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Real-space d-wave superconductivity from weak attraction
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It is shown that even a weak out-of-plane attraction, V → 0, can form real-space pairs in the
body-centered tetragonal lattice despite the presence of a Hubbard repulsion and a fully developed
three-dimensional kinetic energy. In the hole channel, the pairs have d orbital symmetry which,
following Bolgoliubov’s argument, translates into a d-symmetric macroscopic superconducting order
parameter. The findings help to understand key features of La2−xSrxCuO4 and further support the
real-space mechanism of superconductivity in cuprates. The rules of real-space superconductivity
are formulated at the end.

Introduction. In BCS superconductivity [1, 2], Cooper
pairs can form because the Fermi sea reduces kinetic en-
ergy [3] while slow ions effectively reduce Coulomb repul-
sion [4–6]. In BEC superconductivity [7–16], real-space
pairs can form if a non-retarded attraction V overcomes
repulsion U and kinetic energyK. Pair formation thresh-
old, Vcr, is of the order of several hopping integrals t for
a broad range of lattice geometries [17]. Vcr remains fi-
nite even in the absence of repulsion as long as K is
three-dimensional. In hole-doped cuprates near half fill-
ing, t ≈ 0.1 eV [18], which means a Vcr of several tenths
of eV is needed to form pairs. This may be challeng-
ing to achieve with phonon [16], Jahn-Teller [19–21], or
spin wave [22] mediation. One approach to lower Vcr is to
spread attraction over several unit cells trading the depth
of an attractive potential for its width [23]. In this paper,
we describe a realistic 3D system where an infinitesimal

out-of-plane attraction V ≪ t produces real-space pairs
despite the presence of a Hubbard repulsion and fully
developed 3D kinetic energy. In the hole channel of the
body-centered tetragonal (BCT) lattice, qz-independent
dispersion near qx, qy = ±π renders hole movement near
the band edges effectively two-dimensional. A nonlocal
V neutralizes Hubbard repulsion U . As a result, pairs
are formed with zero threshold, Vcr → 0, even for finite
U and interlayer hopping t⊥. The BCT lattice serves as
a prototype structure of La2−xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) where
each BCT site represents one CuO6 octahedron. Thus
formed real-space hole pairs have d orbital symmetry,
which naturally leads to macroscopic d-wave supercon-
ductivity.
Bolgoliubov’s argument. We begin by outlining the re-

lation between macroscopic order parameter ∆ and real-
space pair wave function ψ derived by Bogoliubov [13].
The four-point equal-time correlation function

F (r1, r2; r
′
1, r

′
2) = 〈c†r1c

†
r2
cr′

2
cr′

1
〉

=
∑

ν

NνΨ
∗
ν(r1, r2)Ψν(r

′
1, r

′
2) , (1)

can be expanded in a complete set of normalized solu-
tions of a two-body Schrödinger equation Ψν . Quantum
number ν includes pair’s total momentum and a discrete
index of relative motion of the two particles forming the

pair. In Eq. (1), c are fermion operators, and 〈. . .〉 is
understood as quasi-averaging, i.e., quantum-statistical
averaging is performed with a fixed phase angle of the su-
perconducting condensate and averaging over the phase
angle is not performed. If N is the total number of parti-
cles then N(N − 1) is the total number of pairs. By set-
ting r′1 = r1, r

′
2 = r2 and integrating over r1,2, it follows

from Eq. (1) that 〈N(N − 1)〉 =
∑

ν Nν [13]. Thus, coef-
ficient Nν is the average number of pairs in a state with
wave function Ψν . To describe superconducting state,
one assumes a condensate of pairs in the ground state,
i.e., N0 is macroscopically large.

Next, the four coordinates in Eq. (1) are combined
in two groups, {r1, r2} and {r′1, r

′
2}, and are infinitely

separated. The four-point correlation function splits into
a product of two-point correlation functions:

〈c†r1c
†
r2
cr′

2
cr′

1
〉 = 〈c†r1c

†
r2
〉〈cr′

2
cr′

1
〉 ≡ ∆∗(r1, r2)∆(r′1, r

′
2) .
(2)

Because of quasi-averaging, ∆ 6= 0. The right-hand side
of Eq. (1) receives contributions from unpaired Ψν as well
as from paired Ψν not in the condensate. Bogoliubov
showed that in the dilute limit, the main contribution
comes from the condensate pair state with a relative wave
function ψ0(r1 − r2). The final result is

∆(r1, r2) =
√

N0 ψ0(r1 − r2) . (3)

This formula has an important practical implication: or-
bital symmetry of the superconducting order parameter is

the same as that of the pair wave function. The latter can
be deduced from a two-body lattice Schrödinger equation
which is exactly solvable [17]. Later in the paper, this is
done for the body-centered tetragonal lattice.

BCT lattice as a prototype model structure for LSCO.

We approach cuprate superconductivity as an anisotropic
but three-dimensional phenomenon. Superconductivity
is a phase-coherent Bose condensation of anisotropic real-
space pairs formed above Tc. This viewpoint is supported
by the phenomenology of anisotropic Bose gas applied to
cuprates [15, 16, 24–30], as well as by measurements of
magnetic fluctuations [31] and of the inter-plane coher-
ence length [32]. Real-space pairs above Tc have been

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.07255v1
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FIG. 1. (a) CuO6 octahedra in a BCT arrangement. (b) An
effective one-orbital BCT lattice. The middle layer is shown
in blue for visual purposes.

observed in cuprates [33] and in iron-based superconduc-
tors [34, 35].

Theoretical description of cuprate superconductivity
should thus be based on three-dimensional models. We
focus on the well-studied compound La2−xSrxCuO4. Its
main structural elements are CuO6 octahedra arranged
in a BCT lattice, see Fig. 1(a). (The weak orthorhom-
bic distortion that occurs at low temperatures is disre-
garded here.) In a commonly held view, the most im-
portant orbitals are dx2−y2 of copper ions and px, py of
in-plane oxygen ions [36]. We expand this set by includ-
ing pz orbitals of apical oxygen ions [37, 38] that facil-
itate hole hopping between layers, t⊥. We also assume
that a multi-orbital model can be downfolded to an effec-
tive one-orbital model using one of the several available
reduction schemes [39–42]. An essential feature of such
reductions is checkerboard arrangement of orbital phases
in the ground state of the effective model, which is a con-
sequence of the odd symmetry of px, py oxygen obritals.
It results in overall dx2−y2 symmetry of in-plane holes. In
order to preserve this feature in the effective model built
of s orbitals, in-plane nearest-neighbor hopping must be
positive, t > 0. (We leave aside the powerful idea that in-
plane hopping can be doping-dependent which may help
explain the superconducting dome [17, 18].) In physical
units, t ≈ 0.1 eV [18]. One should add that both t and
t⊥ can be affected by electron-phonon interaction and
formation of polarons [43–45].

Inter-hole interaction is discussed next. First, there is
a Hubbard repulsion U ≈ 5 − 6 eV between two holes
occupying the same site [46, 47]. Second, quantum-
chemical calculations predict a negative excess energy
between two static holes, one on an in-plane oxygen and
another on an apical oxygen, of about 0.12 eV [48, 49].
This is interpreted as an out-of-plane attractive poten-
tial V ≈ (1 − 2) t. The involvement of apical oxygens
in hole pairing is strongly supported by terahertz excita-
tion experiments [50, 51]. A similar-scale near-neighbor
attractive potential, V ≈ 1.0 t, was inferred from spec-
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FIG. 2. Origin of d symmetry in Eq. (4). Shown are two BCT
layers in top view. The layer of open circles is shifted out-of-
plane (in the z direction) from the layer of filled circles. The
hole marked with a down orange arrow is a source of attractive
interaction for its pair partner. The latter is confined to the
four sites connected by thick blue lines. If t > 0, the ground
state wave function alternates sign as shown by the pluses
and minuses.

troscopic analysis of 1D cuprates [52, 53]. In our model,
both in-plane and apical oxygens belong to the same ef-
fective BCT site. To preserve out-of-plane nature of V ,
we include attraction between two adjacent BCT layers.
We have arrived at the following effective model, see

Fig. 1(b):

H = t
∑

mbσ

c†mσcm+b,σ + t⊥
∑

mb′σ

c†mσcm+b′,σ

+
U

2

∑

m

n̂m(n̂m − 1)−
V

2

∑

mb′

n̂mn̂m+b′ . (4)

Here, m numbers BCT lattice sites, σ is spin projection,
and n̂m =

∑

σ c
†
mσcmσ is the density operator. b and b′

are in-plane and out-of-plane nearest-neighbor vectors,
respectively. t and t⊥ are in-plane and out-of-plane hop-
ping amplitudes. In this paper, we focus on the hole sec-
tor, t > 0. We propose Eq. (4) as an effective model for
underdoped LSCO. The model is consistent with a small
Fermi surface on the x side of x vs. 1 + x reconstruction
[54], and with the positive Hall sign near half-filling [55].
The model, Eq. (4), possesses several unique properties
discussed below.
d-symmetry of the order parameter is a hallmark of

cuprate superconductivity [56] and is one reason the lat-
ter is called “unconventional”. The experimental situa-
tion, however, remains unclear [57]. Sometimes, d-sym-
metry is argued to support purely repulsive mechanisms
because the node at r1 = r2 minimizes Hubbard energy.
However, the same argument applies to an extended s
wave function that has an even lower energy since it lacks
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nodes along the angular coordinate. Such reasoning in its
simple form is unable to support Hubbard-based mech-
anisms. Another way to obtain d-symmetry within ef-
fective models is by introducing a second-neighbor, hole-
like (positive) hopping in addition to the first-neighbor,
electron-like (negative) hopping [58, 59]. d-wave super-
conductivity within the more conventional Eliashberg
theory with only electron-phonon interaction has also
been reported [60–62].
Equation (4) explains the d-symmetry with only nea-

rest-neighbor in-plane hole hopping. The physics is illus-
trated in Fig. 2. Consider relative motion of two holes
in the strong coupling limit, V ≫ t, t⊥. One pair mem-
ber resides in an upper BCT layer and is a source of
attraction for the second member. The latter is confined
within four sites of the lower BCT layer. The problem
is isomorphic to a particle on a four-site ring with t > 0.
The ground state has energy −V − 2t and a wave func-
tion that alternates signs as one goes along the ring. It
implies a d-symmetric pair wave function. This qual-
itative argument is supported by exact solution of the
two-body problem [63], and remains valid in the weak-
coupling limit, V → 0. Then, by Bogoliubov’s reasoning,
a d-symmetric hole pair implies a d-symmetric order pa-
rameter. The effective BCT model, Eq. (4), explains d-
wave superconductivity quite naturally. Physical origin
of the d-symmetry can be traced back to the positivity
of t and, eventually, to the dx2−y2 and px, py orbitals of
the underlying copper-oxygen plane.
Zero binding threshold. One-particle dispersion of

Eq. (4) reads:

εq = 2t (cos qx + cos qy) + 8t⊥ cos
qx
2

cos
qy
2
cos

qz
2
, (5)

where we have set BCT lattice parameters, a = c = 1.
When t > 0 and |t⊥| <

1
2
t, minimum energy (ε0 = −4t)

occurs at qx, qy = ±π and all qz. Band minimum is not
a single point but an entire line. In the ground state,
z-axis band mass is infinite, and the hole is confined to
(xy) plane. Hole motion is effectively two-dimensional,
and density of states is constant near the band bottom.
This is the physical origin of the zero binding threshold.
The two-fermion sector of Eq. (4) is exactly solvable by

methods developed in Ref. [17]. Full analysis will be pub-
lished elsewhere but key pointers are given in Ref. [63].
Main findings are summarized here. We assume a posi-
tive Hubbard potential, U > 0, and limit consideration
to Γ point of the pair Brillouin zone, i.e., zero total pair
momentum. (i) At V ≫ t, t⊥, there are eight bound pair
states. In the spin-singlet sector, they are: extended s,
degenerate doublet (dxz, dyz), and a separate dxy. In the
spin-triplet sector, they are: degenerate doublet (px, py)
and two separate states: pz and f . Only the extended
s depends on U while the rest are U independent. (ii)
The eight states combine into three groups with close
energies, depending on the number of sign changes un-
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FIG. 3. Pair energies E2 vs. out-of-plane attraction V in the
BCT model, Eq. (4), for U = 30 t and t⊥ = −0.3 t. The dis-
persion equations that defineE2(V ) are listed in Ref. [63]. No-
tice how the eight states form three groups with close energies.
E11 = −8t is the lowest energy of two unpaired holes. Pair
formation thresholds for these U and t⊥ are: Vpx,py = 6.066t,
Vdxz,dyz = 6.211t, Vs = 10.350t, Vpz = 10.786t. dxy and f
pair states have zero formation thresholds. Inset: energy of
the lowest pair state, dxy, at small V .

der z rotations: the low-energy group (dxy, f), the mid-
energy group (px, py, dxz, dyz), and the high-energy group
(s, pz). (iii) The top two groups have finite thresholds
that depend on the ratio t⊥/t. As V decreases, the top six
states disappear into the free-particle continuum. Typi-
cal pair energies are shown in Fig. 3. (iv) Both low-energy
states have dxy symmetry under z rotations. Addition-
ally, f state is odd under (xy) plane reflections while dxy
is even. Out of the two states, dxy has a slightly lower
energy defined by equation

1 =
V

2

π
∫

−π

π
∫

−π

2π
∫

−2π

d3q

(2π)3
(1 − cos qx)(1 − cos qy)(1 + cos qz)

|Edxy
|+ 2εq

.

(6)
When Edxy

→ −4t− 0, the integral diverges logarithmi-
cally near qx, qy = ±π, signaling a zero V threshold.
This property is very unusual. Usually, three-dimen-

sional systems require finite attraction to form a bound
state. The BCT lattice may be predisposed to low bind-
ing thresholds and to real-space superconductivity in gen-
eral. This finding may contain hints for better under-
standing of superconductivity in LSCO. The model is
also self-consistent. Using the Zhang and Catlow value of
V = 0.12 eV [48, 49] and assuming, for example, t = 600
K, one obtains from Fig. 3 a binding energy of 210 K,
which is the right order of magnitude for the pseudogap
in underdoped LSCO [54, 56].
Pair properties and close-packed Tc. Real-space su-

perconductivity is a Bose-Einstein condensation of pre-
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formed pairs [9–11, 14, 15]. The anisotropic BEC tem-
perature is

kBTBEC =
3.3 ~2 n

2/3
p

(m∗
xm

∗
ym

∗
z)

1/3
. (7)

Continuous-space approximation is unnecessary [64] but
it nicely illustrates the qualitative point to be discussed
here. According to Eq. (7), TBEC increases with pair
density until pairs begin to overlap. TBEC reaches maxi-
mum at close-packing, i.e. when pair density np equals
inverse pair volume Ωp [17, 64–67]:

kBT
∗
BEC =

3.3 ~2

(m∗
xm

∗
ym

∗
z)

1/3 Ω
2/3
p

. (8)

To maximize T ∗
BEC, light and compact pairs are needed.

In some models, including the attractive Hubbard model,
there is a contradiction: compact pairs (small Ωp) re-
quire large V ’s whereas low m∗ require small V ’s. Re-
markably, it is not the case in the BCT lattice. Let us
look at the constituents of Eq. (8) as a function of V .
The pair volume diverges at weak coupling but monotoni-
cally decreases with V and approaches unit cell volume as
V → ∞. The in-plane mass m∗

x,y is weakly V -dependent
because of the light pairs mechanism: the pair can move
in the first order in t while never breaking the attractive
bond [17, 67–72]. Even in the strong-attraction limit,
the mass is limited to m∗

xy < 4m0 [17]. The out-of-plane
mass, m∗

z, shows the most interesting behavior. At weak
coupling, the pair wave function is composed of partial
waves close to the band minimum qx, qy = ±π. Accord-
ing to Eq. (5), for these qx,y the dispersion is flat in the
z-direction. It implies that m∗

z is infinite at V → 0. As
V increases, the pair wave function becomes more com-
pact in real space and spread out in momentum space.
Since partial waves away from the band minimum are
z-dispersive, the pair becomes increasingly mobile in the
out-of-plane direction. This is similar to how a bound
pair can become mobile in a flat-band system [73]. Two
factors out of four in the denominator of Eq. (8) (Ωp and
m∗

z) decrease with V while the other two (m∗
x,y) stay ap-

proximately constant. As a result, T ∗
BEC monotonically

grows with V . Representative curves are shown in Fig. 4.
Thus, the maximal attainable Tc in a given system

increases with V because pairs become increasingly com-
pact, hence allowing for larger packing densities, while
remaining relatively mobile. The above mechanism of
boosting Tc works until V becomes large enough to cause
phase separation [17, 74]. This suggests that the highest

critical temperatures are observed near charge-ordering

instabilities. This observation helps to understand pro-
liferation of charge density waves, stripes and nematic
phases experimentally detected in cuprates [77–81].
Rules of real-space superconductivity. Based on the

above considerations, three rules of real-space supercon-

FIG. 4. Close-packed T ∗

BEC, Eq. (8), in the hole-type BCT
UV model (t > 0) as a function of V and t⊥. U = 30 t.
The ground state has dxy orbital symmetry. The shaded area
schematically indicates the region of clustering and phase sep-
aration. Note that T ∗

BEC systematically increases with V until
phase separation takes place [74]. The highest T ∗

BEC occurs
near clustering and other charge instabilities.

ductivity are now formulated. (i) A material must pos-
sess at least one nonzero attractive V that can be or-
bital specific [75]. (ii) V must not exceed the phase
separation threshold. (iii) The highest critical tempera-
ture is achieved for those V , U , and kinetic energy terms
that maximize T ∗

BEC given by Eq. (8). Tc differences be-
tween materials of similar crystal structures, for example
La2−xSrxCuO4 and HgBa2CuO4+δ, should be explain-
able by differences in attractive potential V . One should
expect a correlation of this rule with other Tc predictors
[76]. In general, larger V ’s result in higher T ∗

BEC, which
suggests a route to room-temperature superconductivity.
Summary. The main goal of this work has been to

show that a d-symmetric order parameter is naturally ex-
plainable by real-space superconductivity. All it takes is
an out-of-plane attraction and hole-like in-plane hopping,
both of which are present in LSCO [48, 49]. Addition-
ally, it is found that the body-centered tetragonal lattice
(BCT), the underlying crystal structure of LSCO, is par-
ticularly conducive to real-space pairing due to specifics
of its hole dispersion. The findings further support the
real-space mechanism of superconductivity in cuprates.
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Eliasen, J.-C. Grivel, Y. Sassa, N.B. Christensen, P. Stef-
fens, M. Boehm, A. Piovano, K. Lefmann, and Astrid T.
Rømer, Gradual emergence of superconductivity in un-
derdoped La2−xSrxCuO4, Physical Review B 107, 174514
(2023).

[32] I. Mangel and A. Keren, The ground-state inter-plane
superconducting coherence length of La1.875Sr0.125CuO4

measured by a “xiometer”, arXiv:2308.06757.
[33] Panpan Zhou, Liyang Chen, Yue Liu, Ilya Sochnikov,

Anthony T. Bollinger, Myung-Geun Han, Yimei Zhu, Xi
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR:

REAL-SPACE d-WAVE SUPERCONDUCTIVITY FROM WEAK ATTRACTION

Here we provide sufficient information to derive the basic properties of Eq. (4) and Fig. 3 of the main text. A
complete analysis of the body-centered-tetragonal (BCT) UV model, Eq. (4), including its electron sector, will be
published elsewhere. Here, we limit consideration to Γ-point of the pair Brillouin zone, i.e., zero total pair momentum,
P = 0. The solution follows the methodology developed in Ref. [1].

Spin singlets

In accordance with the general methodology [1], we introduce four out-of-plane nearest neighbor vectors:

b′
1 =

1

2
(x+ y + z) ; b′

2 =
1

2
(x− y + z) ; b′

3 =
1

2
(−x+ y + z) ; b′

4 =
1

2
(−x− y + z) . (9)

The singlet pair energy E2 is defined from the consistency condition of the following system of 5 linear equations:

Φ+
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00Φ
+
0 + VM+
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Here:

M+
00 = M000 , (15)
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where

Mnml ≡

π
∫

−π

π
∫

−π

π
∫

−π

dqxdqydqz
(2π)3

cosnqx cosmqy cos lqz
|E2|+ 4t(cos qx + cos qy) + 16t⊥ cos qx

2
cos

qy
2
cos qz

. (22)

Additionally, M100 =M010 and M102 =M012. Introducing a new basis:

Φ0 = Φ+
0 (23)
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1

2
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the system, Eqs. (10)-(14), is diagonalized into the following blocks.
Extended s:

Φ0 = −UM000Φ0 + 4VM 1

2

1

2
1Φs (28)

Φs = −2UM 1

2

1

2
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Twice-degenerate doublet (dxz, dyz):
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. (31)

A separate dxy state:

Φdxy
= V (M000 +M112 − 2M100 − 2M102 +M110 +M002)Φdxy

. (32)

The above equations define pair energies E2 vs. U, V, t, t⊥ for their respective symmetries. An example E2(V ) is
plotted in Fig. 3 of the main text.

Spin triplets

The general spin-triplet pair solution is described by the linear system of four equations:
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Here

M−
b′

1
b′
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2
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4
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4
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Additionally, M100 =M010 and M102 =M012. Introducing a new basis:

Φpx
=

1

2

(
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1

+Φ−
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2
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3
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4

)
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=

1
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4
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2

(
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1
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2

− Φ−
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3

+Φ−
b′

4

)

, (44)

the system, Eqs. (33)-(36), is diagonalized into the following blocks.
Twice-degenerate doublet (px, py):

Φpx
= V (M000 −M112 −M110 +M002)Φpx

(45)

Φpy
= V (M000 −M112 −M110 +M002)Φpy

. (46)

A separate pz state:

Φpz
= V (M000 −M112 + 2M100 − 2M102 +M110 −M002)Φpz

. (47)

A separate f state:

Φf = V (M000 −M112 − 2M100 + 2M102 +M110 −M002)Φf . (48)

The above equations define triplet pair energies E2 vs. U, V, t, t⊥ for their respective symmetries. An example E2(V )
is plotted in Fig. 3 of the main text.

Pair radius

In this section, an efficient method of calculating pair radius is described. Consideration is limited to spin singlets
at P = 0. The effective radius is defined as

(r∗α)
2 ≡ 〈m2

α〉 =

∑

mm2
αΨ

+∗(m,0)Ψ+(m,0)
∑

mΨ+∗(m,0)Ψ+(m,0)
≡
Jα
J0

. (49)

Here, Ψ+ is the real-space wave function [1]

Ψ+(m,0) =
1

2N

∑

k

(

eikm + e−ikm
)

φ+k,−k . (50)

The momentum-space wave function is expressible via Φ+
b [1]

φ+k1,k2
=

U

E − εk1
− εk1

Φ+
0 (k1 + k2) +

∑

b′

Vb′

e−k1b
′

+ e−k2b
′

E − εk1
− εk1

Φ+
b′(k1 + k2) . (51)

In our problem, Vb′ = −V for all four b′ defined in Eq. (9). Substitution of Eq. (50) into the denominator of Eq. (49)
yields

J0 =
1

N

∑

k

φ+∗
k,−k φ

+
k,−k =

1

N

∑

k

|φ+k,−k|
2 . (52)
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In the numerator of Eq. (49), mα can be represented as a derivative of e±ikm. After transformations, and utilizing
φ+k1k2

= φ+k2k1
, one obtains

Jα =
1

N2

∑

m

(

∑

k

φ+k,−k

∂

∂kα
eikm

)(

∑

k′

φ+∗
k′,−k′

∂

∂k′α
e−ik′m

)

. (53)

One can apply the Green’s theorem for periodic functions to both sums over k [2]. Integration by parts leads to

Jα =
1

N

∑

k

∂

∂kα

(

φ+k,−k

) ∂

∂kα

(

φ+∗
k,−k

)

. (54)

Utilizing Eq. (51) for k1 + k2 = P = 0, one obtains

∂

∂kα

(

φ+k,−k

)

=

[

2U

(E − 2εk)2
∂εk
∂kα

]

Φ+
0 (0) +

∑

b′

Vb′

[

−
2bα sin (kb′)

E − 2εk
+

4 cos (kb′)

(E − 2εk)2
∂εk
∂kα

]

Φ+
b′(0). (55)

The second factor in Eq. (54) is a complex conjugate of Eq. (55). All together, Eqs. (49), (51), (52), (54) and (55)
provide a general recipe of calculating pair radius. Once pair energy E and eigenvector {Φ+

0 ,Φ
+
b } are known from the

main linear system, rα only requires calculation of two momentum integrals.
In some situations, the general procedure simplifies significantly. As an example, consider dxy pair state which

energy is defined by Eq. (32). Inverting the basis transformation, Eqs. (24)-(27), one obtains

Φ+
0 = 0 ; Φ+

b′

1

= −Φ+
b′

2

= −Φ+
b′

3

= Φ+
b′

4

=
1

2
Φdxy

. (56)

The momentum-space wave function now follows from Eq. (51):

φ+k,−k;dxy
= −|V |

2

E − 2εk
[cos (kb′

1)− cos (kb′
2)− cos (kb′

3) + cos (kb′
4)]

1

2
Φdxy

= 4|V |Φdxy

sin kxa
2

sin
kya
2

sin kzc
2

E − 2εk
. (57)

The constant factor (4|V |Φdxy
) drops out of the ratio of two integrals and can be disregarded. Thus, only pair energy

E2 is needed for radius calculation in this case. Utilizing this expression for φ+k,−k, the derivatives needed in Eq. (54)
can be explicitly derived. Then everything is substituted in Eqs. (52) and (54) for numerical integration.
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