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Understanding the pairing mechanism in bilayer nickelate superconductors constitutes a fascinating quest.
Using density matrix renormalization group for T = 0 and thermal tensor networks for T > 0 properties, along
with density functional theory calculations, we investigate the intriguing interplay between the Hund’s rule cou-
pling and interorbital hybridization that explains the pressure-dependent high-Tc superconductivity in bilayer
nickelates. By studying a two-orbital model, we identify three distinct superconductive (SC) regimes: hy-
bridization dominant, Hund’s rule dominant, and the hybrid-Hund synergistic SC regimes. In these SC regimes,
both dx2−y2 and dz2 orbitals exhibit algebraic pairing correlations with similar Luttinger parameters KSC. In
particular, the former always exhibits a much stronger amplitude than the latter, with a distinctly higher SC char-
acteristic temperature T ∗

c . Below this temperature, the pairing susceptibility diverges as χSC(T ) ∼ 1/T 2−KSC .
With realistic model parameters, we find the pressurized La3Ni2O7 falls into the Hund’s rule dominated SC
regime. As hybridization further enhances under pressure, it leads to significant interorbital frustration and in
turn suppresses the SC correlations, explaining the rise and fall of high-Tc superconductivity under high pres-
sure [J. Li, et al., arXiv:2404.11369 (2024)]. Our results offer a comprehensive understanding of the interlayer
pairing in superconducting La3Ni2O7.

Introduction.— The recent discovery of nearly 80 K su-
perconductive (SC) transition in the pressurized Ruddlesden-
Popper perovskite La3Ni2O7 [1] has sparked significant re-
search activities in both experiment [2–19] and theory [20–
67]. The bilayer structure and orbital selectivity are be-
lieved to be key factors in the formation of SC order, and
the interlayer antiferromagnetic (AF) coupling is considered
as the pairing driving force [33–38, 42, 61]. Nonetheless, de-
bate persists regarding the SC pairing mechanism, particularly
with respect to the intriguing roles of Hund’s rule coupling
and the hybridization between the two eg orbitals.

The hybridization theory [24, 26, 38, 42, 47, 57, 66, 68–70]
considers the interlayer dz2 pairs correlated via the strong in-
terlayer AF coupling. There are few holes in the dz2 orbital,
and due to the limited intralayer hopping of dz2 electrons,
the preformed pairs necessitate hybridization with itinerant
dx2−y2 orbitals to attain phase coherence [cf., Fig. A1(a)].
Nevertheless, it is unclear whether such SC order in the dz2 or-
bitals could render high Tc through this mechanism. The sig-
nificant interlayer t⊥ between dz2 orbitals could result in pro-
nounced Pauli blocking [71]. Together with the small hole
density, it weakens the potential SC order within the dz2 or-
bitals [34, 61, 69], thereby challenging such an SC scenario.

Distinctly, a different scenario suggests that the Hund’s rule
coupling plays a critical role in forming the high-Tc SC or-
der [33–35, 43, 58, 61, 63]. Although the interlayer spin ex-
change is quite small in the dx2−y2 orbitals, the substantial
ferromagnetic (FM) Hund’s rule coupling JH ∼ 1 eV can ef-
fectively transfer the interlayer AF coupling from the dz2 to
dx2−y2 orbitals, passing a strong pairing force to the latter
[33–35] [cf., Fig. A1(b)]. Moreover, as the quarter-filling
dx2−y2 orbital possesses ample hole density and adequate in-
tralayer hopping amplitude, the SC pairs can thus move co-
herently within each layer. By integrating out the dz2 or-
bitals in the large JH limit and neglecting the interorbital hy-
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FIG. 1. The ground state J⊥-V phase diagrams are depicted with (a)
JH = 0 and (b) JH = 1 eV, respectively. Other model parameters are
fixed according to DFT calculations under about 30 GPa [20]. The
dotted lines separating the SC and non-SC regimes are guides for
the eye. Three distinct SC regimes include ‘Hybrid’ dominated by
V , ‘Hund’ by JH, and ‘Hybrid-Hund’ by both. Measured J⊥ values
from ambient resonant inelastic X-ray scattering (RIXS) [18] and in-
elastic neutron scattering (INS) [19] experiments are marked in (b).
(c) The dx2−y2 orbital exhibits intralayer couplings (tc, Jc), while
the dz2 orbital features interlayer couplings (t⊥, J⊥) and intralayer
hopping (td). JH denotes the on-site FM Hund’s rule coupling and V
represents the interorbital hybridization. The dx2−y2 -dx2−y2 super-
exchange and the dx2−y2 -dz2 double-exchange-like couplings com-
pete and give rise to interorbital frustration highlighted by the shaded
triangle. (d) The contour plot of the interlayer pairing correlation
Φzz(r) of dx2−y2 orbital, averaged over r = 2 to Lx/4.

bridization, a single-orbital t-J-J⊥ model has been proposed,
which demonstrates high-Tc superconductivity [33, 34]. This
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bilayer pairing mechanism is quite robust and has been dis-
cussed before in the context of fermion ladders [72, 73] and
bilayer square lattices [74]. Nonetheless, recent experiment
finds that the SC order can be suppressed under higher pres-
sure, up to 104 GPa, leading to a right-angled triangular SC
phase [15]. Such an observation remains to be explained
within the Hund’s coupling dominant scenario, and under-
scores the need for a more comprehensive study incorporating
both eg orbitals of Ni+2.5 in La3Ni2O7.

In this study, we consider a bilayer two-orbital model with
both Hund’s rule coupling and interorbital hybridization, and
conduct a comprehensive numerical study. We find that the
dx2−y2 orbital consistently serves as the primary host for ro-

bust SC order, exhibiting stronger algebraic pairing corre-
lations and a higher T ∗

c determined from pairing suscepti-
bility compared to those of the dz2 orbitals. We highlight
that there are three distinct SC regimes: one dominated by
hybridization, another by Hund’s rule, and a third by both
mechanisms. With realistic parameters, we find the pressur-
ized La3Ni2O7 resides in the Hund’s SC regime and obtain
its finite-temperature phase diagram. Our results explain the
non-monotonic pressure-dependent behaviors of SC order ob-
served in recent experiments.

Model and method.— Below we consider the following
two-orbital bilayer t-J model

H = − tc
∑

⟨i,j⟩,µ,σ

(
c†i,µ,σcj,µ,σ +H.c.

)
+ Jc

∑
⟨i,j⟩,µ

(
Sc
i,µ · Sc

j,µ − 1

4
nc
i,µn

c
j,µ

)

− t⊥
∑
i,σ

(
d†i,µ=1,σdj,µ=−1,σ +H.c.

)
+ J⊥

∑
i

(
Sd
i,µ=1 · Sd

i,µ=−1 −
1

4
nd
i,µ=1n

d
i,µ=−1

)
− td

∑
⟨i,j⟩,µ,σ

(
d†i,µ,σdj,µ,σ +H.c.

)
− V

∑
⟨i,j⟩,µ,σ

(
c†i,µ,σdj,µ,σ +H.c.

)
− JH

∑
i,µ

Sc
i,µ · Sd

i,µ + εc
∑
i,µ

nc
i,µ + εd

∑
i,µ

nd
i,µ,

where ci,µ,σ (di,µ,σ) denotes the dx2−y2 (dz2 ) electron at site
i, layer µ = ±1, and spin σ = {↑, ↓}. Similarly, spin oper-
ators Sc

i,µ (Sd
i,µ) and density operators nc

i,µ (nd
i,µ) are defined

for the two eg orbitals. Parameter tc (td) labels the intralayer
hopping of the dx2−y2 (dz2 ) orbital. The intralayer spin cou-
pling between the dx2−y2 electrons is denoted as Jc, while
that of dz2 is negligibly small. The interlayer hopping and
coupling of the dz2 orbital are labeled as t⊥ and J⊥, respec-
tively. The interorbital hybridization V and the on-site Hund’s
rule coupling JH between the two eg orbitals are considered,
with εc and εd representing the respective site energies. In the
present study, the electron filling is fixed as 3/8, i.e., ne = 1.5
per site for the two eg orbitals.

To study the nickelate SC phase, we mainly consider realis-
tic parameters under about 30 GPa, including tc = 0.483 eV,
t⊥ = 0.635 eV, td = 0.110 eV, V = 0.239 eV, εc = 0.776 eV,
and εd = 0.409 eV [20]. With properly chosen Hubbard U =
4 eV [27, 43], the spin couplings are Jc ≃ 4t2c/U = 0.233 eV
and J⊥ ≃ 4t2⊥/U = 0.403 eV, and the Hund’s rule coupling
is set as JH = 1 eV (∼ 2.5J⊥) [27, 30, 45]. In the study, we
employ DMRG [75–77] for the ground state (T = 0) and ther-
mal tensor networks [78–80] for finite-temperature (T > 0)
calculations. DFT calculations are utilized to obtain coupling
parameters under different pressures, especially the hybridiza-
tion V .

Orbital selectivity and interlayer pairing.— In Fig. 2(a),
we show the interlayer correlation Φzz(r) = ⟨∆†

i∆j⟩, where
∆†

i = 1√
2

∑
µ=±1 c†i,µ,↑c

†
i,−µ,↓ (for dx2−y2 ) and distance

r ≡ |j − i|. When switched from dx2−y2 to the dz2 or-

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2. Pairing correlation Φzz(r) and susceptibility χSC results
of bilayer two-orbital model with realistic parameters for La3Ni2O7

(see main text). (a) Φzz(r) of the dx2−y2 and dz2 orbitals, with r
the distance between two rung pairs. (b) The pairing susceptibility
diverges algebraically as χSC ∼ 1/Tαc (with αc ≃ 1.25) below
T ∗
c ≈ 0.03tc for the dx2−y2 orbital, while exhibits weak divergence

in the dz2 orbital. (c) Electron density and (d) Green’s function are
calculated in the two eg orbitals.

bital, we replace ci,µ,σ with di,µ,σ . The pairing suscepti-
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bility is defined as χSC(T ) = 1
Lx

∂⟨∆tot⟩T /∂hp, computed
with a small pairing field hp = 0.002 coupled to ∆tot =
1
2

∑ 3
4Lx

i= 1
4Lx

[∆i +(∆i)
†] in the bulk of the system. Figure 2(a)

presents the pairing correlations Φzz(r) for both eg orbitals,
where we find the dx2−y2 orbital exhibits much stronger pair-
ing correlations, about two orders of magnitude greater than
that of the dz2 orbitals. From the power-law fitting, we find the
Luttinger parameter KSC ≃ 1.11 for the dx2−y2 orbital, indi-
cating the presence of (quasi-long range) SC order. Pairing
correlations of the dz2 orbital also follow an algebraic scal-
ing with KSC ≃ 1.19. Despite a significant difference —
more than an order of magnitude — in pairing correlations
between the two eg orbitals, the proximity effect [58] renders
them comparable KSC values.

The small KSC ≲ 1 implies the divergence of pairing sus-
ceptibility. In Fig. 2(b), we show the calculated results of
χSC(T ) in the two eg orbitals. In the dz2 orbital, χSC(T ) ex-
hibits an increase at lower temperature and shows significantly
weaker divergence, thus being secondary in determining the
critical temperature Tc. Conversely, the χSC(T ) behaviors of
the dx2−y2 orbital suggest T ∗

c ≃ 0.03tc, corresponding to a
clearly higher transition temperature in the order of 100 K.
Moreover, we find the dx2−y2 orbital exhibits a divergence
behavior χSC ∼ 1/Tα with an exponent α ≈ 2 −KSC, con-
sistent with the determined KSC in the ground-state pairing
correlation results.

Figures 2(c,d) show the electron densities ⟨nc,d⟩ and
the single-particle Green’s function G∥,⊥ in two eg or-
bitals. The intralayer Green’s function is defined as
Gα

∥ ≡ 1
2(Lx−1)

∑
i,µ,σ⟨α

†
i,µ,σαi+1,µ,σ⟩ between nearest-

neighboring (NN) sites within each layer, with α = {c, d}
denoting orbitals. The interlayer Green’s function is defined
as Gc

⊥ ≡ 1
Lx

∑
i,σ⟨c

†
i,µ=1,σci,µ=−1,σ⟩, reflecting the inter-

layer electron hopping. The results in Fig. 2(c) indicate that
the dz2 orbitals are nearly half-filled with only few holes, in
distinction with the approximately quarter-filled dx2−y2 or-
bitals with ⟨nc⟩ ≈ 0.58. In Fig. 2(d), we further point out
that the dz2 electrons are rather localized as Gd

∥ ≪ Gc
∥,

while the dx2−y2 orbitals are itinerant and can move coher-
ently within each layer (large Gc

∥), but not across two layers
(negligible Gc

⊥). In the large JH limit, the single-band t-J-J⊥
model [33, 34] can be recovered with strong interlayer pairing.

Hund’s SC regime in the two-orbital bilayer model.— In
Figs. 1(a,b), we distinguish between SC and non-SC regimes
using the fitted Luttinger exponent KSC of the dx2−y2 or-
bital. We find a strong interlayer J⊥ is crucial for forming
a robust SC order in pressurized nickelates. Recent experi-
ments [18, 19] reveal the magnitude of interlayer spin cou-
pling J⊥ around 0.1 eV in ambient bulk La3Ni2O7, which is
located in the non-SC regime [cf., Fig. 1(b)]. The influence of
other parameters like the intralayer hopping tc are relatively
small, as demonstrated in the Appendix.

As shown in Figs. 1(a,b), we identify three distinct SC
regimes, namely, the “Hybrid SC” regime dominated by hy-
bridization V , “Hund’s SC” regime with strong coupling JH,

(a) (b)

(d)(c)
Hybrid-Hund Hund SC

Hybrid

Hybrid SC 

FIG. 3. (a) Pairing correlation Φzz and (b) finite-temperature pairing
susceptibilities of the dx2−y2 and dz2 orbitals within the hybridiza-
tion SC regime (JH = 0, V = 0.5 eV). Same correlations are shown
for the (c) Hybrid-Hund (JH = 1 eV, V = 0.5 eV) and (d) Hund’s
SC regime (V = 0.239 eV), where the Hund’s rule coupling JH

varies from zero to 1 eV.

and the integrated “Hybrid-Hund SC” regime where both cou-
plings are essential and synergistic. In Fig. 3(a), we show
that Φzz(r) ∼ r−KSC with KSC ≈ 1.03 for the dx2−y2 or-
bital at V = 0.5 eV. In Fig. 3(b), we uncover that the SC
pairing susceptibility χSC of the dx2−y2 orbital adheres to a
scaling law of 1/Tαc , where αc ≈ 2 − KSC. Notably, the
dz2 orbital also demonstrates a comparable Luttinger param-
eter of KSC ≈ 1; however, these correlations are substantially
weaker in intensity. Consequently, even within the hybrid
SC scenario, the dz2 orbital pairing arises primarily through
a proximity-induced mechanism rather than being the domi-
nant contributor.

In Fig. 1(b), there exists a bybrid-Hund SC regime where
both V and JH cooperate to render a robust SC order. In
Fig. 3(c), we set JH = 1 eV and introduce large V = 0.5 eV,
finding that the interlayer pairing correlations for both orbitals
exhibit power-law scaling with KSC ≈ 0.84. Nevertheless,
the much larger amplitude ensures again the dominance of SC
pairing with the dx2−y2 electrons. Although the hybrid and
hybrid-Hund SC regimes can have KSC ≲ 2, the required
hybridization V ≳ 0.4 eV exceeds realistic value in the com-
pound La3Ni2O7.

Within a realistic range of V , we demonstrate in Fig. 1(b) a
SC regime where Hund’s rule coupling JH plays a dominant
role. In Fig. 3(d), with fixed V = 0.239 eV and increasing JH,
we find the SC pairing correlation gradually enhances and a
quasi-long-range order develops. The results with JH = 1 eV
are plotted again here as a reference. Therefore, we conclude
that the pressurized La3Ni2O7 is located within the Hund’s
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SC regime, and JH is essential for driving the SC pairing.
Pressure evolution of the SC order.— High-Tc SC emerges

in La3Ni2O7 [1, 15] under moderately high pressure above
15 GPa; however, further increasing the pressure suppresses
rather than enhances the SC order [15]. Such a non-monotonic
behavior can be captured by our two-orbital model.

Following a significant enhancement in J⊥ due to the
pressure-induced structural transition [29, 45, 53, 59], the sys-
tem shifts upwards in the phase diagram, thereby entering
the Hund’s SC regime [see Fig. 1(b)]. However, further in-
creases in pressure can lead to substantial hybridization (V )
[see Fig. 4(a)], causing deviation from the Hund’s regime and
suppression of the SC order. Within such a scenario, the over-
all two-step pressure evolution is depicted in Fig. 1(d), where
we show the interlayer dx2−y2 pairing correlations Φzz(r)
averaged form r = 2 to Lx/4. From low-pressure (“LP”)
to high-pressure (“HP”) regime, the increased interlayer spin
coupling J⊥ renders the emergence of high-Tc SC. Neverthe-
less, further increasing pressure would enhance V , leading to
the suppression of SC order gradually in the over-pressurized
regime. Our results provide a possible explanation of the re-
ported pressure-temperature phase diagram in recent experi-
ments [15].

Suppression of SC order and interorbital frustration.— To
uncover the coupling parameters at varying pressure levels,
we employ DFT calculations. These calculations reveal the
presence of an AF order in the magnetic ground state of
La3Ni2O7 [81], as opposed to a nonmagnetic (NM) configura-
tion. In addition, strong Fermi surface nesting can also induce
charge density wave (CDW) instability [81]. For each con-
figuration depicted in Fig. 4(b), we perform Wannier down-
folding of the DFT band structure to obtain the hopping pa-
rameters of the bilayer two-orbital model (see Appendix for
details). Similar analysis is also performed for Pr-doped
La2PrNi2O7 with the NM configuration, with the obtained hy-
bridization V shown in Fig. 4(a). These results show that V
increases from ∼ 0.15 eV to ∼ 0.33 eV with pressure in both
compounds.

In Fig. 4(c), we illustrate the influence of V on the SC order
by examining the behaviors of KSC. For J⊥ = 0.25 eV and
0.3 eV, KSC becomes greater than 2 as V ≳ 0.3 eV, which
corresponds to about 100 GPa pressure in experiment [cf.,
Fig. 4(a)]. The system thus leaves the Hund’s SC regime due
to the enhancement of V in Fig. 1(b). We attribute the sup-
pression of SC order to the magnetic frustration effect illus-
trated in Fig. 1(c). This effect intensifies as pressure — and
particularly V — increases, leading to weakened interlayer
AF correlations as well as SC pairing between dx2−y2 orbitals.

To better quantify the interorbital frustration, we compute
the interlayer dx2−y2 spin correlation F c

⊥ and intralayer corre-
lations Fα,α′

∥ ≡ 1
2(Lx−1)

∑
i,µ⟨Sα

i,µ · Sα′

i+1,µ⟩, where α, α′ ∈
{c, d} denote the two orbitals. As depicted in Fig. 4(d),
within the Hund’s SC regime, the intralayer spin correlation
between the dx2−y2 orbitals is dominated by the intralayer
super-exchange Jc > 0. As V increases, the FM corre-

(a)

Am
am

I4
/m

m
m

DFT

(c)

Hund SC
Hybrid-Hund

AF state CDW phase(b)

(d)

a
i

L
N

O

b
a

c
b

non-SC

Hund SC

Hybrid-Hundinterlayer
intralayer, NN

FIG. 4. (a) DFT results for the pristine and CDW phases with both
NM and AF configurations as illustrated in (b). For the CDW-AF
phase, error bars in the hybridization V reflect its non-uniform distri-
bution due to oxygen octahedra distortion. The ambient and 10 GPa
data are obtained from Amam phase while others are from I4/mmm
phase. (c) The SC Luttinger parameters KSC and (d) the interlayer
spin correlation −F c

⊥ and intralayer Fα,α′

∥ (α, α′ ∈ {c, d}) between
NN sites are plotted. JH is fixed as 1 eV in the calculations.

lation strengthens due to the differing electron fillings be-
tween the two orbitals and the presence of Hund’s rule cou-
pling, which together facilitate a double-exchange-like FM
coupling. The competition between AF super-exchange and
FM double-exchange couplings introduces interorbital frus-
tration to the system, leading to a switch in intralayer spin cor-
relations from AF to FM. As shown in Fig. 4(d), the strength
of the interlayer AF correlation |F c

⊥| also decreases, weak-
ening the interlayer pairing. Upon further enhancing the hy-
bridization V to overcome the AF Jc > 0, spin frustration
becomes alleviated in the hybrid-Hund regime. Consequently
in the hybrid-Hund regime, V and JH cooperate and stabilize
a robust SC order.

Discussion and outlook.— In this work, we perform a com-
prehensive numerical study of the bilayer two-orbital t-J
model, with both interorbital hybridization and Hund’s rule
coupling included and treated on equal footing. With realistic
model parameters, we find the pressurized La3Ni2O7 resides
in the Hund’s rule dominated regime, in which the dx2−y2 or-
bital is mainly responsible for forming the SC order, while the
dz2 orbital becomes superconducting via the proximity effect.
Furthermore, in the finite-temperature phase diagram, we find
that increasing pressure can suppress the SC order, which ex-
plains the very recently observed right-triangle SC phase in
La3Ni2O7 [15]. Besides La3Ni2O7, we expect similar SC be-
haviors in La2PrNi2O7 under high pressure [2, 17].

Our two-orbital model not only explains the emergent SC
order in the pressurized bulk but can also be suggestive for the
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ultrathin films [3, 82]. In bulk materials, a structural transition
occurs from orthorhombic to tetragonal crystal structure [1,
15]. This transition is accompanied by a significant increase in
interlayer AF coupling, which stabilizes the SC order. In thin
films, such high-symmetry tetragonal phase is proposed to be
stabilized by strain and exists even at ambient pressure [82].
According to our two-orbital scenario dominated by Hund’s
rule, the enhanced interlayer AF coupling likely accounts for
the observed high-Tc superconductivity. When the dz2 orbital
approaches half filling, this would be beneficial rather than
detrimental (see Fig. A3) to the robust SC order.

To differentiate between the Hund’s rule and hybrid-Hund
scenarios, we propose that it is essential to measure the in-
tralayer spin correlations. As depicted in Fig. 4(d), the
Hund’s SC regime features AF correlations due to the dx2−y2 -
dx2−y2 super-exchange coupling. Distinctly, in the hybrid-
Hund regime, significant V greatly enhances FM double-
exchange coupling, and the interplay between the two drives
the rise and fall of SC order in La3Ni2O7. Therefore, fur-
ther magnetic measurements on the SC phase are necessary to
gain insights into the pairing mechanism, which becomes ex-
perimentally accessible very recently with ultrathin La3Ni2O7

films [3, 82].
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perconductivity in La3Ni2O7 based on the bilayer two-orbital
t-J model, npj Quantum Materials 9, 61 (2024).

[48] J.-X. Zhang, H.-K. Zhang, Y.-Z. You, and Z.-Y. Weng, Strong
Pairing Originated from an Emergent Z2 Berry Phase in
La3Ni2O7, Phys. Rev. Lett. 133, 126501 (2024).

[49] Z. Pan, C. Lu, F. Yang, and C. Wu, Effect of Rare-Earth Element
Substitution in Superconducting R3Ni2O7 under Pressure, Chi-
nese Physics Letters 41, 087401 (2024).

[50] H. Sakakibara, M. Ochi, H. Nagata, Y. Ueki, H. Sakurai,
R. Matsumoto, K. Terashima, K. Hirose, H. Ohta, M. Kato,
Y. Takano, and K. Kuroki, Theoretical analysis on the possibil-
ity of superconductivity in the trilayer Ruddlesden-Popper nick-
elate La4Ni3O10 under pressure and its experimental examina-
tion: Comparison with La3Ni2O7, Phys. Rev. B 109, 144511
(2024).

[51] H. Lange, L. Homeier, E. Demler, U. Schollwöck, A. Bohrdt,
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Appendix

(a)

Hybrid Hund

z

x

(b)

FIG. A1. Illustration of (a) hybridization dominated and (b) Hund’s
rule coupling dominated scenarios, which emphasizes respectively
the hybridization V and Hund’s rule coupling JH plays a primary
role in forming the SC order.

Hybridization versus Hund’s rule coupling scenarios.— In
Fig. A1, we illustrate the hybridization and Hund’s SC sce-
narios. In the hybridization picture [Fig. A1(a)], there is a
strong interlayer pairing between dz2 orbitals due to the sig-
nificant AF coupling J⊥. The formed dz2 pairs gain phase
coherence through hybridization V with itinerant dx2−y2 or-
bitals. On the other hand, a different scenario considers that
the Hund’s rule coupling plays the primary role. The itin-
erant dx2−y2 band gains interlayer AF correlation through the
strong on-site Hund’s rule coupling that symmetrizes the spins
of dx2−y2 and dz2 orbitals.

Ground-state and finite-temperature tensor network
methods.— We exploit the density matrix renormalization
group (DMRG) [75, 76] and state-of-the-art thermal ten-
sor network methods [79, 80] to compute the zero- and
finite-temperature properties, respectively. Non-Abelian and
Abelian symmetries are implemented with the tensor library
QSpace [83, 84] and ITensor [85, 86]. In both calculations,
we consider the 2×Lx (with Lx up to 64) two-orbital ladders,
and retain up to D∗ = 4500 U(1)charge× SU(2)spin multiplets
or D = 9000 U(1)charge× U(1)spin individual states in the
DMRG simulations. The results are well converged with
typical truncation error ϵ ∼ 10−6. In tanTRG calculations,
we consider system size 2 × 24, and a small pairing field is
applied to compute the pairing susceptibility. We use Z2,charge
× SU(2)spin symmetry and retain up to D∗ = 2000 multiplets
(equivalent to ∼ 5200 individual states), which renders well
converged results with truncation error ϵ ∼ 10−4. The
electron density can be controlled by adjusting the chemical
potential term −µNtot, where Ntot represents the total electron
count. By fine-tuning the parameter µ, we ensure that the
two-orbital system remains approximately at 3/8 filling at
low temperatures.

DMRG convergence.— Figure A2(a) illustrates the conver-
gence of DMRG results, with interlayer pairing correlations
from D∗ = 3000 and 4000 U(1)charge× SU(2)spin multiplets
showing excellent consistency up to distance r ∼ 30. Fig-
ure A2(b) shows the exponential decay of spin correlations
and single-particle Green’s functions, indicating the presence
of Luther-Emery SC phase. In Figs. A2(c,d) we adjust the in-

(a) (b)

(d)(c)

FIG. A2. (a) Interlayer pairing correlations Φzz and (b) spin corre-
lation and single-particle Green’s function are computed with V =
0.239 eV, JH = 1 eV, where the results are well converged versus
different D∗. To simulate the pressure effects, we increase (c) in-
tralayer hopping tc and coupling Jc, and (d) interlayer hopping t⊥
and coupling J⊥, and find the results change only quantitatively with
tc, Jc and t⊥, J⊥. Here we assume J = 4t2/U with U = 4 eV, and
fixed other model parameters at their pristine values.

tralayer dx2−y2 hopping tc and interlayer dz2 hopping t⊥ to
their realistic values in over-pressured phase (70 GPa), respec-
tively. In both cases we find algebraically decaying Φzz which
accounts for robust SC order in the ground state. Neverthe-
less, the enhancement of tc as well as Jc signifies the interor-
bital frustration, leading to a weaker SC with KSC ≈ 1.58
for dx2−y2 orbital and even absence of SC for dz2 orbital. On
the contrary, SC slightly benefits from the enhancement of t⊥
and J⊥, which strengthens the interlayer AF coupling. How-
ever, the impact of these parameters on the SC order is not
very prominent. In the main text, we find that the interorbital
hybridization V plays an essential role in the over-pressurized
regime and have chosen to show related results in Fig. 4.

DFT calculations.— We use the Vienna ab initio simulation
package (VASP) to optimize the lattice structure and obtain
the electronic band structure [87]. The convergence criterion
for atomic forces during structural optimization was set to 1
meV/Å. The total energy convergence threshold for electronic
self-consistent processes was set to 10−8 eV/atom. A plane-
wave cutoff energy of 520 eV is employed. The Γ-centered
12×12×12 Monkhorst-Pack k-points grid in reciprocal space
was utilized in the self-consistent cycle. The Wannier90 pack-
age is employed to downfold the band structure and con-
struct the two-orbital model comprising Ni-dx2−y2 and dz2

orbitals [88]. Results obtained with various configurations are
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NM (La3Ni2O7) tc td V t⊥ εc εd [eV]

0 GPa 0.397 0.073 0.189 0.618 0.765 0

10 0.475 0.103 0.230 0.664 0.742 0

20 0.502 0.105 0.252 0.690 0.752 0

30 0.522 0.112 0.265 0.714 0.762 0

40 0.534 0.125 0.279 0.724 0.638 0

50 0.556 0.125 0.286 0.750 0.772 0

60 0.570 0.131 0.295 0.765 0.773 0

70 0.582 0.137 0.303 0.780 0.767 0

80 0.593 0.143 0.310 0.794 0.759 0

90 0.604 0.147 0.317 0.807 0.759 0

100 0.614 0.152 0.324 0.819 0.750 0

125 0.634 0.162 0.340 0.844 0.733 0

150 0.645 0.167 0.351 0.861 0.742 0

CDW-AF
(La3Ni2O7) tc td V t⊥ εc εd [eV]

0 GPa 0.124
∼ 0.178

0.025
∼ 0.068

0.088
∼ 0.192 0.549 -1.182

∼ 1.651
-1.518
∼ 1.626

30 0.069
∼ 0.239

0.077
∼ 0.084

0.163
∼ 0.242 0.666 -1.542

∼ 1.545
-1.468
∼ 1.613

AF (La3Ni2O7) tc td V t⊥ εc εd [eV]

0 GPa 0.286 0.031 0.132 0.552 0.420 0

10 0.328 0.010 0.172 0.665 0.474 0

20 0.421 0.100 0.229 0.700 0.495 0

30 0.446 0.106 0.244 0.734 0.526 0

40 0.470 0.118 0.259 0.749 0.543 0

50 0.495 0.127 0.271 0.765 0.556 0

60 0.507 0.130 0.279 0.775 0.580 0

70 0.526 0.138 0.293 0.789 0.599 0

80 0.546 0.144 0.303 0.798 0.617 0

90 0.575 0.148 0.320 0.837 0.735 0

100 0.594 0.152 0.325 0.847 0.747 0

125 0.641 0.158 0.344 0.836 1.004 0

150 0.674 0.163 0.358 0.842 1.190 0

NM (La2PrNi2O7) tc td V t⊥ εc εd [eV]

0 GPa 0.349 0.049 0.176 0.488 0.920 0

30 0.474 0.099 0.245 0.660 0.918 0

80 0.598 0.150 0.307 0.795 0.977 0

150 0.650 0.144 0.343 0.844 0.957 0

TABLE I. Tight-binding parameters of the two-orbital model for La3Ni2O7 and La2PrNi2O7 determined by Wannier downfolding from DFT
calculations. Non-magnetic (NM), antiferromagnetic (AF) and charge density wave (CDW) configurations are considered. Calculations at low
pressures (0 and 10 GPa) are based on the Amam orthorhombic phase, whereas the I4/mmm tetragonal phase is used for calculations at high
pressures (≥20 GPa).

(a)

(c)

(b)

FIG. A3. (a) Interlayer pairing correlations of both the dx2−y2 and
dz2 orbitals with different site energy offsets ∆ε ≡ εc − εd. ∆ε =
0.367 eV is estimated from DFT calculations on La3Ni2O7 under
about 30 GPa pressure [20]. We artificially increase ∆ε between
the two eg orbitals, and compute (b) the electron densities and (c)
interlayer spin correlation F c

⊥.

summarized in Tables. I. For the CDW-AF phase, the oxygen
octahedra exhibit in-plane distortions, and Ni atoms can oc-
cupy two inequivalent sites. Consequently, the parameters like
hybridization V and hopping tc exhibit spatial distributions,
represented by the error bars in the table and also in Fig. 4(a)

of the main text. There are two inequivalent Wyckoff posi-
tions for La atoms in La2PrNi2O7. It is found that Pr doping
at the La2 position (inside the NiO bilayer) has lower energy,
as low as 593.3 meV/f.u. for Amam phase and 437.9 meV/f.u.
for I4/mmm phase. Note that in all calculations, low-pressure
data (0 and 10 GPa) are obtained from Amam orthorhombic
phase while high-pressure results are from I4/mmm tetragonal
phase.

Site energy and enhanced superconductivity.— In Fig. A3
we increase the difference in the site energies between the
two orbitals. As ∆ε increases, more electrons are transferred
to the dz2 orbital while keeping ne = 3/8. Other realistic
parameters remains unchanged [20]. In Fig. A3(a) we show
that the pairing correlations of both orbitals are significantly
enhanced with increasing ∆ε. The resulting electron densi-
ties, ⟨nc⟩ for the dx2−y2 orbital and ⟨nd⟩ for the dz2 orbital,
are shown in Fig. A3(b). As the dz2 orbital approaches half-
filling (thus containing fewer holes), a stronger interlayer AF
correlation F c

⊥ can be observed between the dx2−y2 orbitals,
as illustrated in Fig. A3(c). This provides insights into poten-
tial experimental strategies for achieving higher critical tem-
perature Tc or stabilizing the SC order in ambient conditions.
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