructed for bparticles in the X and Y orbitals. T hese states are m ore com plicated, since
both .x and .y must be non—zero.)

In Fjgure@ we use histogram s to show the spatial vardation of the m inin um -frequency (! = T ) com ponents of
the d,» 2 singkt wave function (ie., the right eigenvector of the particleparticle kemel) for T T.. Recall that
this fiinction evolves an oothly into the o diagonalpair eld below T.. Each histogram showsa 4 4 patch ofunit
cells, centered on a Cu site In the cellat R 5, = 0. The ordentation ofthe x and y axes is ilndicated In Fjgure@(a).
T he height of the block at each point in the lattice is just the value of at that com bination of a-particle orbial
and displacem ent indices @; R sp) or xed B particle indices. It is clear that the wave function is dom inated by
the d-orbital com ponents; the p-orbital com ponents, how ever, play an in portant role in determm ining eigenvalues and
transition tem peratures, and their neglect is not jasti ed.

Finally the relative frequency dependence of several short-range com ponents of the. pair wave function

s0j;ab; R 4p;i!) isdisplayed In Figure @ N ote that, as in the onedband Hubbard m ode the wave function is
strongly frequency dependent, alling rapidly to zero on a scale of ! 054

E .E igenvalues and W ave Functions for P article-H ole C hannels

A com pkte FLEX analysis ofthe particle-hol (ie., m agnetic and charge density) channels w ith the sam e degree of
rigor applied in the particle-particle analysis isnot attem pted here. T he reasonsare as ollow s: (i) T he version ofFLEX
considered In the present work and In EB isbased on particle-hole exchange. C onsequently the particle-particle vertex
functions analyzed in the preceding section contain only single- uctuation-exchange ladders, yet are fully conserving.
On the other hand, a fully conserving calculation of the particle-hol vertex finctions w ithin this approxin ation
schem e requires @ inclusion of not only single-exchange ladders, but also a class of doubleexchange A slam azov—
Larkin diagram s Such diagram s constitute the beginning ofa parquet-like renom alization ofthe sihgle-exchange
laddersH Since this renom alization is incom plete (@nd does not Im prove the consistency of the particle-hole vertices
which appear at di erent points in the calculation), the treatm ent of the A slam azov-Larkin diagram s is problem atic.
(i) In order to treat the particle-hole vertices on the sam e footing as the particleparticle, the FLEX approxin ation
should include particle-particle exchange diagram s from the outset (see, eg., R eferences @,@ ,@) . Such a treatm ent,
while In principle quite straightforw ard, exceeds the scope of the present work.

The lm fation im posed by these points m akes a satisfactory analysis of the nearly singular m agnetic channel
In possible in the present work. T his isbecause both the doubleexchange A slam azov-Larkin diagram s and the single—
exchange diagram s from the crossed particle-particle channel are repulsive in the m agnetic channel. T he om ission of
these contrbutions in a naive calculation leads to a drastic overestin ate of the m agnetic eigenvalue (ie., vala er
than uniy). A sin ilar siuation has been noted In previous FLEX studies of the oneband Hubbard m ode n
that case the m agnetic eigenvalue drops wellbelow unity when the om itted contributions are reinstated.

N ote that these lim itations in the treatm ent ofthe particle-hole channeldo not com prom ise the conserving nature of
the FLEX calculation for the particle-particle channel. (T his isnot to say that satisfying conservation law s guarantees
accuracy: the overall lJack of self-consi cy In two-particle vertices which appear at di erent points in the FLEX
calculation is a broader global concem /1 which can be rem edied only by a m ore sophisticated parquet-like analysis.
See Section El for further com m ents on this point.)
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FIG.21l. Relative displacem ent dependence of the m ininum —frequency (! = T) components of the d,> ,» pair wave
function at T = t,3=512 = 29 K for the standard param eter set at hni = 1:6. The histogram s are centered on a Cu site
in the cellwih R = 0. Note that the wave function is realvalied. (a) O rentation of the x and y axes in the histogram
plots. ) Component s(0;ad; R;1i T). (R lbelstheunitcelldisplacem ent to orbitala from a xed Cu 3d 42 2 orbial)
N ote that the histogram exhibits explicit d,- y2 Symm etry in this case. () Component s(0;aD; R;i T). In this case the

xed orbital is the extended O 2p linear combination with d,» 2 symm etry. A sbefore the histogram exhibits explicit dyo 2
symm etry. N ote the di erence in scale between thisplot and that in ). (d) Component s(0;aS; R;i T). In this case the

xed orbital is the extended O 2p linear com bination w ith swave sym m etry. In this case the histogram exhibits explicit swave
symm etry (see the discussion in the text).
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FIG . 22. Reltive frequency dependence of shortrange com ponents of the d,. ,» pair wave function for the standard
param eter set at mni= 1:16. The dom inant com ponent, associated w ith pairing on near-neighbor Cu 3d,. .. sites, drops to
zero over a range detem ined by the spin  uctuations.

y

D espite these caveats, we feel i in portant to em phasize In thig section a feature of the physics In the charge
density channelwhich has received little attention In recent yearskd The Q = 0 d,2 - state in the singkt channel
has an analog at Q (7 ) In the density channel. The p f such an analog or partner state is fam iliar
In a sin pler context: in the oneband negativeU Hubbard m ode the physics near half 1ling is dom inated by
aQ = 0 swave singlket state and a Q = ( ; ) charge density state. At half lling these states becom e exactly

degenerate, constituting the com ponents of a H eisenberg-like order param eter. The instability in both the singlet
and density channels is driven by the attractive unrenom alized vertex U . In the positiveU Hubbard m odel and
the CuO, m odel, an analogous pair of potential instabilities is driven by the exchange of soin uctuations. In this
case the singlt state of interest hasd,> 2 symm etry. T he partner state, which becom es exactly degenerate w ith the

dy> 42 singlet at half- lling In the positivey Hubbard model, isaQ = ( ; ) charge density state which shares the
discre y 2 rotational etry. This state has been previously considered in both weak-and strong-coupling
studies W e ollow Schu In denoting this state an \orbital antiferrom agnet"; the nam e is natural since the

state describbesm icroscopic currentswhich ow around elem entary plaquettes in the square lattice, w ith the djrm
ofcurrent ow staggered between ad poent plaquettes (see F igure E) . In strong coupling the corresponding sta 7
hasbeen denoted a \ ux phase."

O Cu

FIG . 23. Representation of the circulating charge density currents in an ordered orbital antiferrom agnetic state. The O sites
are om itted for clariy.

Away from half- lling in the Hubbard m odel and at arbirary 1lings in the CuO ; m odel, the exact symm etry
between the d,> 2 singlet and the orbital antiferrom agnet is broken . Furthem ore, w ith the loss of perfect nesting in
the band structure, the wave vector Q for the optim al charge density state becom es incom m ensurate. For exam ple,
for the standard param eter set at ni= 1:16 the optin alQ vector is approxin ately (1; 0:875)

W e have studied the tem perature varation of the orbital antiferrom agnetic eigenvalie w ithin an inherently 1 ited
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approxin ation: nam ely, we have inclided in the charge density vertex only singleexchange diagram s describing
m agnetic and density uctuations. A s noted above in the comm ents on the m agnetic vertex, this approxin ation is
not entirely satisfactory, since both double-exchange A slam azov-Larkin diagram s and single-exchange particle-particle
ladders are om itted; how ever, this approxin ation does preserve the crucial feature w hich detemm inesboth the d,: -
sihglet and orbital antiferrom agnetic eigenvalues, ie., the exchange of nearly antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations.

T he tem perature variation ofthe dy> > singlkt and optin alorbital antiferrom agnetic eigenvalues for the standard
param eter set is shown in Fjgure. W hile ,,; isanaller than 4, the eigenvalies rem ain very close down to the
dy2 2 transition. From this analysis it becom es clear that a fully satisfactory treatm ent of the m odel, particularly
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FIG .24. Tem perature dependence of the d,> .2 singlkt and orbital antiferrom agnetic OAF) eigenvalues for the standard
param eter set. (@) Results for lling hni= 1:16. The optin alwave vector for the OAF state is n thiscase Q = (1; 0:875)
) Results for lling ni= 1:00. The optim alwave vector is In thiscaseQ = ( ; ).

In the underdoped regim e, m ust describe the com petition between the m agnetic, d,» 2 sihglkt, and orbital anti-
ferrom agnetic channels. W hile we have no evidence that the orbital antiferrom agnet is ever actually the dom inant
instability, it is tem pting to speculate on its relevance, at least in conjinction w ith the d,. . singlkt, for a description
of the anisotropic pseudogap observed In m any experin ental st:udjesjé1
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FIG .25. Relative digplacem ent dependence of the dom inant m inin um —frequency (! = T) component oftheQ = ( ; )
orbital antiferrom agnetic wave function, oa.r @Q;ad; R ;i T) forthe standard param eter set at hni= 1:16. T he tem perature
is T = t¢=512. As in Figure @, the histogram s are centered on a Cu site in the cellwith R = 0. In this case the wave
function is com plex-valued, even though the eigenvalue is real. Note that a and R vary with b= d held xed. Note also the
fact that d,> 2 rotational symm etry ism anifest for a = d and arbitrary R, but that the rotational sym m etry is hidden for
a= x and y, as discussed at length In the text. (@) Realpart of the wave function. (o) Im agihary part of the wave function.

InF jgure@ we show the spatialvariation ofthe realand in aginary partsoftheQ = ( ; ) orbialantiferrom agnetic
wave function ., @Q;ad; R aq;1i! = 1 T) for the standard parameter set at mi= 116 and T = 4=512. The
dy» 2 rotational symm etry of the wave function is m anifest for the com ponents with a = d, but is hidden for the
com ponents w ith a = x and y. This is true for the follow ing reason: T he totalwave function takes the form

i R+ R, . . . q
elQ ( ») OAF (Qlabl R abrl!)

a &G R+ R il + Nep o®R ;45 (54)
w ith
1 10
a= P35 o 1
Q=(;)
=0: (55)

Tt is convenient to adopt the shorthand e for the rotated In age of orbitala and l@e for the rotated im age ofR .,
the unit—cell Jocation of orbitala. W hen the wave function coordinates (unit-cell and orbital labels) are rotated, it

is guaranteed that the com pound d-orbiallebel @; R ;) = ;R ) mapsto (@; 1@9) = d; ), where R is the rotated
in age of R . H ow ever, under successive rotations, the py-orbitallabel (x; R ) mapsto (y; ®) (rotation through =2);
x;® k) (rotation through ); and (y;® ) (rotation through 3 =2). A sim ilar set of transform ations holds for
the py-orbital label. D iscrete d,2 2 symm etry requires that
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Figure g (continued)

iQ0 B
elQ € OAF Q;a%;ﬁe ]ﬁe;ll) =
et e R Qj;abR. Ryp;il); (56)
w here
Rb=R
Rao=R + R 4 p
=0;, =2, ;3 =2: 67

i0 ® ; , . . ,
W hen ‘chephaseﬂ‘;tctorselQ e and e R areequal, thed,: ,: symmetry ismanifest n  ,,5, 1,

onr Qi Ry Riil) = & . QiabiRa Rpjil): (58)

H ow ever, when

i (59)
the dy2 2 symm etry ishidden, ie.,

21

onr QB Ry Riil) = &7 o, QiabjRa Rypjdl): (6€0)

This accounts for the seem ingly anom alous transform ation properties of the .4 and 4 com ponents of the wave
finction in F igure pY.

The frequency dependence of several short-range com ponents of the Q = ( ; ) orbital antiferrom agnetic wave

function is illustrated in Figure @ N ote that the wave function is in this case Intrinsically com plex, although the
eigenvalue is real. W hile the Pauli P rinciple does not dictate the transfom ation properties under ! ! ! In this
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FIG .26. Relative frequency dependence of short—range com ponentsoftheQ = ( ; ) orbitalantiferrom agnetic wave fiinction

for the standard param eter set at hmi= 1:16. Asin Figure @, the com ponent associated w ith nearneighbor Cu 3d,2 2 sites
drops to zero over a range determ Ined by the spin uctuations. (@) Realpart of the wave function. (o) Im agihary part of the
wave function.
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case, the overallphase of the wave function forQ = ( ; ) and = 0may stillbe chosen such that
oar @Qjab; R; i) = ,,: Qjab; R;il): (61)
This ollow s from a basic symm etry ofthe eigenvalue problem frK 2P PRGPP in Equation {33), viz.,

ph . . NI . .40 —
K;77Q@immmy; R 1p;il;mamy; R 34;1l7) =

KPP ( Q;mumy; R 1p; il;mamg; R 345 119 : (62)

Thisinpliesthat if ©;ab; R ;i!) isan eigenfunction w ith eigenvalue (Q ) for totalm om entum —frequency Q , then
Q;ab; R; 1!) isan eigenfunction wih eigenvaluie Q) for totalm om entum -frequency Q . For the case of
Interest here 9 = Q, the eigenfunction (@ ;ab; R ;i!) is non-degenerate, and the eigenvalue is real. T hus,

Qj;ab; R; il) = Qj;ab; R;4l); (63)

wih a complex constant. The constant m ay always be set equal to unity by a sinple rescaling of , leading to
the symm etry relation in Equation @I). Symm etries or general Q near ( ; ) may be exam ined by an extension
of this argum ent. Note nally the overall sin ilarity of the d,: ,: sihglt wave function plotted In Figures @{@
and the orbital antiferrom agnetic w ave function plotted in Fjgures@{@, w ith respect to both spatialand frequency
dependence.

V.SUMMARY

Our results dem onstrate that the uctuation exchange approxim ation provides reasonable results for both the
m agnitude and doping dependence ofthe d,: , - transition tem pera in the overdoped regine,ni 1> 0:16.W hike
the level of quantitative agreem ent between FLEX and experin en is alm ost certainly fortuious, i is in portant
to em phasize several points in this regard: (i) For a w ide range ofm odel param eters clistered around the standard
LDA setfd FLEX transition tem peratures are predicted in the range of 10 to 100 K . It is by no m eans obvious that
this should be so, ie., one m ight have In agihed obtaining a range of transitions stretching over several orders of
m agnitude. (i) The continued rissof the FLEX d,: 2 eigenvalue for values of mi approaching unity is consistent
w ith previous M onte C arlo studies/~ which have dem onstrated enhanced d,> ,: correlations even jn regions where
long-range m agnetic order is being established. It appears clear that a m ore sophisticated approachld is essential to
resolve the com petition between the incipient instabilities in the antiferrom agnetic spin, d,2 2 singlet, and orbital
antiferrom agnetic channels In the underdoped regineni! 10.

A s em phasized in Section @, the presence of large eigenvalues in the orbital antiferrom agnetic channel is an
unam biguous result of our analysis, despite the technical lim itations of our approach for the particle-hole channels.
It is in portant to note that the orbital antiferrom agnetic channel becom es degenerate w ith the d,2 > singlkt to
form a H eisenberg-like order param eter in m odels w ith exact particle-hole symm etry (such as the half- lled oneband
Hubbard m odel). W hilke the breaking of particlke-hole sym m etry in the standard CuO; m odel apparently favors the
dy2 2 singlkt at half- lling, it seem s clear that the orbital antiferrom agnet m ust be retained in any analysis which
ain s at a quantitative description of the region nearhlmi= 1.

F inally, asam ore generalcom m ent, the present study dem onstrates the feasbility ofextending the FLEX instability
analysistom odelsw ith an Increasing degree ofrealisn . W hile the principal shortcom ing of FLEX ,viz., the Jack of self-
consistency at the two-body level, rem ains a separate concem, it is also clear that progress tow ard a truly predictive
m any-body theory dem ands the ability to incorporate realistic details of lattice and interaction structure. A natural
next step in this direction is the analysis of a oneband m odelw ith longerrange interactions. T he general form align
developed In the present work and in EB (inh particular, the use of a realspace basis set for relative coordinates)
provides a calculationally feasble fram ework for such a study.
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