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Motivated by the recently discovered bilayer nickelate superconductor, the pressurized La3Ni2O7,
we present a renormalized mean-field theory of a bilayer single-band t-J model, highlighting the in-
terplay between magnetism and superconductivity. We analyze the pairing symmetry and magnetic
properties of the system, predicting two distinct states in which magnetism and superconductivity
coexist. As hole doping increases, the magnetic order is rapidly suppressed. The inter-layer hopping
t⊥ and coupling J⊥ promote a transition from intra-layer d-wave pairing to s-wave pairing, which is
accompanied by a shift from antiferromagnetic (AFM) order to a double spin stripe configuration.
The latter has been extensively observed in ambient and high-pressure experiments. Our study
offers theoretical insights into the coexistence of spin density waves and superconductivity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of unconventional superconductivity in
the Ruddlesden-Popper (RP) series of nickel-based ox-
ides, denoted as Rn+1NinO3n+1 where R represents a
rare earth element and N indicates the number of con-
secutive layers, has attracted significant attention. Su-
perconductivity has been observed at approximately 80
K in La3Ni2O7[1–4] and around 30 K in La4Ni3O10[5–9]
under high pressure. However, the mechanisms underly-
ing superconductivity in these materials remain a subject
of ongoing investigations. Additionally, the La3Ni2O7

may exhibit a more complex ordered phase because of
the alternating hole distribution between Ni2+ and Ni3+,
which may lead to a charge density wave (CDW) and spin
density wave (SDW).

Due to their similarities with cuprates, the inter-
play between superconductivity and magnetism is a cru-
cial issue in the study of unconventional superconduc-
tors, particularly nickelates. Recent experiments pro-
vide a density-wave-like transition in La3Ni2O7−δ at am-
bient pressure[4, 10–18]. The density wave is highly
suppressed with increasing pressure, suggesting a com-
petition with superconductivity. The resonant inelas-
tic X-ray scattering (RIXS)[10], nuclear magnetic res-
onance (NMR)[11, 12], resonant soft X-ray scattering
(RSXS)[13] and µsR[14, 15] measurements suggest a
SDW transition around TSDW ≈ 150K, with a vec-
tor of (0.5π, 0.5π). The magnetic ordering tempera-
ture increases by the pressure and approaches 155K at
2.31GPa[15]. The ultrafast optical pump-probe spec-
troscopy measurements provide a density-wave-like order
at high pressure[18]. They proposed that the SDW ob-
served at ambient pressure is gradually suppressed up to
13.3 GPa and completely vanishes around 26 GPa. Be-
sides that, a distinct density-wave-like order emerges at
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pressures exceeding 29.4 GPa, with a transition temper-
ature of approximately 135 K, likely associated with the
predicted CDW order.

There are many theoretical works for the bilayer nick-
elate La3Ni2O7[7, 19–41]. Most researchers believe that
superconductivity primarily arises from the two eg or-
bitals (dx2−y2 and d3z2−r2). The dx2−y2 orbital is nearly
quarter-filled, while the d3z2−r2 orbital is close to half-
filled. The d3z2−r2 orbitals are strongly coupled via
inter-layer superexchange interactions mediated by the
O-2pz orbital. Furthermore, these two 3d orbitals in-
teract through onsite Hund’s coupling, which transfers
the strong inter-layer antiferromagnetic (AFM) coupling
from the d3z2−r2 orbital to the dx2−y2 orbital[30, 37, 42].
Based on these facts, various multi-band and single-band
models have been developed, predicting s±-wave and d-
wave pairing states. Apart from superconductivity, ex-
perimental investigations of density waves have revealed
various spin- and charge-ordered states, which is also con-
firmed by several theoretical studies [41, 43–48]. Some
investigations argue that these states compete with su-
perconductivity, suggesting that magnetic fluctuations
could provide essential understanding for the pairing
mechanisms behind high-temperature superconductivity
in nickelates.

The linear spin density wave theory of a Heisenberg
model with the third-nearest-neighbor AFM exchange
coupling suggests several magnetic structures[10, 11],
where the effective inter-layer magnetic superexchange
interaction is more substantial than the intra-layer mag-
netic interactions. The most likely spin configuration
among the various magnetic structures, named the ”dou-
ble spin stripe,” is characterized by the ferromagnetic
alignment of Ni atom spins in the x-y direction and
the alternating antiferromagnetic alignment in the x+y
direction. This stripe phase has been corroborated
by other explorations employing various methods[13,
46, 47]. Furthermore, certain studies assert the exis-
tence of spin stripes in the absence of significant charge
disproportionation[13]. However, this stripe phase was
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identified in the normal state of La3Ni2O7, and the in-
terplay between the SDW and superconductivity remains
unexplored.

We investigate a bilayer single-band t-J model
for La3Ni2O7 using renormalization mean-field theory
(RMFT) to identify potential density wave orders and
superconductivity. In the mean-field framework, we in-
troduce four variational order parameters: the hole den-
sity δli, the local spin moment representing antiferromag-
netic correlations, the pair field ∆ijσ indicating local elec-
tron pairing, and the bond order corresponding to the
kinetic hopping term, where i denotes a site position and
⟨ij⟩ represents the nearest-neighbor bond. An iterative
method is employed to solve the mean-field Hamiltonian
HMF for all parameters, requiring potentially over 1000
iterations. Convergence is achieved for each order param-
eter when its value changes by less than 10−3 between
successive iterations. All calculations are performed on
an 8× 8 square lattice, with specific patterns of δli used
as initial values to obtain various charge orders. In con-
trast, bond orders are assumed to be uniform initially. At
low doping, we identify a double spin stripe state char-
acterized by the wave vector Q = (π/2, π/2) and demon-
strate that the inter-layer pairing of dx2−y2 orbitals pre-
dominates and coexists with the SDW. Furthermore, the
intra-layer pairing competes with the inter-layer pairing,
which increases inter-layer superexchange magnetic cou-
pling.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN AND METHODS

We start from the single-band t-J model on a bilayer
square lattice of the Ni-O plane, given by H = H∥+H⊥:

H∥ =− t
∑

⟨ij⟩,l,σ

(c†liσcljσ + h.c) + J1
∑
⟨ij⟩,l

Sli · Slj

+ J2
∑

⟨⟨⟨ij⟩⟩⟩,l

Sli · Slj

H⊥ =− t⊥
∑
i,σ

(c†1iσc2iσ + h.c) + J⊥
∑
i

S1i · S2i,

(1)

where l = 1, 2 labels the top and bottom layers, and

c†liσ creates an electron at site i with spin σ on layer l.

Sli = 1
2

∑
αβ c

†
liασαβcliβ is the spin operator. t and t⊥

is the hopping amplitude of intra-layer and inter-layer
nearest-neighbor electrons, respectively. The nearest-
neighbor hopping t is set to be the energy unit. The
three magnetic exchange couplings J1, J2 and J⊥ re-
spectively represent the nearest-neighbor of intra-layer
exchange interaction, third nearest-neighbor of the intra-
layer exchange interaction, and nearest-neighbor of inter-
layer exchange interaction.

The strong coupling constraint of no double occupancy
is hard to study analytically. Zhang et al introduced
Gutzwiller renormalization factors to treat the constraint
approximately[49]. Later, the antiferromagnetic (AFM)

order case was considered by Himeda and Ogata[50]. The
resulting renormalized Hamiltonian is

H′ =H ′
∥ +H ′

⊥

H ′
∥ =− t

∑
⟨ij⟩,l,σ

gtlijσ(c
†
liσcljσ + h.c)

+ J1
∑
⟨ij⟩,l

(gs,zlij S
z
liS

z
lj + gs,xylij (

S+
liS

−
lj + S+

liS
−
lj

2
))

+ J2
∑

⟨⟨⟨ij⟩⟩⟩,l

(gs,zlij S
z
liS

z
lj + gs,xylij (

S+
liS

−
lj + S+

liS
−
lj

2
))

H ′
⊥ =− t⊥

∑
i,σ

gtiiσ⊥(c
†
1iσc2iσ + h.c)

+ J⊥
∑
i

(gs,zii⊥S
z
1iS

z
2i + gs,xyii⊥ (

S+
1iS

−
2i + S+

1iS
−
2i

2
))

(2)

The renormalization factors gt and gs used to evaluate
a projected mean field wave function depend on local
values of the magnetic and pairing order parameters, and
the local mean field parameters are defined as:

mν
li = ⟨Ψ0 | Sz

li | Ψ0⟩
∆ν

lijσ = σ⟨Ψ0 | cliσcljσ̄ | Ψ0⟩

χν
lijσ = ⟨Ψ0 | c†liσcljσ | Ψ0⟩
δli = 1− ⟨Ψ0 | nli | Ψ0⟩

(3)

where ⟨Ψ0 | is the unprojected wave function. The super-
script ν denotes that these quantities are unprojected and
different from the real physical quantities. δli, ∆

ν
lijσ and

χν
lijσ are hole density, pairing amplitude on layer l, and

hopping amplitude, respectively. The original form of the
Gutzwiller factors introduced by Himeda and Ogata are
complicated[50]. We use the simpler form as follows:

gtlijσ = gtliσg
t
ljσ

gtliσ =

√
2δli(1− δli)

1− δ2li + 4(mν
li)

2

1 + δli + σ2mν
li

1 + δli − σ2mν
li

gs,xylij = gs,xyli gs,xylj

gs,xyli =
2δli(1− δli)

1− δ2li + 4(mν
li)

2

gs,zlij = gs,xylij

2((∆̄ν
lij)

2 + (χ̄ν
lij)

2)− 4mν
lim

ν
ljX

2
ij

2((∆̄ν
lij)

2 + (χν
ij)

2)− 4mν
lim

ν
lj

Xij = 1 +
12(1− δli)(1− δlj)((∆̄

ν
lij)

2 + (χ̄ν
lij)

2)√
(1− δ2li + 4(mν

li)
2)(1− δ2lj + 4(mν

lj)
2)

(4)

where ∆̄ν
lij =

∑
lσ

∆ν
lijσ

2 and χ̄ν
lij =

∑
lσ

χν
lijσ

2 . The
Gutzwiller factors and mean field parameters can give
the ground state energy of renormalized Hamiltonian,
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E = ⟨Ψ0 | H ′ | Ψ0⟩

= −t

l=1,2∑
⟨ij⟩,σ

gtlijσ(χ
ν
lijσ + h.c)− J1

l=1,2∑
⟨ij⟩,σ

((
gs,zlij

4
+

gs,xylij

2

∆ν∗
lijσ̄

∆ν∗
lijσ

)∆ν∗
lijσ∆

ν
lijσ + (

gs,zlij

4
+

gs,xylij

2

χν∗
lijσ̄

χν∗
lijσ

)χν∗
lijσχ

ν
lijσ) + J1

l=1,2∑
⟨ij⟩

gs,zlij m
ν
lim

ν
lj

− J2

l=1,2∑
⟨⟨⟨ij⟩⟩⟩,σ

((
gs,zlij

4
+

gs,xylij

2

∆ν∗
lijσ̄

∆ν∗
lijσ

)∆ν∗
lijσ∆

ν
lijσ + (

gs,zlij

4
+

gs,xylij

2

χν∗
lijσ̄

χν∗
lijσ

)χν∗
lijσχ

ν
lijσ) + J2

l=1,2∑
⟨⟨⟨ij⟩⟩⟩

gs,zlij m
ν
lim

ν
lj

− t⊥
∑
i,σ

gtiiσ⊥(χ
ν
iσ⊥ + h.c)− J⊥

∑
i,σ

((
gs,zii⊥
4

+
gs,xylii⊥
2

∆ν∗
iσ̄⊥

∆ν∗
iσ⊥

)∆ν∗
iσ⊥∆

ν
iσ⊥ + (

gs,zii⊥
4

+
gs,xylii⊥
2

χν∗
iσ̄⊥

χν∗
iσ⊥

)χν∗
iσ⊥χ

ν
iσ⊥) + J⊥

∑
i

gs,zii⊥m
ν
1im

ν
2i

(5)

Then we need to minimize the energy with two
constraints:

∑
i ni = Ne and ⟨Ψ0 | Ψ0⟩ = 1. We use

the Lagrangian multiplier procedure to obtain the target
function:

W =⟨Ψ0 | H ′ | Ψ0⟩ − λ(⟨Ψ0 | Ψ0⟩ − 1)

− µ(
∑
i

ni −Ne)
(6)

The mean field Hamiltonian is given by HMF | Ψ0⟩ =
λ | Ψ0⟩ and becomes

HMF =
∑
ij,l,σ

∂W

∂χν
lijσ

c†liσcljσ + h.c.

+
∑
ij,l,σ

∂W

∂∆ν
lijσ

σcliσcljσ + h.c.+
∑
l,i,σ

∂W

∂nliσ
nliσ

(7)

The coefficients above are given as

∂W

∂χν
lijσ

=− Jp(
gs,zlij

4
+

gs,xylij

2

χν∗
lijσ̄

χν∗
lijσ

)χν∗
lijσ − tgtlijσ

+
∂W

∂gs,zlij

∂gs,zlij

∂χν
lijσ

∂W

∂∆ν
lijσ

=− Jp(
gs,zlij

4
+

gs,xylij

2

∆ν∗
lijσ̄

∆ν∗
lijσ

)∆ν∗
lijσ +

∂W

∂gs,zlij

∂gs,zlij

∂∆ν
lijσ

∂W

∂niσ
=− µ− 1

2
σ
∑
j

gs,zlij Jpm
ν
lj −

∑
j

∂W

∂gs,xylij

∂gs,xylij

∂niσ

−
∑
j

∂W

∂gs,zlij

∂gs,zlij

∂niσ
−
∑
jσ′

∂W

∂gtlijσ′

∂gtlijσ′
∂niσ

(8)

where Jp represents all the magnetic coupling from
Eq.(1). This mean-field Hamiltonian HMF can be solved
self-consistently; the eigenvalues and eigenvectors can de-
termine the final mean-field parameters defined in Eq.(3).
After the self-consistency is achieved, we calculate the or-

der parameters:

∆∥,i =
∑
σ

(gtli,σg
t
li+x,σ̄∆

ν
li,i+x,σ + gtli,σg

t
li−x,σ̄∆

ν
li,i+x,σ

+ gtli,σg
t
li+y,σ̄∆

ν
li,i+y,σ + gtli,σg

t
li−y,σ̄∆

ν
li,i−y,σ)/8,

∆⊥,i =
∑
σ

gtli,σg
t
li+z,σ̄∆

ν
li,i+z,σ,

mli =(
√
gs,zli,i+x +

√
gs,zli,i−x +

√
gs,zli,i+y +

√
gs,zli,i−y

+
√
gs,zli,i+2x +

√
gs,zli,i−2x +

√
gs,zli,i+2y +

√
gs,zli,i−2y

+
√
gs,zli,i+z)m

ν
li/9,

(9)

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We adopt typical values of t = 1, J1 = 0.3, J2 = 0.2,
and focusing on the influence of inter-layer hopping t⊥
and J⊥. The size of the system is 8 × 8. Then we em-
ploy an iterative method to achieve a self-consistent so-
lution for Eq.(7), continuing the process until the mean
field parameters Eq.(3) difference between two successive
iterations is less than 10−3. To obtain all possible vari-
ous magnetic orders, we input specific patterns of δli,m

ν
li

and ∆ν
lijσ as initial values except the bond orders χν

lijσ
which are always initially assumed to be uniform. We ob-
tain only uniform pairing order parameters, such as the
intra-layer d-wave superconducting and coexistent anti-
ferromagnetic states. The absolute values of the upper
and lower order parameters are equivalent, allowing us to
omit the layer label l. Besides, the coexistence of intra-
layer s-wave superconducting state and double spin stripe
survive at large inter-layer hopping and coupling.
Thus, we can define superconducting order parameters

and magnetic order parameters as follows:

∆∥ = ∆∥,i = ∆s
∥ + i∆d

∥,

∆⊥ = ∆⊥,i,

mAF =
1√
N

∑
k

mie
−iπRix,iy ,

mDS =
1√
N

∑
k

mie
−iπ

2 Rix,iy ,

(10)
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of modulations for stripe like
patterns. (a) d-wave pairing and AFM with doping δ = 0.1
(b) s-wave and double spin stripe with doping δ = 0.15, re-
spectively. The size of the green circle represents the hole
density. The bond width around each site represents the am-
plitude of the superconducting order parameter, and the sign
is positive (negative) for blue (red). The size of the black ar-
rows represents the spin moment.

A. Magnetism and superconductivity coexistence
states

In addition to the antiferromagnetism (AFM), we ob-
tain double spin tripe with a period of four lattice spaces
(4a0), which consists of an up/up/down/down pattern
of diagonal stripes. Both of them can coexist with su-
perconductivity. Fig.1 shows a schematic illustration of
the pair field, charge density, and spin moment for the
two magnetism and superconductivity coexistence states
with a hole concentration of Fig.1(a) and 0.15 Fig.1(b).
The magnitude of the pair field is proportional to the
width of the bond; blue (red) denotes a positive (nega-
tive) value. The size of the arrow is proportional to the
spin moment, and the size of the circle represents the hole
density. Both charge and pairing are uniform. The an-
tiferromagnetic (AFM) coexists with intra-layer d-wave
pairing, and the double spin stripe coexists with s-wave
pairing.

It is known that the coexistence of uniform d-wave
pairing superconductivity and AFM is stable in the t-
J model. The third nearest neighbor coupling J2 > 0
competes with J1, leading to a double spin stripe state
and breaking AFM simultaneously. The stripe is also in-
separable from the bilayer structure, so it coexists with
s-wave pairing and inter-layer pairing. Those two pair-
ings also compete with d-wave pairing.

B. Doping effect

Superconducting pairing and magnetic as a function of
hole doping level with different t⊥ and J⊥ are displayed
in Fig.2. At t⊥ = 0, J⊥ = 0, there is only intra-layer d-
wave pairing ∆d

∥ because each layer is an individual t-J

model, see in Fig.2(a). Due to the existence of J2, there
is a tiny double spin stripe order, and the amplitude of
this stripe is less than 10−5. Compared to the AFM

0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 30 . 0 0

0 . 0 2

0 . 0 4

0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 30 . 0 0

0 . 0 2

0 . 0 4

0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 30 . 0 0

0 . 0 2

0 . 0 4

0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 30 . 0 0

0 . 0 5

0 . 1 0

0 . 1 5δ

|∆�/ / | |∆�/ / | |∆� |
�� ��� ���

( a )

δ

|∆�/ / | |∆�/ / | |∆� |
� ��� ���

( b )

δ

|∆�/ / | |∆�/ / | |∆� |
� ��� ���

( c )

δ

( d ) �� |∆�/ / | |∆�/ / | |∆� |
���������������
���������������� ����������

FIG. 2. Superconducting pairing and magnetic order param-
eter as a function of hole doping δ for (a) t⊥ = 0, J⊥ = 0 (b)
t⊥ = 0, J⊥ = 0.3 (c) t⊥ = 0.5, J⊥ = 0.3 (d) t⊥ = 0.5, J⊥ =
0.5. The intra-layer s-wave pairing exists only in nonzero
t⊥ and J⊥. The double spin stripe mainly coexists with the
inter-layer pairing.

order found in the t-J model with only nearest neighbor
magnetic interaction, mAF is much smaller. Still, the
superconducting order parameter is more significant and
exists in a broader range of δ. This may be understood as
the consequence of the nonzero value of J2 in the present
case, which competes with J1, leading to a smaller AFM
order.

The order parameters as a function of δ at J⊥ = 0.3
are depicted in Fig.2(b). In this case, two layers are anti-
ferromagnetically coupled by J⊥. The intra-layer d-wave
pairing ∆d

∥ is almost unchanged from that in Fig. 2(a),

and the inter-layer pairing ∆⊥ arises and stays around
10−3. The AFM order at low doping increases due to the
contribution of the last term in Eq.(5). The double spin
stripe order is around 10−4, so we approximate that it
does not coexist with the d-wave pairing.

In Fig.2(c), we display the order parameters as a func-
tion of δ at t⊥ = 0.5, J⊥ = 0.3. At finite doping, the
intra-layer s-wave pairing ∆s

∥ appears, leading to an in-

plane s+id-wave pairing with an inter-layer pairing which
is also reported by Wu et al [37]. The intra-layer d-wave
pairing ∆d

∥ is suppressed but still the dominant pairing.

The inter-layer pairing ∆⊥ increases to around 0.01 with
t⊥ is up to 0.5. This may explain the observed supercon-
ductivity in La3Ni2O7 under pressure. At low doping, the
ground state has AFM order. As δ increases, the mag-
netism becomes a double spin stripe, and AFM vanishes.
It is interesting to note that the intra-layer s-wave pair-
ing ∆s

∥ survives only with nonzero values of t⊥ and J⊥,

and ∆s
∥ has opposite signs with inter-layer pairing ∆⊥.

These may be explained by the fact that ∆s
∥ comes from

the inter-layer pairing, which also can be interpreted by
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Eq.(21).
We plot the the order parameters for t⊥ = 0.5, J⊥ =

0.5 in Fig.2(d). The intra-layer d-wave pairing ∆d
∥ is

further suppressed at a larger J⊥, the inter-layer pair-
ing ∆⊥ becomes the dominant pairing at the same time.
∆s

∥ increases as well, confirming the previous explana-

tion. The inter-layer pairing ∆⊥ changes nonmonotoni-
cally concerning different doping levels, similar to doped
two-leg spin-1/2 and spin-1 ladder[50]. This may be the
feature of bilayer or two-leg system[51, 52]. As we can
see, the double spin stripe increases rapidly, and AFM is
completely suppressed. This gives rise to a coexistence
state of intra-layer s-wave pairing ∆s

∥, inter-layer pairing

∆⊥ and double spin stripe.

C. Analysis of pairing symmetry

To give a further analysis of the problem, we switch
to k space to obtain some relations between the mean
fields. The mean-field Hamiltonian Eq.(7) can be written
in momentum space as

Hk =
∑
k,σ

ϵkc
†
k,σc

†
k,σ +

∑
k

∆̃kc
†
k↑c

†
−k↓ + h.c. (11)

where

ϵk1
=− 2gtt(cos kx + cos ky)− gtt⊥ cos kz

− 3

4
gsJ1(2χx cos kx + 2χy cos ky)

− 3

4
gsJ2(2χ

′
x cos 2kx + 2χ′

y cos 2ky)

− 3

4
gsJ⊥χz cos kz

(12)

∆̃k1
=− 3

4
gsJ1(2∆x cos kx + 2χy cos ky)

− 3

4
gsJ2(2∆

′
x cos 2kx + 2∆′

y cos 2ky)

− 3

4
gsJ⊥∆z cos kz

(13)

ϵk = 2ϵk1
, ∆̃k = 2∆̃k1

(14)

ϵk1
and ∆̃k1

is the corresponding energy of layer 1. The
mean fields of layer 2 are the same as those of layer 1.
Within the range of values in this article, J2 does not
affect the pairing symmetry, see in Fig.3, and neither
does magnetism. Thus we can set J2 = 0, J⊥ = J1 to
analyze the pairing symmetry. We consider the half-filled
case with gt = 0. The total energy of the system is

E = −3

4
gsJ1

∑
k

Ek (15)

where

Ek =
√
χ2
k +∆2

k (16)

0 . 0 0 0

0 . 0 0 1

0 . 0 0 2

0 . 0 0 3

0 . 0 0 4

0 . 0 0

0 . 0 1

0 . 0 2

0 . 0 3

0 . 1 0 0 . 1 5 0 . 2 0 0 . 2 5 0 . 3 0 0 . 3 50 . 0 0 0

0 . 0 0 5

0 . 0 1 0

0 . 0 1 5
|∆

s //|

( a )

|∆
d //|

 J 2 = 0 . 0
 J 2 = 0 . 2
 J 2 = 0 . 3

( c )

 J 2 = 0 . 0
 J 2 = 0 . 2
 J 2 = 0 . 3

|∆
�
|

δ

( b )

 J 2 = 0 . 0
 J 2 = 0 . 2
 J 2 = 0 . 3

FIG. 3. Superconducting order parameter as a function of
doping level with different J2 at t⊥ = 0.5, J⊥ = 0.3. Super-
conducting order parameter for (a) intra-layer s-wave pairing,
(b) intra-layer d-wave pairing, and (c) inter-layer pairing, re-
spectively.

χk = 2(χx cos kx + χy cos ky) + χz cos kz (17)

∆k = 2(∆x cos kx +∆y cos ky) + ∆z cos kz (18)

Following the method with [50], we use an ansatz for
Ek

Ek = C
√
cos2 kx + cos2 ky + cos2 kz (19)

where C is a parameter to be determined. This ansatz
gives a s+ id- wave pairing in xy-plane, which satisfy

∆x = ∆s,x + i∆d,x

∆y = ∆s,y + i∆d,y = ∆s,x − i∆d,x

∆2
d −∆2

s = χ2
x = χ2

y

(20)
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0 . 0 0 0 . 0 5 0 . 1 0 0 . 1 50 . 0

0 . 1

0 . 2

0 . 3

χ1

 ∆ 1  - ∆ z  χz

FIG. 4. The mean field ∆1,∆z, χz as a function of χ1 at
half filling. Each point is a degenerate state and satisfies the
constraints Eq.(22).

the inter-layer mean fields

2χxχz + (∆z∆
⋆
x +∆x∆

⋆
z) = 0

2χyχz + (∆z∆
⋆
y +∆y∆

⋆
z) = 0

χxχz +∆z∆s = 0

(21)

The mean fields satisfy the following simultaneous equa-
tions:

χ2
1 +∆2

1 = χ2
z +∆2

z = C2

∆2
d −∆2

s = χ2
1

χ1∆1 = χz∆s

(22)

where

χ1 = χx = χy,

∆1 = ∆s + i∆d,
(23)

We remark that there is only one independent field for
fixed C. For example, if we fix χ1, the absolute values
of all mean fields are determined. We can obtain many
degenerate states by changing χ1. To verify this result,
we solve the mean-field Hamiltonian Eq.(7) at half filling
and obtain some states with the same energy as shown in
Fig.4. The inter-layer pairing field ∆z increases with the
increasing of χ1, while intra-layer pairing field ∆1 and
inter-layer χz field decrease. Each point is a degenerate
state, which satisfies the constraints Eq.(22).

When slightly doping holes, the above constraints are
still valid. If we fix the intra-layer hopping t and raise the
inter-layer hopping t⊥ from zero, χz increase to enhance
the absolute value of inter-layer kinetic momentum, but
χ1 decreases at the same time, which will lower intra-
layer kinetic momentum and leads to a smaller absolute

0 . 0 0 . 4 0 . 8 1 . 2 1 . 6 2 . 00 . 0 0

0 . 0 4

0 . 0 8

0 . 1 2

0 . 0 0 . 4 0 . 8 1 . 20 . 0 0

0 . 0 4

0 . 0 8

0 . 1 2 J
�
/ J

�|∆�/ / | �|∆�/ / | �|∆�
|

���� ����

( a )

t
�
/ t

�|∆�/ / | �|∆�/ / | �|∆�
|

���� ����

( b )

FIG. 5. (a) Superconducting order parameter and mag-
netic order parameter as a function of J⊥/J1 with doping
δ = 0.2 for t⊥ = 0.5. (b) Superconducting order parameter
and magnetic order parameter as a function of t⊥/t1 with
doping δ = 0.2 for J⊥ = 0.5.

value of total kinetic momentum. Because t⊥ is small
from the beginning, the contribution of the inter-layer
kinetic energy is small, and the χ1 is dominant. There is
no obvious change at small t⊥. When t⊥ keeps growing,
χz will increase gradually and ∆z decrease, ∆1(actually
is ∆s) increases. RMFT result in Fig.5(b) also supports
this analysis.

D. Effects of J⊥ and t⊥

In this section, we briefly discuss the effects of inter-
layer hopping and coupling. According to our analysis
before, the inter-layer pairing strength would increase
with J⊥/J1 because it directly comes from the mean-
field decoupling of the antiferromagnetic interaction J⊥
as shown in Fig.5(a). The intra-layer d-wave pairing ∆d

∥
decreases with the increasing of J⊥/J1 due to the com-
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petition with the inter-layer pairing ∆⊥. The electron
at site i chooses NN intra-layer or inter-layer electrons to
form a Cooper pair. The inter-layer s-wave pairing comes
from the common effect between t⊥ and J⊥. It competes
with intra-layer d-wave pairing and increases monoton-
ically with J⊥/J1. The bilayer structure is significant
to the double spin stripe. Although it is an in-plane
stripe, the corresponding magnetic order parameter mDS

increases with J⊥/J1 and t⊥/t.The inter-layer pairing ∆z

barely changes with t⊥/t in the 0 < t⊥/t < 0.55 and obvi-
ously decreases when t⊥ continue to increase. The intra-
layer d-wave pairing and s-wave pairing monotonously
decrease and increase with t⊥/t, respectively, enhanc-
ing the total intra-layer pairing. Those RMFT results
are consistent with the conclusion of momentum-space
analysis. Those RMFT results are consistent with the
conclusion of momentum-space analysis.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigate the interplay between su-
perconductivity and magnetism within a single-band bi-
layer t-J model, proposing an intra-layer s + id-wave
pairing and a dominant inter-layer pairing. The analy-
sis of pairing symmetry indicates a unified solution with
numerical results. The intra-layer d-wave pairing coex-
ists with antiferromagnetism (AFM), and the intra-layer
s−wave pairing coexists with a double spin stripe. The
transition between these states is tuned by inter-layer
hopping t⊥ and inter-layer coupling J⊥. Compared with
previous theoretical studies, we consider the magnetism
and identify the double spin stripe, which is anticipated
by experiments. Furthermore, we propose a coexistence
state of superconductivity and the double spin stripe,
highlighting its evolution with t⊥ and J⊥, which signif-
icantly increase under varying pressure. The variation
in the amplitude of superconductivity with changes in
interlayer parameters aligns with experimental findings.

There are some predictions about the double spin
stripe in bilayer La3Ni2O7 at ambient pressure[10, 13,
14, 46, 47], the density wave is suppressed by pressure
which can enhance superconductivity. But a result of

µsR shows that the magnetic ordering temperature was
observed to rise under increasing pressure[15]. Recently,
an ultrafast optical pump-probe spectroscopy experiment
reported a pressure-induced separation between two den-
sity wave-like orders[18], which is in agreement with the
first-principles calculations[41]. They found the mag-
netic order aligns with the critical temperature associated
with the density wave anomaly. The above two experi-
ments confirm our numerical results in some ways. How-
ever, some problems remain to be solved: (a) Our find-
ings demonstrate that pressure enhances the spin density
wave and superconductivity in their coexisting region.
However, experimental evidence indicates that the en-
hancement of pressure on magnetic order is confined to
a narrow range around ambient pressure, and supercon-
ductivity does not appear[15]. (b) we note that within
the model employed in the present paper, we have not
considered the effects of the interplay between dx2−y2

orbital and dz2 orbital. Moreover, there might be self-
doping effect between these two orbitals[27–31], which
can affect the hole concentration of dx2−y2 orbitals. We
believe that the absence of the CDW may be related to
the single orbital. Because the alternating charge dis-
tribution between Ni2+ and Ni3+ ions involves in both
eg orbitals. Specifically, Ni2+ sites are characterized by
one hole residing in the dx2−y2 orbital and another in the

dz2 orbital, whereas Ni3+ sites correspond to two holes
in the dx2−y2 orbital and the third one in the dz2 orbital.
Whether CDW exists in the superconducting state needs
futher investigations. However, it is unequivocal that our
research offers theoretical support for the coexistence of
SDW and superconductivity, which may provide a key
insight into the relevance between superconductivity and
magnetic order.
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