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A lattice model for strongly interacting electrons motivated by a rank-3 tensor model provides
a tool for understanding the pairing mechanism of high-temperature superconductivity. This SYK-
like model describes the strange metal phase in the cuprate high temperature superconductors. Our
calculation indicates that the superconducting gap ratio in this model is higher than the ratio in the
BCS theory due to the coupling term and the spin operator. Under certain conditions, the ratio also
agrees with the BCS theory. Our results relate to the case of strong coupling, so it may pave the way

to gaining insight into the cuprate high temperature superconductors.
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1. Introduction

The strange metal phase do not have long-lived quasiparticles. A toy model called Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model captures the feature of the strange metal phase, such as the absence of
quasiparticles. The SYK model is a disordered and strongly-coupled quantum system composed
by N Majorana fermions with Gaussian-distributed random coupling [I}, 2, 3]. The connection
between the SYK model and the gravity theory with a near-horizon AdS, geometry could
be obtained in [4 [5, 6]. Various applications of SYK model have been presented, such as
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topological SYK model [7], SYK-like models [8, 9} [10] 1T} 12, 13, 14} 15], transport [16] 17, 18],
9], SYK spectral density [20] 211, 22] 23], 24, 25], supersymmetric SYK model [26, 27, 28 29| 30],
complexity [31],quantum choas [6], [32], the higher dimensional generalization [33] 34} [35] [36] and
the bulk gravity dual of SYK models [37, 38} (39, [40, [41].

Recently, it was found that the SYK model could be a powerful method to study strong
coupling superconductivity. Actually, the conventional superconductors can be described by
the BCS theory. However, the BCS theory is not capable of explaining the high temperature
superconductor. The theories of high-temperature superconductivity extend the canonical BCS
theory to strong electron-phonon coupling. There are some progresses on high-temperature
superconductivity within the framework of SYK dots [42] [43] [44] [45]. The single particle phase
has been investigated [46]. There is a finite-temperature crossover to an incoherent metal (IM)
and the marginal-Fermi liquid (MFL) [42] or crossover to MFL and non-Fermi liquid (NFL)
[47] in some lattice models. The SYK model realizes a gapless non-fermi liquid, and it violates

the ratio between the zero temperature gap and the critical temperature which predicted by

BCS mean-field theory [43].

The g-body (g is even) SYK hamiltonian is H = (i)% Zl§i1<i2<---<iq§N Jivig-igWis Wiy - Vi

where J;, ;. are Gaussian random variables. In the case ¢ > 2, this model describes a non-

iq
Fermi liquid without quasiparticles [2,[4]. Although the SYK model describes a non-Fermi liquid
state, it actually has marginally relevant paring instability just like the ordinary Fermi liquid
state in some previous works [48] 49]. In the case ¢ = 2, the random mass-like Hamiltonian can

be diagonalized. The case of two-body interactions is trivial since free fermion terms dominate

at low energies [50].

As a candidate theory in [51], the authors propose a lattice model for strongly interacting
electrons motivated by the recently developed “tetrahedron” rank-3 tensor model that mimics
much of the physics of the SYK model (See more details in [52], 53], [54]). This model can explain
some of the strange metal phase in the cuprate high temperature superconductors. The single
particle Green’s function of this lattice model in the large N limit is identical to the disorder-
averaged Green’s function of the SYK model. The lattice model leads to a fermion pairing
instability just like the BCS instability. The system could form SP(M) spin singlet fermion
pairings. Within the framework of their model, we further study the superconducting gap ratio

in the absence of quasiparticles. Our scenario is analogous to Cooper’s argument. We explore



a pairing mechanism in this (2+ 1)-dimensional lattice model for strongly interacting electrons.

The paper is organized as follows, in section 2, we construct symplectic group singlet pairs
between fermions in the transverse momentum space and the corresponding microscopic model.
Then, we derive equations for the correlation functions. In section 3, we investigate the gap
function, the transition temperature and the ratio. We also evaluate the influence of the
attractive term and spin term, and compare our results with the BCS theory. The section 4 is

the summary and discussion.

2. SP(M) singlet pairs and the microscopic model

In this section, we construct singlet pairs between only two sites and briefly review the
microscopic lattice model. We first introduce a 2M-component fermion basis on site 1 and site
2,

U= (cl,a, c;a)T. (1)
The 2M x 2M Green’s function matrix is given by

- <T'rcl,a(7_)clﬁ 0)) —(Trcra (T)C;B (0))
—(Trea(T)e] 4(0))  —(Treaa(r)eh 4(0))

Then we consider a general dimer of site (z,7). Here A;; = Jusciacjp is an SP(M) spin

— (L, ¥(7)¥1(0)) =

singlet fermion pairings on nearest neighbor links (2, j). Motivated by the observation that the

symplectic group SP(M) allows fermions to form singlet pairs [55, [56], we define

Gii(7) = —(TrbupcialT)c)4(0)) (2)
Fij(1) = (I7Japcia(T)cip(0)), (3)
FlLir) = (Trdasel ,(7)ch 4(0)) (4)

It is similar to the cooper pair in the neighbor site (T;c_p +(7)cp,(0)). The creation operator in
Fourier space is c}a = >, €9Pcl . Here site indices ¢ = (i,,,) and the conjugate momentum

P = (pa, py) are two-dimensional vectors. Thus, the Fourier transformations of the pair are

Cja(T)e) 4(0) = > e PP, (r)el, 4(0), (5)
p,p
Cia(T)cip(0) = D e CPHPIe, (7)ep 5(0), (6)

D,p
o (1) 5(0) = Y EPHPIL (), 4(0). (7)
p,p’



By introducing the momentum and the hopping term, we modify the interacting electron Hamil-

tonian in [51] as follows,

H = Z U(p)cjf,qcmqﬂ)’ij,pcmp—p’ + Z ng;an,a

qpp’ P

1 1
T
- ZJZ CL,UvaacL,’YCQ7'Y + §JZ CL,ancBCpp,ﬁcq,ﬁUBvaa

pb.q pb.q

+ K Z (eaﬁeWcherqc};vp,_qc%p/co,p + H.C.) . (8)

qpp’

We have set the volume v = 1 for simplification. 7n; = n; 4+ + 7 is the total electron number

on site 4. S; = %ci&ci = %c;aaagci,g is the spin operator, and S - 5;‘ = %gag7igga,j. &g is the
energy of the single particle which hoppings between the two sublattices as perturbations. K

satisfies

% <0, |§| <wp,

:O, |£q| > Wwp .

Here wp is the Debye energy. The term with the coupling K takes a spin singlet pair of electrons
on two diagonal sites 7,7 + T + y of a plaquette to the two opposite diagonal sites 57 + 1,7 + ¢
of the same plaquette. The perturbation with coefficient K forms SP(M) spin singlet fermion
pairings. Only when U = K = +.J /2, the interacting electron model in [51] is equivalent to a

tetrahedron model with three indices: the SP(M) spin, the = coordinate, and y coordinate.

9 Jeter chczfcllblcl Cigbgclrcalbzcz Ca2b1c2’
Na Nch

~ L Josd C]L C]L C C
aBdvo Yz jy.abjetr jy+r BT, 0y+r v Cietrjy,o s
N / 7‘ [ Jx,3Y J JY B

where ¢ is the same order as the coupling J. The total symmetry of this model is U(NV,) X
U(Np) x SP(N,).



3. The gap function and the transition temperature

As we are going to evaluate the gap ratio, let us first consider the time development

d
d_TCoc,p(T) = [H, Coup}
~ J
=2 Z UCIr,qco,qﬂr’ca,p—p’ + EcamCTy,qC%q
a.p’
— &pCap — JOapCapd +4K Z eaﬁewcg,p'qcmp’ca,p—q ) 9)
q.p
d
ECL,p(T) = [H, CLJJ
~ J
=2 Z Ucl,qccr,q+p’ca,p—p’ - §Ca,pCTy,qC%q
q.p’
+ Spcl,p + Jagac}'ipS + 4K Z evgeaac%purchp,_qcmp/ , (10)
q,p’

where § = 52 Ch a0apcqs and g = (0,p), — p,). The equations for the correlation functions

G(p,7) = _<TT5aBCp7a(T)CL,ﬁ(O)>>

FT(Z% 7-) = <TTJ<XBCL,a(T)CT—p,B(O)>>

are determined by

LGp.r) = —5(r) — (T[S pulM] chy(0) (1)
T F ) = (Tda[ocha(P)]eu(0). (12)

Combined with the results (@) (I0) and the gap function

Alp)=—4) KF'(p—q,7=0), (13)

q

the derivative of the equation for the correlation function after Fourier transforming is given

as,

(lpn - fp)g(l% lpn) + A(p)fT(pa lpn) + J<TTUG50P76§CI),¢1>

~ J
+2 Z Ucl,qccr,q+p’ca,p—p’cl,p D) Z Ca,pci/,qc’y,qcl,p =1, (14)

q,p’ q

(lpn + gp)"l—_.Jr (p> lpn) + JabeabAT (p)g(p> lpn) + J<TTJabUBaC;r;,5§CT—p7b>

~ J
+2 Z JabUC;quq—p’Ca7p+p’cz,—p DY Z Jabca,pcfy,[jc%qclt,—p =0. (15)

q,p’ q



After the combination of the two equations, we simplify the final results as follows,
~1
G i) = |12+ € + Ap) Il )

[A(p) <J<TTJabaﬁacL7B§cT_p7b) +2 Z JabUc;qco,q_p/ camﬂ,/c;_p

q,p’

7 , -
-3 Z Jabcmpcfy’qc%qc;_p) + (ipn + &) <1 — J(Tr005cpp5ch )

- 2ZUcaqcoq+p/cap prcap + = anpcy 7. qclp)] ; (16)

a,p’

1
Fi(p,ipn) = [pi reg A(p)JabeabMp)}

{(ipn - &) (J(TTJabagac;ﬁScT_nb) +2 Z Jabﬁc;ch,q_p,ca,pﬂ,/c;_p

q,p’

J =
~3 Z Jabcmpcfmc%qc;_p) + JueaA'(p) (1 — J(TTaaﬁcpﬁSc;a>

- QZUCananrp’Cap p’cap + 5 anpcw a©. qclp)} : (17)

a.p’

By inserting (7)) into

Alp)=Al(p)=-4) KFl(p—qr=0)=-4 Y KF'(p-q,ip,—ig), (18)

q q;Pn,qn

we obtain the equation for the gap function, which is

=—4 ) { — 0)? + &+ Japear (A(p — q))j h

P,Pn,qn

[(ipn —ign — &py) <J<TTJabaﬁac; 080 i) T2 JalUcCh yCoqpCapipch s

a,p’

- — Z JabCa pc,y e qcb p) + Juea A(P — q) <1 — J(Tr00p0p- qBSCp qa>

=2) Ucl gtogipCap-ply + 5 Z CapCh qCraCh P) )] . 19)

a,p’

We define the excitation energy of the superconductor as

= \/£2 + ']abeab(A(p - q))2 : (20>
The summation over i(p, — ¢,) is evaluated by the contour integral

d:  Allp—q) [ d ¢ =Gy
%—.np(z)m, 7{—.7117(2)22_7%7 (21)

27 27



and the poles of Fermi distribution np(z) = give the summation over z = i(p, — ¢n)-

nﬁz—i-l
A e PPBp_cPEp

Since 555 =5 oy — T tanh( £), now the gap function is

:E:f@):4§:[—Klﬁ@<k—ﬂﬂﬂw%ﬂm§%ﬂ@)
q q

> J BE,—q\Alp — q)
-2 Z, Uc, Coqip Cap-pChp(0) + ) Z ca,ch CvaaC, )) tanh ( 2” 1) T
a.p q
- K <J<TTJabaﬁac;_q7B§CJr_p+q7b> + 2 Z JabUC:ry,qccr,q—p’Ca,p+p’c;g7_p
a,p’
J LE,_ 1
- — Z Jabcavpcchwc;_p E,_q — &—qtanh (—22) . (22)
22 > /)28,

It is convenient to change the summation to an integration

>t -/ j @ = e [ acre). (23)

—wp

where we have approximately substituted the constant N; for density of states near the Fermi
surface. Taking the zero temperature limit 8 = 1/T — oo, we obtain

A(p) = —4K N [Jabeab (1 — J(T—,—UQBCP_(LB»S_:CL_(LOC) -2 Z Uc;qcmﬁp/cam_p/c;p

q.p’

+ = Z CapCl 4CyaCh p) (& + v/ JapeaA2 + €210, + ( T Jab05ach g, ﬁSC—zH—q b)

~ J
+2 Z JabUc;qco,q_p/ ca,p+prc£7_p -3 Z Jabcmpcfy’qc%qc;_p) wD} ) (24)

q,p’ q

Since A is constant and In(§ + v/ Jap€ap A2 + §2)|70 ) ~ 21n(\/%A), ([24)) leaves the equation
for the energy gap

QWD

VJap€apA
A = Jap€ap (1 — J(T:00pCp—q, gScp a0)) — 2 Z Ucoch 40 Cap-p/Chp + = Z CapCh oCrqCl p) ,

q,p’

A = —4KNp(AAIn( ) +wpB), (25)

(26)

B = J(T; Jabagacp . ﬁSc pia. b +2 Z JabUcU qCoq—p'Ca, pﬂ,/cl o Z JaubCa pcfy e qcl o

a.p’

(27)

We set wp = 1 to fit the gap, and choose a small correction for spin S = (T,oc'Sc). In

BCS theory (i.e. A =1,B = 0), the energy gap for K = —iVo is A = 2wpe /VoNr at zero



temperature (Vo > 0). —V} is the attractive and constant potential in BCS theory. Equation
(28) could be numerically calculated and the result is shown in Figure[ll Here we have neglected
the effect of B term due to the following analysis on T,.. We could conclude that the energy gap
in the “tetrahedron” model is higher than the BCS energy gap represented by red line when
U=K=-J/2.

250

Figure 1: The relation between the gap A and the coupling —5 < K < 1/2 with different
S = (T.oc'Sct) = 0,0.01,0.05 represented by red, purple, dashed respectively. The figure on
the left corresponds to the case of U = K = J/2. The figure on the right corresponds to the
case of U = K = —J/2. The gap changes abruptly when K goes from negative to zero.

Furthermore, we know A(T = T,) = 0 at the transition temperature 7,. Then, (24]) becomes

B “D A £ B £
1= —4KNF/ d¢ [E tanh (ﬁ) + A (1 — tanh (ﬁ))} : (28)

—wp

Using the Euler integral formula, we obtain the transition temperature as follow
T, = 1.13wpel/ UENFA) (29)
Since we have required that (28) must be regular, it yields
A= Juear(1 = HT00sCp—qpSch o)), B=0. (30)

We notice that the critical temperature is 7T, = 1.13wpe/VoNF in the BCS theory. While our
solution of T, is modified by K and S. We plot the the transition temperature T, as a function
of the coupling K of the SYK-like term in Figure 2l The transition temperature decrease as
K increase. K is the SYK-like coupling. As to the energy gap, the transition temperature

diverges as K goes from negative to zero.
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Figure 2: The figure shows the relation between the transition temperature 7, and —5 < K <
1/2 in the case of U = K = £+.J/2. The transition temperature changes abruptly when K goes

from negative to positive.

Now we have both the energy gap and the transition temperature. The ratio of these two
results is % = 3.5 in the BCS theory. When % > 3.5, it is the case of strong coupling. As we
know, the energy gap and the critical temperature are dependent on the coupling Vj, while %
is independent on 1} in the BCS theory. Since the ratio % is dependent on the coupling K in

the “tetrahedron” model, it is interesting to show the numerical evaluation of % in Figure

Figure 3: The dependence of % on K and S. The figure on the left shows that the ratio decrease
as K decrease and S increase in the case of U = K = J/2. The figure on the right shows that

the ratio increase as K decrease and S increase in the case of U = K = —.J/2.

According to the numerical evaluation, we conclude that the gap ratio could be higher than



the one in BCS theory in the case of U = K = —J/2. When S = 0.05, K = —J/2 = —5, which
is higher than the gap ratio in BCS theory, we have % ~ 5. Then, the gap ratio decreases as K
increases but S decreases in the case of U = K = —J/2. However, in the case of U = K = J/2,
the gap ratio could not exceed the one in BCS theory. If S vanishes, the ratio % = 3.5 in the
“tetrahedron” model (K < 0) is exactly the same as the ratio in the BCS theory (K =1). In

other words, the ratio is independent of the coupling K in such case.

4. Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we attempt to understand the pairing mechanism of high-temperature super-
conductivity, which extends the BCS theory to strong coupling. For this purpose, SP(M) singlet
pairing operator is proposed in an SYK-like model. Then equations for the correlation functions
are derived. Our analysis shows how the superconducting gap, the transition temperature and
the their ratio change with the coupling K and spin (T,oc'Scl). When U = K = —J/2, the
ratio % > 3.5. This result indicates that the SYK-like model relates to the case of strong
coupling. The behavior of this model at strong coupling limit beyonds the scope of this pa-
per. We also leave the ratio of susceptibility and specific heat to a future study. Specially,
the energy gap, the transition temperature and the ratio % could return to the BCS theory if
< (Troc'ScT) = 0.

The interaction term of our model is not random, but it demonstrates features of strange
metal. There is other system with non-random interaction. It becomes non-Fermi liquid metal
with a superconducting instability [57]. Actually, the single particle Green’s function with large
component tensor is identical to the disordered averaged Green’s function of the SYK models
[51], 58]. The full Green’s function and the current vertex of the translational invariant model
with random interaction terms could be solvable in the large N limit [47]. Thus, in the SYK
model at large N limit, the quantum contribution to ([26)(21) of the rank-3 tensor model can

be summed analytically.

Our calculation may be not applied in the large N limit, due to the long range interaction
between lattices. Although we could not generalize our calculations to large N limit, enhance-
ment of the gap ratio is still seen in the model at large N limit [43]. Two lattice models are

proposed with on-site SYK interactions exhibiting a transition from an IM to an s-wave super-



conductor in [43]. In some holographic superconductors, the gap ratio increases as well [59].

On the other hand, in [5I] it is also argued that the correction to the NFL solution in this

model is suppressed rapidly with increasing N. Therefore, our results without so large N show

a qualitative agreement.
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