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To clarify the nature of high-temperature superconductivity in the bilayer nickelate La3Ni2O7

under pressure, we investigate, using the density-matrix renormalization group method, the pair
correlations in the two-orbital t-J ladder model. While the interchain-intraorbital pair correla-
tions exhibit a slow power-law decay in both orbitals, the interorbital pair correlation also develops
strongly enough to be comparable with the intraorbital correlations. These intra and interorbital
pair correlations are enhanced by Hund’s coupling, but more importantly, the interorbital pair cor-
relation develops even when interorbital pairing glue mediated by Hund’s coupling is absent. Our
finding suggests that the pair correlation in the present system develops as a hybridized two-orbital
entity, which may have some implications on the superconductivity in the bilayer nickelate.

The recent discovery of high-temperature supercon-
ductivity under pressure with a Tc of ∼ 80 K in a bilayer
Ruddlesden-Popper nickelate La3Ni2O7 [1] has initiated
a new intensive wave of research in the field of condensed
matter physics. Experimental reproductions that have
followed the initial discovery have indeed established the
occurrence of superconductivity in this material [2–7].
Also, already a large number of theoretical studies have
appeared after the discovery of superconductivity [8–45].
Moreover, even the trilayer nickelate La4Ni3O10 has been
found to exhibit signatures of superconductivity under
pressure with a lower Tc of about 25 K [5, 46–48], as
expected theoretically [5].

Regarding the theories on La3Ni2O7 that focus on the
pairing mechanism, many of them agree on the point that
the pairing involves interlayer nature, where the large in-
terlayer hopping between the nearly half-filled d3z2−r2

orbitals (or the interlayer magnetic exchange coupling
induced by the interlayer hopping) plays an important
role, which was a feature theoretically pointed out for
this material in Ref. [49] by one of the present authors
before the experimental discovery. In fact, nearly half-
filled Hubbard (or t-J) model on a bilayer lattice [49–53]
or a two-leg ladder [54–56] has been known to be favor-
able for superconductivity for many years. However, in
La3Ni2O7, along with the nearly half-filled d3z2−r2 or-
bitals, there exist nearly quarter-filled dx2−y2 orbitals.
The role played by the coupling between the d3z2−r2 and
dx2−y2 orbitals, namely, the single-particle hybridization
and the two-body interactions such as Hund’s coupling,
and also, which one of the two orbitals dominates in the
pairing, have been issues of debate.

In Ref. [39], three of the present authors discussed
the role played by those interorbital interactions using
fluctuation exchange approximation, which is basically
a weak coupling approach. On the other hand, we
used the density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG)
method [57–59], to study the interlayer pair correlations
in a two-orbital two-leg Hubbard ladder that mimics the

electronic structure of La3Ni2O7 in a one-dimensional
system (but without considering the interorbital two-
body interactions) [40]. There it was found that orbitals
corresponding to the d3z2−r2 and dx2−y2 orbitals both ex-
hibit slowly decaying correlations, even without Hund’s
coupling, with the former somewhat dominating in the
decaying power. DMRG has also been adopted to inves-
tigate different types of models of La3Ni2O7 [41–45]. In
terms of the two-orbital models, the numerical elucida-
tion of the interplay of the d3z2−r2 and dx2−y2 orbitals
is highly desired to approach the pairing mechanism in
La3Ni2O7.
Given this background, to further investigate the effect

of the interorbital interactions, here we study the pair
correlations using DMRG in a two-orbital t-J ladder that
mimics La3Ni2O7 in a similar manner as in Ref. [40], not
only including the interlayer exchange coupling explic-
itly, but also considering Hund’s coupling. We find that
Hund’s coupling encourages the correlations of the inter-
chain pairs of both nearly half-filled (i.e., d3z2−r2) and
nearly quarter-filled (i.e., dx2−y2) orbitals. More impor-
tantly, our calculation demonstrates that the correlation
of the interorbital pairs exhibits a slow power-law decay,
and this decaying behavior appears even without Hund’s

FIG. 1. Two-orbital t-J ladder at 3/8 filling. The x and
z orbitals correspond to the d3z2−r2 and dx2−y2 orbitals, re-
spectively, in the bilayer nickelate.
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coupling. Our finding suggests that the hybridized or-
bital due to interorbital hopping (that exists in actual
La3Ni2O7) obtains the quasi-long-range superconducting
correlation.

To address the issues, we consider a two-orbital t-J
model [see Fig. 1], which is an effective model of the two-
orbital Hubbard model in the strong coupling limit. Our
t-J model set in the ladder lattice prohibits the doubly
occupied orbital at 3/8 filling, and the Hamiltonian Ĥ =

Ĥt + ĤJ consists of the one-body term

Ĥt = −
∑
µ,ν

tµν∥

∑
j,l

∑
σ

(
ˆ̃c†j,l,µ,σ

ˆ̃cj+1,l,ν,σ +H.c.
)

− tzz⊥
∑
j

∑
σ

(
ˆ̃c†j,1,z,σ

ˆ̃cj,2,z,σ +H.c.
)

+
∆E

2

∑
j,l

(n̂j,l,x − n̂j,l,z) (1)

and the spin interaction term

ĤJ = Jxx
∥

∑
j,l

(
Ŝj,l,x · Ŝj+1,l,x − 1

4
n̂j,l,xn̂j+1,l,x

)

+ Jzz
⊥

∑
j

(
Ŝj,1,z · Ŝj,2,z −

1

4
n̂j,1,zn̂j,2,z

)

− 2JH
∑
j,l

(
Ŝj,l,x · Ŝj,l,z +

1

4
n̂j,l,xn̂j,l,z

)
. (2)

ˆ̃cj,l,µ,σ = ĉj,l,µ,σ(1− n̂j,l,µ,σ̄) is the projected annihilation

operator of ĉj,l,µ,σ for an electron with spin σ (=↑, ↓)
at site j in chain l (= 1, 2), and orbital µ (= x, z),

where n̂j,l,µ,σ = ĉ†j,l,µ,σ ĉj,l,µ,σ (n̂j,l,µ =
∑

σ n̂j,l,µ,σ) is the
number operator and σ̄ indicates the opposite spin of σ.
Considering the bilayer nickelate system within a one-
dimensional effective model, the orbitals x and z are asso-
ciated with the dx2−y2 and d3z3−r2 orbitals, respectively.

Ŝj,l,µ = (1/2)
∑

σ,σ′ ĉ
†
j,l,µ,σσσ,σ′ ĉj,l,µ,σ′ is the spin opera-

tor at site j in chain l, and orbital µ, where σ is a set of
Pauli matrices σ = (σ1, σ2, σ3). ∆E (> 0) is the energy
difference between two orbitals, where the energy of the
x orbital is higher than the energy of the z orbital, i.e.,
the z (x) orbital becomes nearly half (quarter) filling. tµν∥
and tµν⊥ denote the intrachain and interchain hoppings,
respectively. Jµν

∥ and Jµν
⊥ indicate the intrachain and

interchain spin-exchange couplings, respectively, and JH
(> 0) is the Hund’s (interorbital ferromagnetic) coupling.
As for the interchain hopping tµν⊥ , assuming that the

overlap between two dx2−y2 orbitals along the z (rung) di-
rection is small enough, we consider only interchain hop-
ping tzz⊥ for the d3z2−r2 orbital. In the high-symmetry
structure (without tilt) of the bilayer nickelate under
pressure, the interlayer hopping between the dx2−y2 and
d3z2−r2 orbitals is zero, justifying txz⊥ = 0. On the other
hand, we take into account all intrachain hoppings. In
this paper, we set txx∥ = 1 as the energy unit and assume
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FIG. 2. Local electron density nµ(j) = 1/2
∑

l⟨n̂j,l,µ⟩ at
JH = 0 (left panel) and JH = 1 (right panel), where Jzz

⊥ = 0.5.

tzz∥ = 0.25 and txz∥ = 0.5 to make a correspondence to the

ratios of the intralayer hoppings estimated by the first-
principle calculation in La3Ni2O7 [39]. We use tzz⊥ = 0.7
and ∆E = 1 employed in Ref. [40] that suggests a good
signature for superconductivity in the two-orbital Hub-
bard model. The results with different values of tzz⊥ and
∆E are presented in the Supplemental Material [60].
As for the spin interactions, we consider the intrachain

antiferromagnetic coupling for the x orbital Jxx
∥ (> 0)

and interchain antiferromagnetic coupling for the z or-
bital Jzz

⊥ (> 0). Since Jzz
∥ and Jxz

∥ are small relative to

Jxx
∥ and Jzz

⊥ in the bilayer nickelate, we neglect Jzz
∥ and

Jxz
∥ for simplicity. To comprehensively investigate the

roles of the essential spin interactions in pairing proper-
ties within the two-orbital ladder model, we set Jzz

⊥ and
JH as variables while keeping Jxx

∥ = 0.5. Assuming that

the antiferromagnetic J is on the order of 4t2/U (where
U is the Hubbard repulsion), we have Jxx

∥ ≃ 0.5 and

Jzz
⊥ ≃ 0.25 for U = 8 with txx∥ as the energy unit. The

ratio Jzz
⊥ /Jxx

∥ , however, could vary from 2 due to un-

accounted factors in the aforementioned estimation such
as the interorbital repulsion U ′ and the ligand p orbital
between the nickel ions.
As shown in Fig. 1, the z orbitals form the nearly half-

filled ladder consisting of the strong interchain coupling
(tzz⊥ and Jzz

⊥ ) and weak intrachain coupling (tzz∥ ). The

electrons in the x orbitals, which do not possess inter-
chain couplings, are originally itinerant along the chain
direction, while the interorbital hopping txz∥ hybridizes

the x and z networks. In addition, Hund’s coupling JH
aligns the spins in the x and z orbitals within the single
ion.
To compute the ground state of the two-orbital t-J

ladder, we employ the DMRG method implemented in
the ITensor library [61]. We carry out the DMRG cal-
culations in ladders of lengths L = 48 (2 × 48 sites)
with open boundary conditions. In this paper, we show
the results at the bond dimension m = 10 000, where
the truncation errors are on the order of at most 10−6.
We examine the m and L dependence of the results in
the Supplemental Material [60]. As shown in Fig. 2,
the z (x) orbital is nearly half (quarter) filling in the
ground state. Electron filling of each orbital is not sig-
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FIG. 3. Pair correlation functions Pµµ
⊥ (r) for various values

of Hund’s coupling JH. (a) P xx
⊥ (r) at Jzz

⊥ = 0.25 (upper
panel) and Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). (b) P zz
⊥ (r) at Jzz

⊥ = 0.25
(upper panel) and Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). The insets show
the decay exponents of Pµµ

⊥ (r), where the exponent Kµµ is
extracted by fitting the crests of the data points at r ≥ 6.

nificantly changed by Hund’s coupling JH. While nx(j)
exhibits an oscillation when JH = 1, the oscillations in
the local electron density are small around the center
of the ladder and a charge-density-wave character is not
substantial. To explore the nature of superconductiv-
ity in the two-orbital t-J ladder, we calculate the pair

correlation function Pµµ
⊥ (r) = ⟨∆̂†

j,µµ∆̂j+r,µµ⟩, where

∆̂j,µµ = (ˆ̃cj,1,µ,↑ˆ̃cj,2,µ,↓ − ˆ̃cj,1,µ,↓ˆ̃cj,2,µ,↑)/
√
2 is the inter-

chain spin-singlet pair annihilation operator on orbital
µ (= x, z) at site j. Here, we show the pair correlation
function for the reference site j = jref = L/4.
In Fig. 3, we compare the pair correlation functions

Pµµ
⊥ (r) for various values of Jzz

⊥ and JH. We find that
the pair correlations of both orbitals exhibit power-law
decays (Pµµ

⊥ (r) ∝ r−Kµµ), as is consistent with the be-
havior in the two-orbital Hubbard ladder [40]. Reflecting
the presence of many carriers in the x orbitals close to
quarter filling, P xx

⊥ (r) is larger than P zz
⊥ (r) in the range

we plotted. In one-dimensional systems, on the other
hand, the correlations persisting over long distances are
also crucial, and therefore we show the decay exponent
Kµµ in the inset of Fig. 3. Here, a smaller Kµµ is prefer-
able to a quasi-long-range order (i.e., slower decay of
the pair correlation). As seen in Fig. 3(b), the decay
of P zz

⊥ (r) at Jzz
⊥ = 0.5 is slower (i.e., has smaller Kzz)

than that at Jzz
⊥ = 0.25. This tendency is consistent with

the case in the one-orbital t-J ladder, in which a larger
J⊥ is favorable for the pair formation [54, 55]. More-
over, our calculations in the two-orbital t-J ladder show
that Hund’s coupling JH enhances the pair correlations
at long distances, supporting a smaller decay exponent
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FIG. 4. Interorbital pair correlation functions P xz
⊥ (r) at

JH = 0 (left panel) and JH = 1 (right panel), where Jzz
⊥ = 0.5.

Intraorbital pair correlation functions Pµµ
⊥ (r) are also pre-

sented for comparison. The insets show the decay exponents
of P xz

⊥ (r) denoted by Kxz with Kxx and Kzz. The exponent
Kxz is extracted by fitting the crests of the data points at
r ≥ 6.

Kzz. P
xx
⊥ (r) in Fig. 3(a) also shows a similar decay ten-

dency against Jzz
⊥ and JH. As summarized in the insets

of Fig. 3, we find that larger JH as well as larger Jzz
⊥

makes Kµµ smaller for both orbitals, i.e., they promote
the quasi-long-range superconducting order. Arbitrari-
ness in the choice of data points used for fitting and the
choice of the reference site may affect the results for Kµµ.
We confirm that the Jzz

⊥ and JH dependence of Kµµ gives
a similar tendency to Fig. 3 even when different fitting
procedures or averaged pair correlations are used (see the
Supplemental Material [60]). While Kxx > Kzz in most
of the parameter sets used in Fig. 3, Kxx is compara-
ble to Kzz, suggesting that both orbitals cooperatively
contribute to the pairing.

Curiously, P xx
⊥ (r) exhibits a comparable power-law de-

cay with P zz
⊥ (r) even at JH = 0 (and Jxx

⊥ = 0). This indi-
cates that the orbital hybridization via txz∥ is a crucial fac-

tor for the pair correlation of the x component at JH = 0
because the interorbital coupling JH (= 0) does not cre-
ate the local interchain spin correlation between the x
orbitals, as we shall see explicitly later. A developed x-
component pair correlation without JH is also seen in
the two-orbital Hubbard ladder [40]. The present result
is even more curious than in the case of the Hubbard lad-
der because the intrachain-interorbital exchange coupling
Jxz
∥ , which is proportional to ∼ (txz∥ )2/U in the Hubbard

ladder (at U ≫ ∆E, txz∥ ) and can induce the interchain x-

x spin correlation through z-z spin correlation, is absent
in the present model. Here, to examine the interorbital
contribution to the pairing more directly, we compute the
correlation of the interchain-interorbital spin singlet pair
described by ∆̂j,xz = (ˆ̃cj,1,x,↑

ˆ̃cj,2,z,↓ − ˆ̃cj,1,x,↓
ˆ̃cj,2,z,↑)/

√
2

and present its correlation function P xz
⊥ (r) in Fig. 4. The

decay of P xz
⊥ (r) is comparable to that of P xx

⊥ (r) and
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FIG. 5. Interchain spin correlation functions Fµν
⊥ (j) =

⟨Ŝj,1,µ ·Ŝj,2,ν⟩ for various values of Hund’s coupling JH (where
Jzz
⊥ = 0.5). (a) Intraorbital components F xx

⊥ (j) and F zz
⊥ (j).

(b) Interorbital component F xz
⊥ (j). (c) JH dependence of the

averaged spin correlation F̄µν
⊥ , where Fµν

⊥ (j) is averaged over
the sites from j = 12 to j = 36.

P zz
⊥ (r) at JH = 0, suggesting that the x-z singlet pair

also strongly contributes to the superconducting correla-
tion. The decay exponent Kxz is presented in the inset
of Fig. 4, where Kxz is the smallest and comparable to
Kxx and Kzz. Even if we extract Kµν from the averaged
pair correlation P̄µν

⊥ (r), we find a small decay exponent
for the x-z pair (see the Supplemental Material [60]).
Our numerical demonstration implies that the interor-
bital component is also a considerable ingredient for the
pairing in the presence of txz∥ . A slow decay of P xz

⊥ (r)

also appears at JH = 1 and the decay exponent Kxz is
still the smallest, suggesting the significance of the x-z
component of the pair regardless of JH.

To understand the underlying spin structure, we
present the local interchain spin correlation Fµν

⊥ (j) =

⟨Ŝj,1,µ · Ŝj,2,ν⟩ and its average F̄µν
⊥ in Fig. 5. At JH = 0,

F zz
⊥ (j) is close to the value of the ideal spin-singlet

(= −0.75) because of Jzz
⊥ that directly forms the spin-

singlet, whereas F xx
⊥ (j) and F xz

⊥ (j) are nearly zero re-
flecting Jxx

⊥ = Jxz
⊥ = 0. At large JH, on the other hand,

antiferromagnetic correlations in F xx
⊥ (j) and F xz

⊥ (j) are
enhanced by JH, implying that the effective x-x and x-z
spin couplings are generated by the combination of Jzz

⊥
and JH as pointed out by the previous studies [19, 21].
While the z-z component is suppressed by JH, its mag-
nitude is still the largest. Hence, the glue of the z-z pair
is active even at larger JH.

The enhancement of the interchain x-x and x-z spin-
singlet correlations (F xx

⊥ and F xz
⊥ ) upon increasing JH is

consistent with the enhancement of the x-x and x-z pair
correlations (P xx

⊥ and P xz
⊥ ) seen in Figs. 3 and 4 as JH is

increased. On the other hand, there are some contrast-
ing features between the interchain spin correlations and
pair correlations. First, at JH = 0, both x-z and x-x spin
correlations are very small, which is naturally expected
in the absence of Jxx

⊥ , Jxz
⊥ , and Jxz

∥ . This is in striking

contrast to the fact that even at JH = 0, the interchain
x-z and x-x pair correlations exhibit a slow decay. In
other words, quasi-long-range interchain pair correlation

develops in the x-z and x-x channel even in the absence
of pairing glues mediated by Jzz

⊥ and JH [19, 21]. This
suggests that in the presence of txz∥ , the pairs must be

described by x-z hybridized entities, where the pairing
glue fundamentally originates from the strong interchain
exchange coupling Jzz

⊥ of the nearly half-filled z orbitals,
but x-z and x-x interchain pair correlations are also com-
parably strong. Second, although JH reduces the spin-
singlet correlation of the z-z component [see Fig. 5], JH
enhances the pair correlation P zz

⊥ (r) [see Fig. 3]. This
may also support our picture that the pairs should be
described by x-z hybridized entities in the presence of
txz∥ . Namely, the enhancement of the x-z pair correlation

with increased JH results in an enhanced pair correlation
of the x-z hybridized entity as a whole, and hence leads
to the enhancement of the z-z pair correlation.

Since the hybridization due to txz∥ gives the nonlocal

effects, an interpretation of the pair in real space is non-
trivial. The optimal definition of the local pair and ex-
amination of its pair correlation in strongly correlated
and hybridized two-orbital systems is an important open
issue. We must also note that the hybridization effect in
one-dimensional systems is strong relative to the actual
two-dimensional La3Ni2O7, in which the hybridization
between the dx2−y2 and d3z2−r2 orbitals vanishes along
the kx = ±ky line on the square lattice [1]. Hence, our
idea for the ladder system may potentially overestimate
the effect of txz∥ in the actual two-dimensional bilayer

nickelate. Also, we considered only Hund’s coupling JH
as the interorbital two-body interaction. The effect of
other interorbital interactions such as the interorbital re-
pulsion U ′ or the pair hopping Jpair remains an open is-
sue. In fact, if we apply the fluctuation exchange approx-
imation, which is basically a weak coupling approach,
to a three-dimensional model of La3Ni2O7, we find that
while JH alone does enhance superconductivity within
a realistic parameter range, both U ′ and Jpair suppress
superconductivity [62] so that the two-body interorbital
interactions in total result in a slight suppression of su-
perconductivity [39].

To summarize, we have investigated the pair correla-
tions using DMRG in a two-orbital t-J ladder including
Hund’s coupling that mimics La3Ni2O7. Our calculation
demonstrates that the correlation of the interorbital x-z
pairs exhibits a slow power-law decay as well as the x-x
and z-z pairs, and they are promoted by Hund’s cou-
pling JH. Our numerics suggest that the hybridized en-
tity due to the interorbital hopping txz∥ obtains the quasi-

long-range superconducting correlation. The necessity of
such a picture for describing the pairing state in the two-
orbital ladder system may have some implications on the
superconductivity in the bilayer nickelate.



5

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by Grants-in-Aid for Sci-
entific Research from JSPS, KAKENHI Grants No.
JP20H01849, No. JP24K06939 (T.K.), No. JP22K03512
(H.S.), No. JP22K04907 (K.K.), and No. JP24K01333.
M.K. was supported by Program for Leading Graduate
Schools: Interactive Materials Science Cadet Program
and by Kato Foundation for Promotion of Science, Grant
No. KS-3614. The computing resource is supported by
the supercomputer system (system-B) in the Institute
for Solid State Physics, the University of Tokyo, and

the supercomputer of Academic Center for Computing
and Media Studies (ACCMS), Kyoto University. The
DMRG calculations were performed using the ITensor li-
brary [61].
Note added.— Recently, we became aware of another

theoretical study that performs DMRG calculations in
a t-J model [45] during the finalization process of the
present study. The model studied there is similar to
ours, and the tendency of the pair correlation against
Hund’s coupling is consistent while the different parame-
ter regimes are studied. Besides, we studied the interor-
bital pair correlations, which were not studied in this, or
any other previous studies.

[1] H. Sun, M. Huo, X. Hu, J. Li, Z. Liu, Y. Han, L. Tang,
Z. Mao, P. Yang, B. Wang, J. Cheng, D.-X. Yao, G.-M.
Zhang, and M. Wang, Signatures of superconductivity
near 80 K in a nickelate under high pressure, Nature 621,
493 (2023).

[2] J. Hou, P. T. Yang, Z. Y. Liu, J. Y. Li, P. F. Shan, L. Ma,
G. Wang, N. N. Wang, H. Z. Guo, J. P. Sun, Y. Uwatoko,
M. Wang, G.-M. Zhang, B. S. Wang, and J.-G. Cheng,
Emergence of high-temperature superconducting phase
in the pressurized La3Ni2O7 crystals, Chin. Phys. Lett.
40, 117302 (2023).

[3] Y. Zhang, D. Su, Y. Huang, H. Sun, M. Huo, Z. Shan,
K. Ye, Z. Yang, R. Li, M. Smidman, M. Wang, L. Jiao,
and H. Yuan, High-temperature superconductivity with
zero-resistance and strange metal behavior in La3Ni2O7

(), arXiv:2307.14819.
[4] G. Wang, N. N. Wang, X. L. Shen, J. Hou, L. Ma,

L. F. Shi, Z. A. Ren, Y. D. Gu, H. M. Ma, P. T.
Yang, Z. Y. Liu, H. Z. Guo, J. P. Sun, G. M. Zhang,
S. Calder, J.-Q. Yan, B. S. Wang, Y. Uwatoko, and J.-G.
Cheng, Pressure-Induced Superconductivity In Polycrys-
talline La3Ni2O7−δ, Phys. Rev. X 14, 011040 (2024).

[5] H. Sakakibara, M. Ochi, H. Nagata, Y. Ueki, H. Saku-
rai, R. Matsumoto, K. Terashima, K. Hirose, H. Ohta,
M. Kato, Y. Takano, and K. Kuroki, Theoretical analy-
sis on the possibility of superconductivity in the trilayer
Ruddlesden-Popper nickelate La4Ni3O10 under pressure
and its experimental examination: Comparison with
La3Ni2O7, Phys. Rev. B 109, 144511 (2024).

[6] G. Wang, N. Wang, Y. Yuxin Wang, L. Shi, X. Shen,
J. Hou, H. Ma, P. Yang, Z. Liu, H. Zhang, X. Dong,
J. Sun, B. Wang, K. Jiang, J. Hu, Y. Uwatoko,
and J. Cheng, Observation of high-temperature super-
conductivity in the high-pressure tetragonal phase of
La2PrNi2O7−δ, arXiv:2311.08212.

[7] Y. Zhou, J. Guo, S. Cai, H. Sun, P. Wang, J. Zhao,
J. Han, X. Chen, Q. Wu, Y. Ding, M. Wang, T. Xiang,
H.-K. Mao, and L. Sun, Evidence of filamentary super-
conductivity in pressurized La3Ni2O7−δ single crystals,
arXiv:2311.12361.

[8] Z. Luo, X. Hu, M. Wang, W. Wú, and D.-X. Yao, Bilayer
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Electronic correlations and superconducting instability in
la3ni2o7 under high pressure, Phys. Rev. B 108, L201121
(2023).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

A. Bond dimension m and length L dependence of pair correlation functions

To confirm the validity of our result at the bond dimension m = 10000 and the length L = 48 used in the main
text, we plot the pair correlation function Pµν

⊥ (r) with varying the values of m and L in Figs. S1 and S2, where

we compare the results at two sets of parameters for ĤJ : Jxx
∥ = 0.5, Jzz

⊥ = 0.5, and JH = 0 in the left panel, and

Jxx
∥ = 0.5, Jzz

⊥ = 0.5, and JH = 1 in the right panel. In Fig. S1, we show the m dependence of the pair correlation

functions at L = 48. In these parameter sets, no significant changes are observed in the local electron densities and
pair correlations at L = 48 when m ≥ 6000. In Fig. S2, we show the L dependence of Pµν

⊥ (r) at m = 10000. For
larger L, the pair correlations also exhibit a power-law decay, and the JH dependence shows a similar tendency to
that of L = 48.

1 10

r
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10−4

10−5

P
µ
µ
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)

J zz = 0.5,  JH = 0

µ= z

µ= x

m= 4000

m= 6000

m= 8000

m= 10000

1 10

r

J zz = 0.5,  JH = 1

µ= z

µ= x

m= 4000

m= 6000

m= 8000

m= 10000

FIG. S1. m dependence of P xx
⊥ (r) and P zz

⊥ (r) at JH = 0 (left panel) and JH = 1 (right panel), where Jzz
⊥ = 0.5 and L = 48.
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FIG. S2. L dependence of P xx
⊥ (r) and P zz

⊥ (r) at JH = 0 (left panel) and JH = 1 (right panel), where Jzz
⊥ = 0.5. Note that we

choose the reference site as jref = L/4 for each L.



9

B. Variability in the estimation of decay exponents Kµν

The quantitative estimation of the decay exponents Kµν can be influenced by fitting procedures such as the choice
of data points for fitting. In the insets of Fig. S3, we show the decay exponents Kµµ extracted by fitting all data points
at r ≥ 8. While there is little quantitative variance in Kµµ, a similar tendency to those in Fig. 3 in the main text is
obtained across different fitting procedures. Also, the values of Pµν

⊥ (r) depend on the choice of jref [56]. Therefore,
we also examine the dependence on Jzz

⊥ and JH using the averaged pair correlation function defined by

P̄µν
⊥ (r) =

1

6

5∑
s=0

〈
∆†

j0+s,µν∆j0+s+r,µν

〉
(1)

with j0 = (L − r + 1)/2 if r is odd and j0 = (L − r + 2)/2 if r is even. In Fig. S4, we plot P̄µµ
⊥ (r) for the µ = x

and z orbitals. The averaged P̄µµ
⊥ (r) and its decay exponent Kµµ show the consistent tendencies with the single-jref

pair correlation function Pµµ
⊥ (r) shown in Fig. 3 in the main text, where Jzz

⊥ and JH promote a slow decay of the
pair correlation. In Fig. S5, we compare the single-jref correlation function P xz

⊥ (r) and averaged correlation function
P̄ xz
⊥ (r) for the interorbital (x-z) pairs. Both P xz

⊥ (r) and P̄ xz
⊥ (r) show qualitatively consistent dependencies on Jzz

⊥
and JH. In both correlation functions, the decay exponent Kxz reaches the smallest value at Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 and JH = 1.
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FIG. S3. Pair correlation functions Pµµ
⊥ (r) for various values of Hund’s coupling JH. (a) P xx

⊥ (r) at Jzz
⊥ = 0.25 (upper panel)

and Jzz
⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). (b) P zz

⊥ (r) at Jzz
⊥ = 0.25 (upper panel) and Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). The insets show the decay
exponents of Pµµ

⊥ (r), where the exponent Kµµ is extracted by fitting all data points at r ≥ 8.
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⊥ (r) for various values of Hund’s coupling JH. (a) P̄ xx

⊥ (r) at Jzz
⊥ = 0.25

(upper panel) and Jzz
⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). (b) P̄ zz

⊥ (r) at Jzz
⊥ = 0.25 (upper panel) and Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). The insets
show the decay exponents of P̄µµ

⊥ (r), where the exponent Kµµ is extracted by fitting all data points at r ≥ 8.
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FIG. S5. (a) Interorbital pair correlation functions P xz
⊥ (r) for various values of Hund’s coupling JH at Jzz

⊥ = 0.25 (upper
panel) and Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). The insets show the decay exponents of P xz
⊥ (r), where the exponent Kxz is extracted by

fitting the crests of the data points at r ≥ 6. (b) Averaged interorbital pair correlation functions P̄ xz
⊥ (r) for various values

of JH at Jzz
⊥ = 0.25 (upper panel) and Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 (lower panel). The insets show the decay exponents of P̄ xz
⊥ (r), where the

exponent Kxz is extracted by fitting all data points at r ≥ 10. Note that P xz
⊥ (r) and P̄ xz

⊥ (r) have negative values at r = 2 for
each parameters.
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C. Effects of tzz⊥ and ∆E

In contrast to the magnetic coupling Jzz
⊥ , the interchain hopping tzz⊥ in the t-J model potentially suppresses the

superconducting tendency because the move of carriers across rungs possibly disturbs the development of the pair
correlations along the chain direction [63]. In Fig. S6, we plot the pair correlation function for various values of tzz⊥ .
Although the magnitude of P zz

⊥ (r) is reduced, a power-law decay is maintained and the decay exponent Kzz is still
less than 2 at tzz⊥ = 1. On the other hand, since the parameter of the x orbital is not modified, the change of tzz⊥ does
not suppress P xx

⊥ (r) drastically. The magnitude of P zx
⊥ (r) is slightly suppressed by tzz⊥ , but the decay tendency is not

so modified. When the interchain hopping is up to tzz⊥ = 1.2, the pair correlations are strongly reduced by the effect
of tzz⊥ . However, tuning the energy level difference ∆E to adjust the electron filling comparable to that at tzz⊥ = 0.7
[see Fig. S7(c)], the decaying behaviors of the pair correlations are recovered.
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FIG. S6. Pair correlation functions (a) P xx
⊥ (r), (b) P zz

⊥ (r), and (c) P xz
⊥ (r) for various values of the interchain hopping tzz⊥

(where Jzz
⊥ = 0.5 and JH = 1). Note that P xz

⊥ (r) has a negative value at r = 2 for each tzz⊥ .
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FIG. S7. Pair correlation functions (a) P xx
⊥ (r) and (b) P zz

⊥ for various values of the interchain hopping tzz⊥ and the energy
level difference ∆E (where Jzz

⊥ = 0.5 and JH = 1). (c) Electron filling of the z orbital n̄z = 1/(2L)
∑

j,l⟨n̂j,l,z⟩. The z orbital
is exactly half-filled when n̄z = 1.



12

D. Other correlation functions

We have shown that a quasi-long-range interchain pairing correlation develops in the two-orbital t-J ladder model.
However, the system is expected to actually become superconducting when the pair correlation dominates over other
correlations. To understand the details of ground-state properties in the two-orbital t-J ladder, we examine various
intrachain correlation functions: charge correlation function

Nµ(r) =
1

2

∑
l

⟨n̂j,l,µn̂j+r,l,µ⟩ − ⟨n̂j,l,µ⟩⟨n̂j+r,l,µ⟩, (2)

spin correlation function

Fµ(r) =
1

2

∑
l

〈
Ŝj,l,µ · Ŝj+r,l,µ

〉
, (3)

and single-particle Green’s function

Gµ(r) =
1

2

∑
l,σ

〈
ˆ̃c†j,l,µ,σ

ˆ̃cj+r,l,µ,σ

〉
. (4)

In Fig. S8, we show these correlations at Jxx
∥ = 0.5, Jzz

⊥ = 0.5, and JH = 1, where L = 80 and we set j = jref = L/4

as the reference site. As shown in Figs. S8(b) and S8(c), both spin correlations and single-particle Green’s functions
exhibit exponential decays for both x and z orbitals, which suggest the presence of gaps in spin and single-particle
excitations [64]. Similar decaying behaviors of the correlation functions are also observed in the single-orbital t-J
ladder model [64]. On the other hand, in Fig. S8(a), we find that the charge correlations exhibit a power-law decay.
The decay rates of the charge correlations for both orbitals are similar at long distances. The local electron density
nµ(j) does not show a substantial charge-density-wave (CDW) like character around the center of the ladder as shown
in Fig. 2 in the main text, and the decays of the charge correlations are faster than those of the interchain pair
correlations Pµµ

⊥ (r). Hence, we may not expect a CDW in the parameter set used in Fig. S8.
We also examine the intrachain pair correlation

Pµν
∥ (r) =

1

2

∑
l

〈
∆̂†

∥ j,l,µν∆̂∥ j+r,l,µν

〉
, (5)

where

∆̂∥ j,l,µν =
1√
2

(
ˆ̃cj,l,µ,↑ˆ̃cj+1,l,ν,↓ − ˆ̃cj,l,µ,↓ˆ̃cj+1,l,ν,↑

)
(6)

is the intrachain spin-singlet pair annihilation operator. As shown in Fig. S9, the intrachain pair correlations for
both orbitals exhibit power-law decays whose decay rates at long distances are comparable to interchain ones. This
may result from the hybridized entity obtaining a quasi-long-range correlation. Nevertheless, the absolute values of
Pµν
∥ (r) are smaller than those of Pµν

⊥ (r), which implies the intrachain pairs are minor contributors to the pairing in

the hybridized entity.
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FIG. S8. (a) Charge correlation functions Nµ(r), (b) spin correlation functions Fµ(r), and (c) single-particle Green’s functions
Gµ(r) at J

zz
⊥ = 0.5 and JH = 1 with the system length L = 80.
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