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The 
uctuation exchange,or FLEX,approxim ation for interacting electrons is applied to study

instabilities in the standard three-band m odelfor CuO 2 layers in the high-tem perature supercon-

ductors. Both intra-orbitaland near-neigbor Coulom b interactions are retained. The �lling de-

pendence ofthe dx2� y2 transition tem perature is studied in both the \hole-doped" and \electron-

doped" regim esusing param etersderived from constrained-occupancy density-functionaltheory for

La2CuO 4. The agreem ent with experim ent on the overdoped hole side of the phase diagram is

rem arkably good,i.e.,transitionsem ergein the40K rangewith no freeparam eters.In addition the

im portance ofthe \orbitalantiferrom agnetic," or
ux phase,charge density channelisem phasized

foran understanding ofthe underdoped regim e.

71.10.+ x,71.20.Ad,74.65.+ n

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

An experim entalconsensushasdeveloped in recentyearsthattheorderparam eterin thehigh-tem peraturecuprate
superconductorshasdx2�y 2 sym m etry.1 W ellbeforeexperim entsindicated thisexoticsym m etryavarietyoftheoretical
approaches had suggested a tendency toward dx2�y 2 pairing in the Hubbard2{4 and t� J m odels.5 W ithin weak-
coupling approaches,which treattheCoulom b interaction asa perturbation to one-electron band theory,exchangeof
antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuations6 leadsto pairing.
W hilethe correctnessofthe spin 
uctuation scenario rem ainscontroversial,itisofinterestto exam inethepairing

processwithin a m orerealisticsetting than theone-band Hubbard m odel.Itiswell-established thatm agnetism in the
\undoped" cupratescan be understood within the contextofa three-band m odel7 (which projectsto a t� J m odel8

in thestrong-coupling lim it).ThisCuO 2 m odeldescribesnearly �lled Cu 3dx2�y 2,O 2px,and O 2py orbitals,which
form a two-dim ensionalsquare Bravaislattice with a three-atom unitcell.The largestCoulom b integrals9{11 in the
CuO 2 m odelaretherepulsion between holeson thesam ed orbital(Udd � 10 eV)orp orbital(Upp � 4 eV),and the
repulsion between holeson neighboring d and p orbitals(Upd � 1 eV).
A self-consistent and conserving calculation ofone-particle properties in the CuO 2 m odelbased on exchange of

m agnetic and charge density 
uctuations has been carried outpreviously.12;13 In the presentpaper we extend this

uctuation exchange,or\FLEX," calculation to an analysisofeigenvaluesofthe particle-particle and particle-hole
vertex functionsand the resulting transition tem peratures. In particular,thisanalysisiscarried outusing one-and
two-particlem atrixelem entsdeduced from constrained-occupancydensityfunctionaltheory,9 with noadditionalm odel
projectionsorparam eter�ts.Theresultsofthiscalculation with no adjustableparam etersare,ifnotcom pelling,at
leastsuggestive.
W hiletheFLEX approachisinherentlyapproxim ate,theobserved trendsin eigenvaluesand transition tem peratures

forvariationsin holedensity and Coulom b integralscan beexpected to be carried overin m oreexacttreatm ents.In
addition thiscalculation providesa detailed exam ple ofthe m elding ofm any-body and band theory techniquesnow
possible.
Thepaperisorganized asfollows:Them odeland calculationalnotation aresum m arized in Section II.Theparticle-

particleand particle-holevertex functionswithin theFLEX approxim ation arederived in a com putationally tractable
form in Section III.Aftera briefdigression on sourcesoferror,resultsforeigenvalues,transition tem peratures,and
eigenfunctionsare presented in Section IV. The im plicationsofthe calculation are discussed,along with an overall
sum m ary,in Section V.
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II.M O D EL A N D N O TA T IO N

In this section we de�ne our notationalconventions for the m odelto be studied. The three-orbitalm odelfor
superconductingcupratelayersm aybewritten in term sofcreation operatorsforholesorelectrons.Asin Reference12,
which wehereafterdenote\EB,"weadopttheholerepresentation;asan exam ple,cy

d�
(R )createsa 3dx2�y 2 holewith

spin � in unitcellR .In addition wechoosea staggered orbitalphasewhich helpssim plify theanalysisoftwo-particle
eigenstates.Theunitcelland phaseconventionsareillustrated in Figure1.The Ham iltonian isconveniently broken

O px

O py

Cu dx2−y2

FIG .1. Unitcelland orbitalphase conventions.The unitcellcontainsthree orbitals:the Cu 3dx2� y2,the O 2px on x-axis

bonds,and theO 2py on y-axisbonds.Theorbitalphasesarechosen in acheckerboard pattern.Thisassuresthatnear-neighbor

Cu{O and O {O hopping integralshave the sam e sign in allunitcellsand greatly sim pli�esthe two-body eigenstate analysis.

up into one-particleand two-particlecom ponents

bH = bH 0 + bV : (1)

W ith ourconventionsthe one-particleHam iltonian takesthe form

bH 0 � �N =

("d � �)
X

R

nd(R ) + ("d � � + ")
X

R

h

nx(R )+ ny(R )
i

� tpd

X

�;R

h

c
y

d�
(R )cx�(R )+ c

y

d�
(R + bx)cx�(R )

+ c
y

d�
(R )cy�(R )+ c

y

d�
(R + by)cy�(R ) + H :C:

i

� tpp

X

�;R

h

c
y
y�(R )cx�(R ) + c

y
y�(R + bx)cx�(R )

+ c
y
y�(R � by)cx�(R ) + c

y
y�(R + bx � by)cx�(R )+ H :C:

i

: (2)

The num beroperatorsnd,nx and ny arede�ned in the usualway,e.g.,

nd(R ) =
X

�

c
y

d�
(R )c

d�
(R ): (3)

Thephysicalvaluesoftheshort-rangehopping m atrix elem entstpd and tpp areboth positive.9;10 Thed-holecreation
energy "d m ay be setto zero withoutloss,and the p{d energy leveldi�erence " ispositive.
In thetwo-body Ham iltonian bV weretain the threelargestCoulom b integralsfrom constrained-occupancy density

functionalstudies:9;10 Theon-siteCu repulsionUdd,theon-siteO repulsionUpp,and thenear-neighborCu{O repulsion
Upd.Thelastinteraction com plicatestheanalysissinceithasboth intra-celland inter-cellcom ponents.TheCoulom b
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interactions m ay be written in a spin-diagonalized form which allows a decoupling ofS = 0 (density) and S = 1
(m agnetic)excitations.Thisprocedureistreated atlength in EB.
The one-particlepropagatorsforthe Ham iltonian described abovetakethe form

G ab(R a;�a;R b;�b) = G ab(�R ab;�� ab) � � hT�ca(R a;�a)c
y

b
(R b;�b)i; (4)

where (a;R a;�a) and (b;R b;�b) are the orbital,unit-cell,and im aginary-tim e labels for particles in the �naland
initialstates(seeFigure2).Reference12describesthegeneralprocedureforcalculatingsuch propagatorsand provides

a
Ra
τa

b
Rb
τb

FIG .2. D iagram m atic representation ofthe one-particle propagatorG ab(�R ab;�� ab).

detailed results for the CuO 2 m odeldescribed above. Forthe rem ainderofthis paper we m ake use ofone-particle
propertiesobtained in thispreviousstudy.

III.D ER IVA T IO N O F V ER T EX FU N C T IO N S

The calculation ofeigenvalues ofthe particle-particle kernelin the CuO 2 m odelis conceptually straightforward,
butnotationally involved.Itisassum ed thatself-consistentone-particlepropagatorsG havebeen obtained using the
technique described in EB.Functionaldi�erentiation ofthe o�-diagonalself-energy in the presence ofan external
pairing �eld yields the irreducible particle-particle vertex �pp. Using the notation developed in Reference 14 the
singletand tripletpartsofthe vertex areasfollows(seeFigure3):

�pps (12;34) = Vs(12;34)

+ 1

2
�d(24;31) � 3

2
�m (24;31) + 1

2
�d(14;32) � 3

2
�m (14;32); (5)

�ppt (12;34) = Vt(12;34)

+ 1

2
�d(24;31) + 1

2
�m (24;31) � 1

2
�d(14;32) � 1

2
�m (14;32): (6)

Thenum ericalindicesrepresentthe spaceand tim e degreesoffreedom ofeach particle,i.e.,

Γs
pp

Vs

Vd

Vd

Vd

Vd

D D= + +

+ {Vd, D → Vm, M}

1

23

4

1

2

3

4 12

3

4

1

2

3

4

FIG .3. Irreducible singlet vertex function �
pp
s within the FLEX approxim ation. O utgoing states are represented on the

rightofthediagram s,incom ing stateson theleft.(Thecoe�cients1=2 and � 3=2 areom itted forclarity;seeEquation (5).) V s

isthe unrenorm alized Coulom b m atrix elem entin the singletchannel. The verticalladdersrepresentthe exchange ofdensity


uctuations.
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1 � (m 1;R 1;�1 ); (7)

with m 1 the orbital,R 1 the unit-celldisplacem ent,and �1 the im aginary tim e coordinateforparticle1.
The m atrix functions�d and �m representparticle-holeladdersin the density and m agneticchannels:

�r(12;34) =
h

VrG
ph(1 � VrG

ph)�1 Vr
i

(12;34) (8)

forr= d and m . The m atrices Vr are the spin-diagonalized Coulom b interactionsin each channel,and the m atrix
G ph isthe uncorrelated particle-holepropagator:

G
ph(12;34)= � hT�c(1)c

y(3)ihT�c(4)c
y(2)i

= � G (13)G (42); (9)

with � the inversetem perature.
Asusual,12 m atrix m ultiplication isde�ned by

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

with an im plied sum on repeated indices. The singlet and triplet kernels are obtained by m ultiplying the vertex
functionsby the uncorrelated particle-particlepropagator

G
pp(12;34) = � 1

2
� G (13)G (24): (11)

Note the presence of 1

2
in thisde�nition ofthe propagator,which isconsistentwith ournorm alization ofthe vertex

functionsbelow.
Expressionsforthe density and m agnetic Coulom b m atrix elem entsVd and Vm have been given previously in EB.

Explicit expressionsfor Vs and Vt follow from the diagram sin Figure 4. As in our previous work,it is convenient

Vs = +

Vt = −

1

2

3 3

3
2
1

2

3
4

1

2 4

2

3 1

2
3

4

4

1

1
4

4

FIG .4. Representation ofthe unrenorm alized singletand tripletCoulom b m atrix elem entsVs and Vt.

to adopta notation which em phasizesthe dependence ofthe m atrix elem entson only three unit-celldisplacem ents
between thetwo initial-stateand two �nal-stateparticles(seeFigure5).Thus,Vs(�R ac;ab;�R ab;cd;�R cd)isthe
singletCoulom b m atrix elem entfora �nal-stateparticlepairin orbitalsa and bwith relativeunit-celldisplacem ent

�R ab = R a � R b ; (12)

and an initial-state particle pair in orbitals c and d with relative unit-celldisplacem ent �R cd. The displacem ent
between theinitialand �nalstateparticlesisgiven by �R ac.Thereareonly 11two-particlestates (ab;�R ab)which
have non-zero singlet and triplet Coulom b m atrix elem ents in the CuO 2 m odelconsidered here. These states are
listed in TableIfortheunit-celldepicted in Figure1.(An identically labeled 11-statebasisfornon-zero density and
m agneticCoulom b m atrix elem entswasde�ned in EB.)
Asin EB,theinitial/�nalstatedisplacem ent�R ac isconvenientlyelim inated in favorofacenter-of-m assm om entum

Q by writing
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Vs

a

b

c

d
∆Rab∆Rcd

∆Rac

FIG .5. D e�nition ofunit-celldisplacem entsin the representation ofthe singletCoulom b m atrix elem ent.

Index a b �R ab

1 d d 0

2 px px 0

3 py py 0

4 d px 0

5 d px + bx

6 px d 0

7 px d � bx

8 d py 0

9 d py + by

10 py d 0

11 py d � by

TABLE I. Indexing schem e forthe m inim um -range particle-particle basissetin the CuO 2 m odel. The particle orbitals are

a and b,with corresponding unit-celldisplacem ent�R ab � R a � R b.Notethatkerneleigenstatesm ustsatisfy thesym m etry

requirem entsofthe PauliPrinciple,butthe basisstatesneed not.

Vs(Q ;ab;�R ab;cd;�R cd) �
X

� R ac

e
�iQ �� R ac Vs(�R ac;ab;�R ab;cd;�R cd): (13)

Theindicesin TableIcan then beused to writeVs and Vt com pactly asQ -dependent11� 11 m atrices.Forexam ple,

V
33
s (Q )= 2Upp

V
64
s (Q )= � V

64
t (Q ) = Upd

V
75
s (Q )= � V

75
t (Q ) = e

iQ x Upd : (14)

Though the basic Coulom b interactions Vs and Vt are short-ranged,the 
uctuation-induced contributions to the
particle-particle vertex functions �pps and �ppt are not. Nevertheless, it is possible to calculate accurate pairing
eigenvalues using vertex functions truncated in the relative displacem ent ofthe particle pair. For this reason it is
convenientto arriveata particle-particlevertex labeled using (i)totalm om entum -frequency Q � (Q ;i
);(ii)pair
orbitalindices(ab)(3� 3 = 9 possible com binationsforthe three-orbitalm odel);(iii)unit-celldisplacem ent�R ab

ofthe pairelem ents;and (iv)relative frequency i!.15 (There isno additionalbene�tin introducing a relative tim e
coordinate,since the 
uctuations induce long-range couplings in im aginary tim e.) Previous notation for the tim e-
independent Coulom b m atrix elem entsm ay be generalized in a naturalway. The desired singletand tripletvertex
functions(seeFigure6(a))takethe form

�ppr (Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!
0): (15)

In orderto calculatethecrossed-channelparticle-holeladders�d and �m ,itisessentialto usea di�erentbasisset
obtained by a seriesofFouriertransform s. An initialFouriertransform on the relative displacem entcoordinatesin
Equation (5)yields

�pps (Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!
0) =

Vs(Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;m 3m 4;�R 34)
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Γr
pp

m

m

m

m
∆R∆R

Q
iω+iΩ

−iω′ −iω

iω′+iΩ

(a)

1234
2

13

4

∆Γs
pp

m

m

m

m

Q k+Q

−k′ −k

k′+Q

Vd

Vd

Vd

Vd

D D

mm

mmm m

mm

+

+ {Vd, D → Vm, M}

k+Qk′+Q

−k′ −k

k′+Q

k+Q

−k′ −k

=
k+k′+Qk′−k

(b)

1 23

4

2

1

3

4

1

2

3

4

Vd

Vd

D

mm

mm

k′−k

∆R′

∆R′

(c)

1

2

3

4

31

24

FIG .6. Calculation ofthe irreducible particle-particle vertex functions �
pp
r ,r= s and t. (a)D iagram m atic representation

ofthe irreducible vertex in the com putationally optim albasis set. Note that the totalcenter-of-m ass m om entum -frequency

Q = (Q ;i
) is conserved. (b) Fourier-transform ed singlet vertex function ��
pp
s (Q ;m 1m 2;k;m 3m 4;k

0
). See also Equa-

tion (18).(c)Representation ofthe �rstparticle-hole ladderin (b)in the relative displacem entbasis.See also Equation (19).
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+
1

N 2

X

kk0

e
ik�� R12 �� pp

s (Q ;m 1m 2;k;m 3m 4;k
0)e�ik

0
�� R34 ; (16)

with

k = (k;i!)

k
0= (k0;i!0): (17)

The 
uctuation-induced contribution �� pp
s takesthe form

�� pp
s (Q ;m 1m 2;k;m 3m 4;k

0) =
h
1

2
�d �

3

2
�m

i

(k0� k;m 2m 4;� k
0;m 3m 1;k + Q )

+
h
1

2
�d �

3

2
�m

i

(k + k
0+ Q ;m 1m 4;� k

0;m 3m 2;� k): (18)

The laddersarerepresented diagram m atically in Figure6(b).
The �rst particle-hole ladder in Equation (18) m ay be translated back to the relative displacem ent basis (Fig-

ure6(c)):

�d(k
0
� k;m 2m 4;� k

0;m 3m 1;k+ Q ) =
X

� R 0

24
;� R 0

31

e
ik

0
�� R

0

24 �d(k
0
� k;m 2m 4;�R

0
24;m 3m 1;�R

0
31)e

i(k+ Q )�� R
0

31 :

(19)

Note that prim es are included on the displacem ents here to em phasize thatthey are dum m y sum m ation variables,
at this stage unrelated to �R 12 and �R 34 in Equation (16). Sim ilar expressions hold for the other ladder sum
term s contributing to �� pp

s . Note that�d and �m are independent ofthe relative frequency variables(due to the
instantaneouscharacterofVd and Vm )and havebeen dropped from the notation withoutloss.
Theexpressionsin Equations(16)and (19)each involvedoubleFouriertransform sand areim practicalto calculate

num erically. A m uch sim plerform for�� m ay be derived by changing m om entum variablesand interchanging the
orderofsum s.Forexam ple,forthe �rstparticle-holeladdercontribution the appropriatechangeofvariablesis

k
0
� k ! Q

0

k
0
! k

0
: (20)

The sum on k0 m ay then be carried outexplicitly,yielding a delta function,which collapsesthe sum on �R 0
24.

Afteradditionalrelabeling ofsum m ation variables,thecom pleteresultfor�pps which resultsfrom thisprocedureis

�pps (Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!
0) =

Vs(Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;m 3m 4;�R 34)

+
X

� R 13

e
�iQ �� R 13 �� pp

s (�R 13;i
;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!
0);

(21)

with

�� pp
s (�R 13;i
;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0) =
1

N

X

Q 0

e
iQ

0
�� R23

h
1

2
�d �

3

2
�m

i

(Q 0
;i(!0� !);m 2m 4;�R 24;m 3m 1;�R 31) +

1

N

X

Q 0

e
iQ

0
�� R13

h
1

2
�d �

3

2
�m

i

(Q 0
;i(! + !

0+ 
);m 1m 4;�R 14;m 3m 2;�R 32);

(22)

whereallrelativedisplacem entsareexpressed in term sof�R 13,�R 12,and �R 34:
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�R 23 = � �R 32 = �R 13 � �R 12

�R 24 = �R 13 � �R 12 + �R 34

�R 31 = � �R 13

�R 14 = �R 13 + �R 34 : (23)

A sim ilarexpression for�ppt m ay be obtained im m ediately using the correspondencein Equation (6).
The ladder sum m ations �d and �m m ay be calculated as m atrix products in the space with com pound indices

(ab;�R ab):

�r = � Vr�(1+ Vr� )
�1
Vr ; (24)

forr= d,m ,wherethe uncorrelated 
uctuation propagator� isde�ned by

�(Q ;ab;�R ab;cd;�R cd) = �
T

N

X

k

e
ik�(� Rab�� R cd)G ac(k+ Q )G db(k): (25)

For the CuO 2 m odelthe required m atrix inverse is only 11� 11. Note,however,that a separate inverse m ust be
calculated foreach valueofthe particle-holeladder’scenter-of-m assm om entum -frequency.
The uncorrelated particle-particlepropagatorm ay also be expressed in the basisadopted above(Figure7):

G
pp(Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0) =

� 1

2
�!! 0

T

N

X

k

e
ik�(� R12�� R 34)G m 1m 3

(k + Q )G m 2m 4
(� k): (26)

Theparticle-particleeigenvalueproblem then takesthe form

m

m

m

m
∆R∆R

Q

iω+iΩ

−iω′ −iω

iω′+iΩ
1

2

3

4
1234

FIG . 7. D iagram m atic representation of the uncorrelated particle-particle propagator

G
pp
(Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0
). Note the propagator is diagonalin the relative frequency,i.e.,it vanishes for

! 6= !
0
.

�ppr (Q )G pp(Q )�(Q ) = �(Q )�(Q ); (27)

forr= sand t. Note thatwith the conventionsadopted here a positive eigenvalue indicatesattraction. (Although
the kernelisnon-herm itian,itispossible to show for
 = 0 thatthe particle-particle eigenvaluesare real-valued or
occurin com plex conjugatepairs.) Them atrices�ppr and G pp operatein a farlargercom pound-index spacethan that
de�ned previously forthe Coulom b interactionsVr. The index now consistsofthe orbital-pairlabel(m 1m 2),which
takeson ninevaluesin theCuO 2 problem ;thesubsetofunit-celldisplacem ents�R 12 retained;and thesetofvalues
ofthe relativefrequency ! within a pre-de�ned cuto� interval.
Note that since the kernelm atrix is non-herm itian,its sets ofleft and right eigenvectors are not sim ply related

(even though theleftand righteigenvaluespectra areidentical.) In thefollowing section weem phasizethereal-space
and frequency dependenceoftherighteigenvectors,i.e.,thosedeterm ined by Equation (27).Thisisnaturalsincethe
righteigenvectoratTc evolvessm oothly into the o�-diagonalself-energy below Tc. (The righteigenvalue equation
m ay bere-derived by linearizing a self-consistent�eld problem in theo�-diagonalself-energy.) Thecorresponding left
eigenvectorhasno such sim ple physicalinterpretation.
A num berofpowerfulapproacheshavebeen developed in recentyearstocom puteafew selected eigenvaluesofagen-

eralnon-herm itian m atrix in casessuch asthisforwhich a fulldiagonalization isim practical.Allsuch approachesare
derived from the m uch m orestandard algorithm savailableforthe real-sym m etricand com plex-herm itian eigenvalue
problem s.W ehavem adeuseofaso-called Lanczos-Arnoldialgorithm developed in theDepartm entofCom putational
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and Applied M athem aticsatRice University.16 Using thisalgorithm wehavestudied kernelswith row dim ensionsof
order10,000.
To supplem entourstudy ofparticle-particleeigenvalueswe havealso calculated a setofkerneleigenvaluesforthe

particle-holechannels.ThesechannelsdescribescatteringofS = 0 (chargedensity)and S = 1(m agnetic)excitations.
Severalpoints are im portant to note in this regard. First ofall,the FLEX calculation (and any Baym -K adano�
approach17) lacks self-consistency at the two-particle level. For this reason the density and m agnetic propagators
which enterthe one-particle self-energy are notthe sam e asthose obtained by functionaldi�erentiation ofthe self-
energy with respectto an external�eld.Thedi�erencem ay bedescribed in term sof\vertex corrections" to thebare
density and m agneticm atrix elem entsVd and Vm .W ithin FLEX thesim plestvertex corrections�� d and �� m have
a form closely related to the singletand tripletinteractions�� s and �� t,i.e.,they representthe exchangeofsingle
crossed-channeldensity and m agnetic 
uctuations. M ore com plicated vertex correctionstake the Aslam azov-Larkin
(AL) form ,18;19 i.e.,they describe the em ission and re-absorption ofpairs of
uctuations. For reasons described
previously19 weom itthe AL correctionsto �� d and �� m in the analysiswhich follows.
It is also im portantto re-em phasize atthis point that the one-particle FLEX calculationsdescribed here and in

EB assum e the exchange ofelem entary particle-hole 
uctuations,but not elem entary particle-particle 
uctuations.
Forthisreason particle-particle 
uctuation propagatorsdo notappearin crossed-channelcontributionsto �� d and
�� m below.In analogy with Equations(5)and (6)thespin-diagonalized particle-holevertices(seeFigure8)m ay be
written asfollows:

�ph
d
(12;34)= Vd(12;34) � 1

2
�d(42;31) � 3

2
�m (42;31) (28)

�phm (12;34)= Vm (12;34) � 1

2
�d(42;31) + 1

2
�m (42;31): (29)

Thefunctions�d and �m areasde�ned previously.

Γd
ph

Vd

Vm

Vm

Vd

Vd

D M= + +
1
2

1

1

1

22

2

33

33

4

4

4

4

FIG .8. Irreducibledensity vertex function �
ph

d
within theFLEX approxim ation.NotetheabsenceofAL and particle-particle

exchangediagram sdiscussed in thetext.(Asbefore,thecoe�cients� 1=2 and � 3=2 areom itted forclarity;seeEquation (28).)

In term softhe center-of-m assm om entum -frequency Q the density vertex takesthe form

�ph
d
(Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0) =

Vd(Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;m 3m 4;�R 34)

+
X

� R 13

e
�iQ �� R 13 �� ph

d
(�R 13;i
;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0);

(30)

with

�� ph

d
(�R 13;i
;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0) =

1

N

X

Q 0

e
iQ

0
�� R43

h

� 1

2
�d �

3

2
�m

i

(Q 0
;i(!0� !);m 4m 2;�R 42;m 3m 1;�R 31);

(31)

where,asin Equation (23),allrelative displacem entsare expressed in term softhe setf�R 13;�R 12;�R 34g. The
analogousexpression for�phm followsby the correspondencein Equation (29).
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The particle-holeeigenvalueproblem takesthe form

�phr (Q )G ph(Q )�(Q ) = �(Q )�(Q ); (32)

wherenow

G
ph(Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0) =

�!! 0

T

N

X

k

e
ik�(� R12�� R 34)G m 1m 3

(k+ Q )G m 4m 2
(k): (33)

Asin Equation (27),a positiveeigenvalueindicatesattraction.

IV .R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A .Sources ofSystem atic Error

In thissection wediscussthenatureoftheerrorswhich arisein calculation ofinstability eigenvaluesand transition
tem peratures.Fourm ain sourcesoferrorarise in the eigenvalue calculations.These are accum ulation offrequency-
spacerenorm alization group20 erroratlow tem peratures;errorfrom theuseoffrequency cuto�s;errorfrom truncation
ofthetwo-body vertex function in therelativereal-spacecoordinate;and k-spacediscretization error(16� 16 m eshes
areem ployed throughout).Detailed discussionsoftherenorm alizationgroup procedurefortheone-particleself-energy
areincluded in EB and Reference20.Theerrorsassociated with thisapproxim ation aregenerally negligibly sm allin
com parison with the othersources.
The frequency cuto� used in our calculations is 
 c = 0:5tpd for the ingoing and outgoing frequencies ! and !0

(see Figure 6)in the 
uctuation-induced com ponentofthe singletkernel. Forthe instantaneouspartofthe singlet
kernel,whose decrease at high frequencies is controlled solely by the fallo� ofthe uncorrelated propagator G pp,
the corresponding cuto� is 50tpd. Errors associated with these cuto�s are extrem ely sm all. For exam ple,for the
standard param eter set (see Equation (34)) at 16% hole doping and tem perature T = tpd=512 (29 K ),the dx2�y 2

eigenvalueobtained usingthecuto�sdescribed aboveis�d = 1:0458.Ifboth cuto�sareraised to50tpd,theeigenvalue
becom es1.0459,a changeof0.01% ;thisdem onstratesthecalculation’sinsensitivity to thecuto� associated with the

uctuation com ponent.In contrast,ifboth cuto�saredropped to 0:5tpd,theeigenvaluebecom es1.0439,a changeof
0.2% ;thisdem onstratesinsensitivity to the cuto� associated with the instantaneouscom ponent.Itshould be noted
thatathighertem peraturesthecuto� on the
uctuation com ponentm ustberaised to obtain com parablepercentage
accuracy.Thisisnotcostly,however,sincethe density ofM atsubara frequenciesdecreasesatthe sam etim e.
Nextwediscussthetruncation procedurefordealing with therelativereal-spacecoordinatein thetwo-body vertex.

W hen thekernelsareevaluatedon a16� 16k-spacegrid,therelativedisplacem ents�R 12 and�R 34 (seeFigure6)m ay
takeon 256di�erentvalues.Sincethedx2�y 2 eigenfunctionsfallo� rapidly atlargevaluesof�R 12 (seeSection IV D),
itisratherintuitiveto introducea truncated basissetfortherelativedisplacem ents.In ourcalculationswelim itthe
basissetto the twenty-one sm allestlattice vectors;i.e.,elem entsofthe kernelare zeroed outforj�R j> a

p
5. The

corresponding gain in com putation tim e isapproxim ately (256=21)2 � 150.
Since the calculation of the fullm odelwith the untruncated real-space basis set is too tim e-consum ing to be

practical,wehaveused the sim plerm odelwith Upp = Upd = 0 foran erroranalysis.Thebehaviorofthetwo m odels
isexpected to be identicalasfarasthiserrorcheck isconcerned. In Figure 9 we plotthe tem perature dependence
ofthe dx2�y 2 eigenvalue for the Udd-only m odelusing the untruncated basis set and the 21-state basis set. The
di�erence in the eigenvaluesisvery sm allforthe two cases.Forexam ple,atT = tpd=1024 (15 K ),�d = 1:0683 with
the untruncated basisand �d = 1:0572 with the 21-statebasis.The corresponding Tc valuesare 20.8 K and 20.1 K ,
justifying the use ofthe truncated basisset.
Thebiggestsourceoferrorin thecalculationoftheinstabilityeigenvaluesistheuseofa16� 16k-spacediscretization.

Forthem odelsunderstudy,thelow-tem peratureeigenvaluesfrom a 16� 16 and a 32� 32discretization di�erby less
than 5% . This discretization erroris very sim ilar to that in previousstudies ofthe one-band Hubbard m odel.19;21

This m eans one should also expect roughly the sam e size error (i.e.,5% ) in com paring the 16� 16 results to the
�ne-m esh lim it.
In the �gure below we plot the tem perature dependence ofthe dx2�y 2 eigenvalue for the Udd-only m odelusing

16� 16 and 32 � 32 discretizations. (Essentially identicalbehavior is expected for the the fullCuO 2 m odel.) At
T = tpd=1024 (15 K ),�d = 1:1034 forthe 32� 32 study and 1.0572 forthe 16� 16 study.Forboth casesa 21-state
real-spacebasistruncation hasbeen em ployed.Thecorresponding Tc valuesare24 K and 20 K ,corresponding to an
underestim ation ofTc by 4 K using the 16� 16 discretization.
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FIG .9. System atic error analysis for eigenvalue and Tc calculations in the Udd-only m odel. Allparam eters are at their

standard values(Equation (34))exceptthatUpp = Upd = 0.The�llingishni= 1:16.(a)Com parison oftem perature-dependent

dx2� y2 eigenvaluescalculated usingafullbasisofrelativedisplacem entstates(solid line)and the21-statebasiswith j�R j� a
p
5

(crosses).Thek-spacem esh is16� 16.(b)Com parison ofeigenvaluescalculated using a 32� 32 discretization (solid line)and

a 16� 16 discretization (crosses).The 21-state truncated basisisem ployed.
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Asm entioned in Section IIIwehaveem ployed a Lanczos-Arnoldialgorithm 16 to calculatethe �rstfew m axim um -
real-parteigenvaluesin each scattering channel.Thisalgorithm isespecially powerfulforsparse m atricesbecause it
requiresonly repetitive m ultiplication ofa vectorby the m atrix ofinterest.Since a large fraction ofthe elem entsin
ourscattering kernelsare non-zero,butnegligibly sm allwith regard to calculation ofthe largeeigenvalues,a sparse
storageschem eisappropriate.Forthe schem eadopted throughoutm ostofourcalculations,eigenvaluesarea�ected
by lessthan a few partsin a thousand,and the gain in storageisoforder50.

B .Eigenvalues for Particle-Particle C hannels

In theplotswhich follow wem akeuseofa\standard"CuO 2 param etersetderived forundoped La2CuO 4 byHybert-
sen,Schl�uter,and Christensen9 using constrained-occupancy density functionaltheory. These standard param eters
forthe Ham iltonian in Equations(1)and (2)areasfollows:

tpd ’ 1:3 eV = 15;100 K

tpp ’ 0:65 eV = 0:5tpd
"’ 3:6 eV = 2:75tpd

Udd ’ 10:5 eV = 8tpd
Upp ’ 4 eV = 3tpd
Upd ’ 1:2 eV = tpd : (34)

The tem perature dependence ofthe m axim alparticle-particleeigenvaluesforthe standard param etersetathni=
1:16 (16% hole doping) is illustrated in Figure 10. The m axim alsinglet eigenvalue corresponds to a dx2�y 2 state.
This eigenvalue reaches unity,indicating a superconducting transition,at T=tpd = 0:0025,i.e.,T = 37 K .At the
transition tem perature the next-leading singlet eigenvalue is oforder0.4 and corresponds to a state with so-called
g-wave sym m etry (i.e.,nodeson the x and y axes,aswellasthe linesx = � y;see Figure 11). A third eigenvalue,
corresponding to an orthogonaldx2�y 2 state,liesjustbelow the g-wave.

FIG .10. Tem peraturedependenceofthem axim alsingletand tripleteigenvaluesforthestandard param etersetathni= 1:16.

The singleteigenfunction hasdx2� y2 sym m etry,and the tripletstate odd-frequency s-wave sym m etry.The dx2� y2 eigenvalue

reachesunity,signaling a superconducting transition,atT = 37 K .

The m axim altripletchanneleigenvalue in Figure 10 rem ainssm all(� 0:2)throughoutthe tem perature range of
interest.Thetripletstatein thiscaseisantisym m etricin frequency and s-wave-like(i.e.,sym m etric)in space.(Note
in thisregard thatourinstability analysisincludesalleigenvectorsofthe scattering kernels,including exotic singlet
and tripletstateswith an antisym m etricfrequency dependence.)
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x

y gxy(x2−y2)

FIG .11. Schem atic representation ofthe nodalstructure ofthe gxy(x2� y2) singlet state. Note that the subscript,when

viewed asa function,vanisheson the locusofnodes(justasin the case ofthe dx2� y2 state).

Forcom parison the behaviorofthe m axim alparticle-particle eigenvaluesathni= 1:00 isillustrated in Figure 12.
The extrem e singularity ofthe m agnetic 
uctuationsin thiscase preventsstudy attem peratureslowerthan tpd=64,
i.e.,T = 240 K .

FIG .12. Tem peraturedependenceofthem axim alsingletand tripleteigenvaluesforthestandard param etersetathni= 1:00.

The eigenfunction sym m etriesare asin Figure 10.

C .Transition Tem peratures for dx2� y2 Superconductivity

Eigenvalueplotsofthetypeillustrated in Figure10 m ay beused to extracttransition tem peraturesforthedx2�y 2

singlet. The criticalbehavior of this FLEX transition is classical, despite the fact that it is driven entirely by

uctuations.In term softhe FLEX eigenvalues,
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�d(T) � 1� a(T � Tc) (35)

for T � Tc,with a > 0. This contrasts with the exact criticalbehavior for a two-dim ensionalsuperconducting
transition in the xy universality class:

�xy(T) � 1� B (T)e�A =
p
T �T xy ; (36)

with A a positive constant and B (T) an algebraic function.22 It is nevertheless possible to interpret the dx2�y 2

instability in FLEX as a \m ean-�eld" transition with respect to criticalorder param eter 
uctuations. W ith this
caveat it is ofinterest to exam ine the dependence ofthis instability on doping and m odelparam eters. [A m ore
sophisticated treatm entoftheinterferencebetween thedx2�y 2 transition and theincipientinstability in them agnetic
channelispresum ably necessary fora detailed understanding ofthepseudogap regim eobserved in experim ents,23 but
thatisnotourintention here.In factan additionalchargedensity state,theso-called \orbitalantiferrom agnet"24 or
\
ux phase,"25 isalso apparently relevantin the pseudogap regim e;see the discussion ofthisstatein Section IV E.]
In theplotswhich follow transition tem peraturesaregiven in unitsofK ;they m ay berescaled in unitsoftpd using

the correspondencein Equation (34).The experim entally observed transition tem peratures26 forLa2�x SrxCuO 4 are
plotted forcom parison using the assum ed correspondence

x ! hni� 1 : (37)

Asshown in Figure 13,a dx2�y 2 transition occursforboth hole doping (hni greaterthan 1)and electron doping
(hnilessthan 1).SincetheCuO 2 m odelhasonly approxim ateparticle-holesym m etry around thepointhni= 1,the

FIG .13. D oping dependenceofthedx2� y2 transition forthestandard param eterset.Resultsareshown forboth hni> 1:00

(hole doping) and hni < 1:00 electron doping. For com parison the doping dependence ofthe experim entaltransition
26

in

La2� xSrxCuO 4 is plotted (dashed line)using the assum ed correspondence x ! hni� 1. The increase ofthe FLEX Tc on the

electron-doped side islargely due to an increase in the spin 
uctuation strength.

transition tem peraturesarenotsym m etric.W ithin ourFLEX calculation thepairinginteraction becom esincreasingly
singularashni! 1,and wehaveonlybeen abletocalculatesuperconductinginstability tem peraturesfordopinglevels
greater than 12% . (In any case a self-consistent parquet-like treatm ent ofvertex functions14;19 seem s essentialfor
valuesofhnicloserto unity.) Thehighertransitionsforelectron doping areconsistentwith thepresenceofenhanced
m agnetic
uctuationson thisside ofthe phasediagram .12;13 The transition tem peratureson the hole-doped sideare
strikingly sim ilarto the experim entalcurve in the overdoped regim e,hni� 1 > 0:16. Atsm allerdoping the FLEX
curve continuesto rise,while the experim entalcurve peaksand turnsdown in the underdoped region.Asrem arked
previously,in thisregion the dx2�y 2 singletchannelisin strong com petition with the Q � (�;�)antiferrom agnetic
spin channel,aswellasan exoticQ � (�;�)chargedensity channel(seealsoSection IV E).Itistem ptingtospeculate
thatthe downturn in the experim entaldx2�y 2 transition tem peratureresultsfrom thiscom petition.
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FIG .14. D ependenceofTc on theO {O hopping integraltpp.In Figures14{19 allm odelparam etersaresetto theirstandard

values except as noted. Further the experim entalcurve26 for doped lanthanum cuprate (dashed line) is superim posed for

com parison.

In the next six �gures we exam ine the sensitivity ofthe dx2�y 2 transition tem perature to changes in the m odel
param eters.O urdiscussion islim ited tothehole-doped sideofthephasediagram .Firstwealterasingleparam eterat
atim e,keepingotherparam eters�xed attheirstandard values,then webrie
y considerthebehaviorofthedrastically
sim pli�ed CuO 2 m odelwith Upp = Upd = 0.
The e�ectofrem oving the O {O hopping integraltpp isshown in Figure 14. This change altersthe shape ofthe

Ferm isurface,12 im provingthedegreeofnestingand enhancingthespin 
uctuation spectrum .However,thetransition
tem perature rem ainsessentially unchanged,since the positive e�ecton the singletvertex islargely com pensated by
a reduction in the uncorrelated propagatorG pp.
The e�ectofchanging the Cu{O orbitalseparation " = "p � "d ism uch m ore drastic,asexpected. The value of

" largely determ inesthe strength ofthe spin 
uctuations. (Thisisbecause " issm allerthan U dd,i.e.,the system is
in the so-called charge-transferregim e.7)Forsm allvaluesof",occupation ofthe O orbitalsbecom escom parable to
occupation ofthe Cu orbitals(oreven larger,when Coulom b interactionsare taken into account). Asan exam ple,
for" = 0 and hni= 1:16,only 33% ofthe holesreside on the Cu orbitals. Since Upp isconsiderably lessthan Udd,
increased O occupancy reduces the strength ofthe spin 
uctuation propagatorand weakens the pairing tendency.
Thisfactisillustrated clearly in Figure15.Thedx2�y 2 transition tem peraturedropssharply when " isreduced from
3.6 eV to 2.0 eV.Thetransition disappearscom pletely when " issetto zero (i.e.,thebareCu and O orbitalsbecom e
degenerate);thisisdue notonly to the reduction ofthe e�ective Coulom b param eter,butalso to the lossofnesting
in the "= 0 Ferm isurface.
ThedependenceofTc on theCoulom b param etersUdd,Upp,and Upd isrelatively com plex,sincetheseparam eters

contribute to both the one-and two-body e�ective interactions. For the sim pler one-band Hubbard m odel21 (and
forthe CuO 2 m odelwith Udd only| see the discussion below),an increase ofthe Coulom b integralleadsto a peak
Tc,then a gradualdecreaseatlargervalues.The origin ofthisbehaviorisa com petition between the pairing vertex
(which isenhanced by a large Coulom b interaction)and the uncorrelated propagatorG pp (which issuppressed). In
these sim plerm odelsthe on-site Coulom b interaction doesnotdirectly suppresspairing,since the dx2�y 2 state has
no on-site pairing com ponent. W hile thisrem ainstrue forUdd in the fullCuO 2 m odel,itisnotnecessarily true for
Upp and Upd:the dx2�y 2 pairwavefunction generally hason-site O {O and near-neighborCu{O com ponents,which
aresuppressed by theCoulom b integralsUpp and Upd.Theim portanceofthisdirecte�ectdependson theadm ixture
ofthe relevantcom ponentsin the dx2�y 2 pairstate(seethe discussion ofthe pairwavefunction in Section IV D).
FortheO {O Coulom b integralUpp,thisdirectsuppression ofpairing apparently dom inates,i.e.,an increasein Upp

leadsto m ore repulsion in the dx2�y 2 pairstate and a reduced transition tem perature (Figure 16). Asdiscussed in
Section IV D below,thedx2�y 2 pairdoeshavea non-zero on-siteO {O com ponent,consistentwith theobserved trend
in Tc.
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FIG .15. D ependence ofTc on the unrenorm alized Cu{O levelseparation " = "p � "d.The behaviorofthe m odelfor"= 0

wasalso exam ined,butno transition occursin thiscase.

FIG .16. D ependence ofTc on the intra-orbitalO {O Coulom b integralUpp.
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For the Cu{O Coulom b integralUpd,the trend in Tc with increasing Upd (Figure 17) resem bles the trend with
increasing U in the one-band Hubbard m odel: An increase,peak,and subsequentdecrease. This behavior re
ects

FIG .17. D ependenceofTc on the near-neighborCu{O Coulom b integralUpd.

a com prom ise between the enhancem ent ofthe spin 
uctuations and pairing interaction with increased U pd; the
accom panying suppression ofG pp; and the direct suppression ofTc noted above. The enhancem ent ofthe spin

uctuationswith increasing U pd arisesfrom im proved Ferm isurface nesting and from increased d-orbitaloccupancy
due to a rise in the Hartree-Fock levelseparation "H F (see the discussion ofthe Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian in EB).
[Itisinteresting to note thatthe directsuppression ofTc ism oderated by the sam e phenom enon which reducesthe
e�ective Coulom b repulsion in conventionalelectron-phonon superconductivity:27 The near-neighbor com ponent of
thepairwavefunction changessign athigh frequencies,e�ectively reducing therepulsion in thelow-frequency region,
i.e.,inducing a Coulom b pseudopotential.]
Finally Figure 18 showsthe transition tem peraturesfortwo di�erentvaluesofU dd,10.5 eV (standard param eter

set| charge-transferregim e)and 2.5 eV (Hubbard regim e). The substantialreduction in Udd in this case has only
a m inim ale�ecton the strength ofthe spin 
uctuations.12 Thisisbecause a decreasein Udd resultsin an increased
Hartree-Fock levelseparation "H F and an increased d-orbitaloccupancy (cf. the discussion ofan increase in Upd

above).Theincreased d-orbitaloccupancy o�setsthedirecte�ectofa sm allerU dd in thespin 
uctuation propagator.
The increase in Tc forthisadm ittedly unrealistic param etersetthen resultsfrom an increase in G pp (i.e.,a density
ofstatese�ect).
TheCuO 2 m odelwith Upp = Upd = 0 (the\Udd-only m odel")hasbeen studied previously13 attem peraturesabove

the dx2�y 2 transition. Thism odelisconceptually problem atic: the om ission ofthe interactionsassociated with the
p-orbitalssubstantially alterstheHartree-FockFerm isurface,largely negatingany im provem entin theband structure
expected from theaddition oftheextra bands.(Both G pp and thed-orbitalspin 
uctuation strength aresigni�cantly
a�ected by the om ission.) Furtherm ore,while the dx2�y 2 wave function isdom inated by d-orbitalcom ponents,the
om ission ofUpp and Upd com pletely elim inatesthosecom ponentsassociated with thep-orbitals.Theprincipalvirtue
oftheUdd-onlym odelisitscalculationalsim plicity.SincetheCoulom b interaction Udd iszero-range,thecom putations
involved areessentially the sam e asthose in the one-band Hubbard m odel.Forexam ple,the particle-holeladders�
in Section IIIbecom escalar,ratherthan m atrix,inverses.
For com pleteness,the variation ofTc with Udd in the Udd-only m odelis shown in Figure 19. As expected,the

qualitativedependenceofTc isthesam easthatin theone-band Hubbard m odel:21 Thepeak valueofTc forincreasing
Udd isdeterm inedbyacom petition between enhancem entofthepairinginteractionandsuppressionoftheuncorrelated
propagatorG pp.
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FIG .18. D ependence ofTc on the intra-orbitalCu{Cu Coulom b integralUdd.

D .dx2� y2 Singlet W ave Function

Thegraphicalrepresentation oftheparticle-particlepaireigenfunction �(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!)ishindered by itslarge
num berofdegreesoffreedom .Itisessentialto m akeuseofsym m etriesto em phasizetheeigenfunction’skey features.
The �rstbasic sym m etry followsfrom the PauliPrinciple. W ritten in term sofanticom m uting c-num bers,the pair
statecorresponding to eigenfunction �r is

X

R ;ab;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)�r(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!)

�
X

�� 0

�
��

0

r ca�(R + �R ab;i(! + 
))cb�0(R ;� i!); (38)

wherer= sort,with

�s =
1
p
2

�

0 1
� 1 0

�

(39)

and

�t =

�

1 0
0 0

�

;
1
p
2

�

0 1
1 0

�

; or

�

0 0
0 1

�

: (40)

Since

ca�cb�0 = � cb�0ca� ; (41)

itfollowsthat
X

R ;ab;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)�r(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!)

�
X

�� 0

�
�
0
�

r cb�(R ;� i!)ca�0(R + �R ab;i(! + 
)) =

X

R ;ab;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)�r(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!)

�
X

�� 0

�
��

0

r ca�(R + �R ab;i(! + 
))cb�0(R ;� i!): (42)
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FIG .19. D ependence of Tc on the intra-orbitalCu{Cu Coulom b integral Udd in the \Udd-only" m odel. The Coulom b

integralsUpp and Upd are in thiscase setto zero,with otherparam etersrem aining attheirstandard values. (a)Variation of

Tc with doping for severalvalues ofUdd. The behavior for Udd=tpd = 1 was also exam ined,but no transition occurs in this

case.(b)Variation ofTc with Udd at�xed �lling hni= 1:12.
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Itisconvenientto relabelthe dum m y sum son the leftby �rstinterchanging orbitalindicesa and b,then letting

�R ba = � �R ab

R = R
0+ �R ab

� i! = i(!0+ 
): (43)

Dropping the prim eson the dum m y variablesR 0 and !0 gives

X

R ;ab;� R ab;!

e
iQ �R

�r(Q ;ba;� �R ab;� i(! + 
))

�
X

�� 0

�
�
0
�

r ca�(R + �R ab;i(! + 
))cb�0(R ;� i!) =

�
X

R ;ab;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)�r(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!)

�
X

�� 0

�
��

0

r ca�(R + �R ab;i(! + 
))cb�0(R ;� i!): (44)

The Paulisym m etry relationsfollow by identifying coe�cients:

�r(Q ;ba;� �R ab;� i(! + 
))� �
0
�

r = � e
iQ �� Rab�r(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!)�

��
0

r ; (45)

i.e.,

�s(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!) = e
�iQ �� R ab�s(Q ;ba;� �R ab;� i(! + 
)) (46)

forthe singletchannel,and

�t(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!) = � e
�iQ �� R ab�t(Q ;ba;� �R ab;� i(! + 
)) (47)

for the triplet channel. These sym m etry relations assum e a particularly sim ple form for the case ofinterest here,
Q = 0.
To aid in thegraphicaldisplay ofthepairwavefunction itisusefulto introducea basisofone-particlestateswith

sim ple transform ation propertiesunderpointgroup operations. W hile the Cu 3dx2�y 2 orbitaltransform sinto itself
under allsym m etry operations,the O 2px and 2py orbitals are generally m ixed. It is,however,possible to form
linearcom binationsofthe px and py orbitalswhich transform in sim pleways.To derivethetransform ed orbitalswe
rewrite the pairwave function � in Equation (38),holding the coordinatesofparticle a �xed. Forbrevity the spin
and frequency dependenceof� istem porarily suppressed.Thecom ponentsofthewavefunction forb= x and y take
the form

X

R ;a;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)ca(R + �R ab)

�

h

�r(Q ;ax;�R ab)cx(R ) + �r(Q ;ay;�R ab)cy(R )
i

: (48)

In the �rstterm the sum son R and �R ab m ay be shifted by

R ! R � bx

�R ab ! �R ab + bx : (49)

A sim ilarshiftm ay be perform ed in the second term with bx ! by.Thisresultsin an equivalentsym m etrized version
ofthe wavefunction,

1

2

X

R ;a;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)ca(R + �R ab)

�

h

�r(Q ;ax;�R ab)cx(R )+ �r(Q ;ax;�R ab + bx)cx(R � bx)

+ �r(Q ;ay;�R ab)cy(R )+ �r(Q ;ay;�R ab + by)cy(R � by)
i

(50)
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Thefourc-num berscx(R ),cx(R � bx),cy(R ),cy(R � by)m ay now bere-expressed in term softhelinearcom binations

2
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4
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3

7
5 =

2

6
6
4

1=2 1=2 1=2 1=2
1=2 1=2 � 1=2 � 1=2
1=
p
2 � 1=

p
2 0 0

0 0 � 1=
p
2 1=

p
2

3

7
7
5

2

6
4

cx(R )
cx(R � bx)
cy(R )

cy(R � by)

3

7
5 : (51)

The c-num bercD (R )representsan extended oxygen orbitalwith dx2�y 2 rotationalsym m etry (Figure 20(a)),just
likethecentralCu 3dx2�y 2 orbital.(Theuniform phasesin thelinearcom bination resultfrom theinitialde�nition of
the2px and 2py orbitals.) LikewisecS(R )representsan extended s-waveoxygenorbital(Figure20(b)),and cX (R )and
cY (R )representextended p-waveorbitals(Figures20(c)and (d)). The wave function com ponentsin Equation (50)

(a)

dx −y2 2

(b)

s

(c)

px

(d)

py

FIG .20. Extended p-orbitalbasis set with well-de�ned rotationalsym m etry. The centralCu site is denoted by a shaded

circle.(a)Extended dx2� y2 orbital(stateD ).(b)Extended sorbital(stateS).(c)Extended px orbital(stateX ).(d)Extended

py orbital(state Y ).

m ay now berewritten in term softhenew c-num bers.Thecom pletepairwavefunction in Equation (38)then becom es
X

R ;aB ;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)�r(Q ;aB ;�R ab;i!)

�
X

�� 0

�
��

0

r ca�(R + �R ab;i(! + 
))cB �0(R ;� i!); (52)

where,asbefore,thesum on a runsoverfd;x;yg,butnow thesum on B runsoverfd;D ;S;X ;Y g.Thenew wave
function com ponentsare

�r(Q ;aD ;�R ab;i!) =

1

4

h

�r(Q ;ax;�R ab;i!)+ �r(Q ;ax;�R ab + bx;i!)

+ �r(Q ;ay;�R ab;i!)+ �r(Q ;ay;�R ab + by;i!)
i

�r(Q ;aS;�R ab;i!) =

1

4

h

�r(Q ;ax;�R ab;i!)+ �r(Q ;ax;�R ab + bx;i!)
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� �r(Q ;ay;�R ab;i!)� �r(Q ;ay;�R ab + by;i!)
i

�r(Q ;aX ;�R ab;i!) =

1

2
p
2

h

�r(Q ;ax;�R ab;i!)� �r(Q ;ax;�R ab + bx;i!)
i

�r(Q ;aY;�R ab;i!) =

1

2
p
2

h

� �r(Q ;ay;�R ab;i!)+ �r(Q ;ay;�R ab + by;i!)
i

: (53)

Note that this expression for the pair wave function is equivalent to that in Equation (38). The new basis for the
B -particlesissim ply overcom plete;the c-num berscB �0(R ;i!)and cB �0(R 0;i!)fornear-neighborR and R 0 are no
longerindependent.
The new basis is well-adapted for representing pair wave functions for Q = 0 in a sim ple way. It is convenient

to keep the B -particle orbitaland unit-cellposition �xed while varying a and �R ab. For exam ple,separate plots
describethe system forthe B -particlein the Cu 3dx2�y 2 orbital(�ad),in the extended oxygen dx2�y 2 orbital(�aD ),
and in theextended oxygen sorbital(�aS).Ifthepairwavefunction isto haveoveralldx2�y 2 sym m etry,�ad and �aD
m usthaveexplicitdx2�y 2 sym m etry in the variable �R ab,while �aS m usthave explicitssym m etry.(Stateswith d
sym m etry m ay also be constructed forb-particlesin the X and Y orbitals.Thesestatesarem orecom plicated,since
both �aX and �aY m ustbe non-zero.)
In Figure 21 we use histogram sto show the spatialvariation ofthe m inim um -frequency (! = �T)com ponentsof

the dx2�y 2 singletwave function (i.e.,the righteigenvectorofthe particle-particle kernel)for T � Tc. Recallthat
thisfunction evolvessm oothly into the o�-diagonalpair�eld below Tc.Each histogram showsa 4� 4 patch ofunit
cells,centered on a Cu sitein thecellat�R ab = 0.Theorientation ofthex and y axesisindicated in Figure21(a).
The height ofthe block at each point in the lattice is just the value of� atthat com bination ofa-particle orbital
and displacem entindices(a;�R ab)for�xed B -particle indices. Itisclearthatthe wavefunction isdom inated by
thed-orbitalcom ponents;the p-orbitalcom ponents,however,play an im portantrolein determ ining eigenvaluesand
transition tem peratures,and theirneglectisnotjusti�ed.
Finally the relative frequency dependence of several short-range com ponents of the pair wave function

�s(0;ab;�R ab;i!)isdisplayed in Figure 22.Note that,asin the one-band Hubbard m odel,21 the wavefunction is
strongly frequency dependent,falling rapidly to zero on a scaleof! � 0:5tpd.

E.Eigenvalues and W ave Functions for Particle-H ole C hannels

A com pleteFLEX analysisoftheparticle-hole(i.e.,m agneticand chargedensity)channelswith thesam edegreeof
rigorapplied in theparticle-particleanalysisisnotattem pted here.Thereasonsareasfollows:(i)TheversionofFLEX
considered in thepresentworkand in EB isbased on particle-holeexchange.Consequently theparticle-particlevertex
functionsanalyzed in thepreceding section contain only single-
uctuation-exchangeladders,yetarefully conserving.
O n the other hand,a fully conserving calculation ofthe particle-hole vertex functions within this approxim ation
schem e requires the inclusion ofnot only single-exchange ladders,but also a class ofdouble-exchange Aslam azov-
Larkin diagram s.18;19 Such diagram sconstitutethebeginning ofa parquet-likerenorm alization ofthesingle-exchange
ladders.14 Sincethisrenorm alization isincom plete(and doesnotim provetheconsistency oftheparticle-holevertices
which appearatdi�erentpointsin thecalculation),thetreatm entoftheAslam azov-Larkin diagram sisproblem atic.
(ii)In orderto treatthe particle-holeverticeson the sam e footing asthe particle-particle,the FLEX approxim ation
should includeparticle-particleexchangediagram sfrom theoutset(see,e.g.,References14,18,19).Such a treatm ent,
while in principlequite straightforward,exceedsthe scopeofthe presentwork.
The lim itation im posed by these points m akes a satisfactory analysis of the nearly singular m agnetic channel

im possiblein thepresentwork.Thisisbecauseboth thedouble-exchangeAslam azov-Larkin diagram sand thesingle-
exchangediagram sfrom the crossed particle-particlechannelarerepulsivein the m agneticchannel.The om ission of
thesecontributionsin a naivecalculation leadsto a drasticoverestim ateofthem agneticeigenvalue(i.e.,valueslarger
than unity). A sim ilar situation has been noted in previous FLEX studies ofthe one-band Hubbard m odel;4;19 in
thatcasethe m agneticeigenvaluedropswellbelow unity when the om itted contributionsarereinstated.
Notethattheselim itationsin thetreatm entoftheparticle-holechanneldonotcom prom isetheconservingnatureof

theFLEX calculation fortheparticle-particlechannel.(Thisisnottosay thatsatisfyingconservation lawsguarantees
accuracy: the overalllack ofself-consistency in two-particle vertices which appear at di�erent points in the FLEX
calculation isa broaderglobalconcern,14 which can be rem edied only by a m ore sophisticated parquet-likeanalysis.
See Section V forfurthercom m entson thispoint.)
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FIG .21. Relative displacem ent dependence of the m inim um -frequency (! = �T) com ponents of the dx2� y2 pair wave

function at T = tpd=512 = 29 K for the standard param eter set at hni = 1:16. The histogram s are centered on a Cu site

in the cellwith �R = 0. Note that the wave function is real-valued. (a) O rientation ofthe x and y axes in the histogram

plots.(b)Com ponent�s(0;ad;�R ;i�T).(�R labelstheunit-celldisplacem entto orbitala from a �xed Cu 3d x2� y2 orbital.)

Note thatthe histogram exhibitsexplicitdx2� y2 sym m etry in thiscase.(c)Com ponent�s(0;aD ;�R ;i�T).In thiscase the

�xed orbitalisthe extended O 2p linearcom bination with dx2� y2 sym m etry.Asbefore the histogram exhibitsexplicitdx2� y2

sym m etry.Note thedi�erence in scale between thisplotand thatin (b).(d)Com ponent�s(0;aS;�R ;i�T).In thiscase the

�xed orbitalistheextended O 2p linearcom bination with s-wavesym m etry.In thiscasethehistogram exhibitsexplicits-wave

sym m etry (see the discussion in the text).
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FIG .22. Relative frequency dependence of short-range com ponents of the dx2� y2 pair wave function for the standard

param eter set athni= 1:16. The dom inantcom ponent,associated with pairing on near-neighborCu 3dx2� y2 sites,drops to

zero overa range determ ined by the spin 
uctuations.

Despite these caveats,we feelit im portant to em phasize in this section a feature ofthe physics in the charge

density channelwhich hasreceived little attention in recentyears.28 The Q = 0 dx2�y 2 state in the singletchannel
has an analog at Q � (�;�) in the density channel. The presence ofsuch an analog or partner state is fam iliar
in a sim plercontext: in the one-band negative-U Hubbard m odel,29;30 the physicsnearhalf�lling isdom inated by
a Q = 0 s-wave singlet state and a Q = (�;�) charge density state. At half-�lling these states becom e exactly
degenerate,constituting the com ponents ofa Heisenberg-like order param eter. The instability in both the singlet
and density channelsisdriven by the attractive unrenorm alized vertex � U . In the positive-U Hubbard m odeland
the CuO 2 m odel,an analogouspairofpotentialinstabilities isdriven by the exchange ofspin 
uctuations. In this
casethesingletstateofinteresthasdx2�y 2 sym m etry.Thepartnerstate,which becom esexactly degeneratewith the
dx2�y 2 singletathalf-�lling in the positive-U Hubbard m odel,isa Q = (�;�)chargedensity state which sharesthe
discrete dx2�y 2 rotationalsym m etry. This state has been previously considered in both weak-and strong-coupling
studies.24;25 W e follow Schulz24 in denoting this state an \orbitalantiferrom agnet";the nam e is naturalsince the
statedescribesm icroscopiccurrentswhich 
ow around elem entary plaquettesin thesquarelattice,with thedirection
ofcurrent
ow staggered between adjacentplaquettes(seeFigure23).In strong coupling thecorrespondingstate25;28

hasbeen denoted a \
ux phase."

Cu

FIG .23. Representation ofthecirculating chargedensity currentsin an ordered orbitalantiferrom agnetic state.TheO sites

are om itted forclarity.

Away from half-�lling in the Hubbard m odeland at arbitrary �llings in the CuO 2 m odel,the exact sym m etry
between thedx2�y 2 singletand theorbitalantiferrom agnetisbroken.Furtherm ore,with thelossofperfectnesting in
the band structure,the wavevectorQ forthe optim alchargedensity state becom esincom m ensurate. Forexam ple,
forthe standard param etersetathni= 1:16 the optim alQ vectorisapproxim ately (1;0:875)�.
W ehavestudied thetem peraturevariation oftheorbitalantiferrom agneticeigenvaluewithin an inherently lim ited
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approxim ation: nam ely, we have included in the charge density vertex only single-exchange diagram s describing
m agnetic and density 
uctuations. As noted above in the com m entson the m agnetic vertex,this approxim ation is
notentirely satisfactory,sinceboth double-exchangeAslam azov-Larkindiagram sand single-exchangeparticle-particle
laddersareom itted;however,thisapproxim ation doespreservethecrucialfeaturewhich determ inesboth thedx2�y 2

singletand orbitalantiferrom agneticeigenvalues,i.e.,the exchangeofnearly antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuations.
Thetem peraturevariation ofthedx2�y 2 singletand optim alorbitalantiferrom agneticeigenvaluesforthestandard

param etersetisshown in Figure 24. W hile �O A F issm allerthan �d,the eigenvaluesrem ain very close down to the
dx2�y 2 transition. From thisanalysisitbecom esclearthata fully satisfactory treatm entofthe m odel,particularly

FIG .24. Tem perature dependence ofthe dx2� y2 singlet and orbitalantiferrom agnetic (OAF) eigenvalues for the standard

param eter set. (a)Resultsfor �lling hni= 1:16. The optim alwave vectorfor the OAF state is in thiscase Q = (1;0:875)�.

(b)Resultsfor�lling hni= 1:00.The optim alwave vectorisin thiscase Q = (�;�).

in the underdoped regim e,m ust describe the com petition between the m agnetic,dx2�y 2 singlet,and orbitalanti-
ferrom agnetic channels. W hile we have no evidence that the orbitalantiferrom agnetis everactually the dom inant
instability,itistem pting to speculateon itsrelevance,atleastin conjunction with thedx2�y 2 singlet,foradescription
ofthe anisotropicpseudogap observed in m any experim entalstudies.23
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FIG .25. Relative displacem ent dependence ofthe dom inant m inim um -frequency (! = �T) com ponent ofthe Q = (�;�)

orbitalantiferrom agneticwavefunction,�O A F(Q ;ad;�R ;i�T)forthestandard param etersetathni= 1:16.Thetem perature

is T = tpd=512. As in Figure 21,the histogram s are centered on a Cu site in the cellwith �R = 0. In this case the wave

function iscom plex-valued,even though the eigenvalue isreal.Note thata and �R vary with b= d held �xed.Note also the

factthatdx2� y2 rotationalsym m etry ism anifestfora = d and arbitrary �R ,butthatthe rotationalsym m etry ishidden for

a = x and y,asdiscussed atlength in the text.(a)Realpartofthe wave function.(b)Im aginary partofthe wave function.

In Figure25weshow thespatialvariation oftherealand im aginarypartsoftheQ = (�;�)orbitalantiferrom agnetic
wave function �O A F (Q ;ad;�R ad;i! = i�T)forthe standard param etersetathni= 1:16 and T = tpd=512. The
dx2�y 2 rotationalsym m etry ofthe wave function is m anifest forthe com ponentswith a = d,butis hidden for the
com ponentswith a = x and y.Thisistrue forthe following reason:The totalwavefunction takesthe form

X

R ;ab;� R ab;!

e
iQ �(R + � Rab)�O A F(Q ;ab;�R ab;i!)

�
X

�� 0

�
��

0

d ca�(R + �R ab;i(! + 
))cb�0(R ;i!); (54)

with

�d =
1
p
2

�

1 0
0 1

�

Q = (�;�)


 = 0 : (55)

It is convenient to adopt the shorthand ea for the rotated im age oforbitala and eR
ea
for the rotated im age ofR a,

the unit-celllocation oforbitala. W hen the wave function coordinates(unit-celland orbitallabels)are rotated,it
isguaranteed thatthe com pound d-orbitallabel(a;R a)= (d;R )m apsto (ea;eR

ea
)= (d;eR ),where eR isthe rotated

im ageofR .However,undersuccessiverotations,the px-orbitallabel(x;R )m apsto (y;eR )(rotation through �=2);
(x;eR � bx)(rotation through �);and (y;eR � by)(rotation through 3�=2).A sim ilarsetoftransform ationsholdsfor
the py-orbitallabel.Discrete dx2�y 2 sym m etry requiresthat
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Figure25 (continued)

e
iQ �eR

ea �O A F(Q ;eaeb;eR ea �
eR
eb
;i!) =

e
2i�

e
iQ �Ra �O A F(Q ;ab;R a � R b;i!); (56)

where

R b = R

R a = R + �R ab

� = 0;�=2;�; 3�=2 : (57)

W hen the phasefactorse
iQ �eR

ea and eiQ �Ra areequal,the dx2�y 2 sym m etry ism anifestin �O A F,i.e.,

�O A F(Q ;eaeb;eR ea �
eR
eb
;i!) = e

2i�
�O A F (Q ;ab;R a � R b;i!): (58)

However,when

e
iQ �eR

ea = � e
iQ �Ra ; (59)

the dx2�y 2 sym m etry ishidden,i.e.,

�O A F (Q ;eaeb;eR ea �
eR
eb
;i!) = � e

2i�
�O A F(Q ;ab;R a � R b;i!): (60)

This accounts for the seem ingly anom alous transform ation properties ofthe �xd and �yd com ponents ofthe wave
function in Figure25.
The frequency dependence ofseveralshort-range com ponents ofthe Q = (�;�) orbitalantiferrom agnetic wave

function is illustrated in Figure 26. Note that the wave function is in this case intrinsically com plex,although the
eigenvalue is real. W hile the PauliPrinciple doesnot dictate the transform ation properties under ! ! � ! in this
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FIG .26. Relativefrequency dependenceofshort-rangecom ponentsoftheQ = (�;�)orbitalantiferrom agneticwavefunction

forthe standard param etersetathni= 1:16.Asin Figure 22,the com ponentassociated with near-neighborCu 3dx2� y2 sites

dropsto zero overa range determ ined by the spin 
uctuations.(a)Realpartofthe wave function.(b)Im aginary partofthe

wave function.
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case,the overallphaseofthe wavefunction forQ = (�;�)and 
 = 0 m ay stillbe chosen such that

�O A F (Q ;ab;�R ;� i!)
� = �O A F (Q ;ab;�R ;i!): (61)

Thisfollowsfrom a basicsym m etry ofthe eigenvalueproblem forK ph
r � �phr G ph in Equation (32),viz.,

K
ph
r (Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;i!

0)� =

K
ph
r (� Q ;m 1m 2;�R 12;� i!;m 3m 4;�R 34;� i!

0): (62)

Thisim pliesthatif�(Q ;ab;�R ;i!)isan eigenfunction with eigenvalue�(Q )fortotalm om entum -frequency Q ,then
�(Q ;ab;�R ;� i!)� is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue �(Q )� fortotalm om entum -frequency � Q . Forthe case of
interesthereQ = � Q ,the eigenfunction �(Q ;ab;�R ;i!)isnon-degenerate,and the eigenvalueisreal.Thus,

�(Q ;ab;�R ;� i!)� = � �(Q ;ab;�R ;i!); (63)

with � a com plex constant. The constantm ay alwaysbe set equalto unity by a sim ple rescaling of�,leading to
the sym m etry relation in Equation (61). Sym m etries for generalQ near (�;�) m ay be exam ined by an extension
ofthis argum ent. Note �nally the overallsim ilarity ofthe dx2�y 2 singlet wave function plotted in Figures 21{22
and theorbitalantiferrom agneticwavefunction plotted in Figures25{26,with respectto both spatialand frequency
dependence.

V .SU M M A R Y

O ur results dem onstrate that the 
uctuation exchange approxim ation provides reasonable results for both the
m agnitudeand dopingdependenceofthedx2�y 2 transition tem peraturein theoverdopedregim e,hni� 1> 0:16.W hile
the levelofquantitative agreem entbetween FLEX and experim ent26 is alm ostcertainly fortuitous,it is im portant
to em phasize severalpointsin thisregard:(i)Fora wide range ofm odelparam etersclustered around the standard
LDA set,9 FLEX transition tem peraturesare predicted in the range of10 to 100 K .Itisby no m eansobviousthat
this should be so,i.e.,one m ight have im agined obtaining a range oftransitions stretching over severalorders of
m agnitude. (ii)The continued rise ofthe FLEX dx2�y 2 eigenvalue forvaluesofhniapproaching unity isconsistent
with previousM onte Carlo studies,19 which have dem onstrated enhanced dx2�y 2 correlationseven in regionswhere
long-rangem agnetic orderisbeing established.Itappearsclearthata m ore sophisticated approach14 isessentialto
resolve the com petition between the incipientinstabilitiesin the antiferrom agnetic spin,dx2�y 2 singlet,and orbital
antiferrom agneticchannelsin the underdoped regim ehni! 1:0.
As em phasized in Section IV, the presence of large eigenvalues in the orbitalantiferrom agnetic channelis an

unam biguousresultofouranalysis,despite the technicallim itations ofourapproach forthe particle-hole channels.
It is im portant to note that the orbitalantiferrom agnetic channelbecom es degenerate with the dx2�y 2 singlet to
form a Heisenberg-likeorderparam eterin m odelswith exactparticle-holesym m etry (such asthehalf-�lled one-band
Hubbard m odel). W hile the breaking ofparticle-hole sym m etry in the standard CuO 2 m odelapparently favorsthe
dx2�y 2 singletathalf-�lling,itseem sclearthatthe orbitalantiferrom agnetm ustbe retained in any analysiswhich
aim sata quantitativedescription ofthe region nearhni= 1.
Finally,asam oregeneralcom m ent,thepresentstudydem onstratesthefeasibilityofextendingtheFLEX instability

analysistom odelswith an increasingdegreeofrealism .W hiletheprincipalshortcom ingofFLEX,viz.,thelackofself-
consistency atthe two-body level,rem ainsa separateconcern,itisalso clearthatprogresstoward a truly predictive
m any-body theory dem andsthe ability to incorporaterealisticdetailsoflattice and interaction structure.A natural
nextstep in thisdirection isthe analysisofa one-band m odelwith longer-rangeinteractions.Thegeneralform alism
developed in the present work and in EB (in particular,the use ofa real-space basis set for relative coordinates)
providesa calculationally feasiblefram ework forsuch a study.
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