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Many microscopic models with the interaction between the next-nearest neighbours as a key pa-
rameter for cuprate physics have inspired us to study the diagonal superexchange interaction in a
CuO2 layer. Our investigation shows that models with extended hopping provide a correct repre-
sentation of magnetic interactions only in a hypothetical square CuO2 layer, where the diagonal
superexchange interaction with the next-nearest neighbors always has the AFM nature. The con-
clusions are based on the symmetry prohibition on FM contribution to the diagonal superexchange
between the next-nearest neighbors for a simple square CuO2 layer rather than for a real CuO2

layer, where diagonal AFM superexchange may be overestimated. We also discuss the reasons for
magnetic frustration effects and high sensitivity of spin nanoinhomogeneity to square symmetry
breaking.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of superexchange interaction describes well
both qualitatively and quantitatively the antiferromag-
netic (AFM) interaction of nearest neighbor ions Cu2+ in
the CuO2 layer of parent cuprates (see works 1–3 and ref-
erences therein, including pressure and optical pumping
effects 4,5. However, The nature of hopping and superex-
change with the next-nearest neighbors is less obvious
and has been discussed for a long time 6–10.

These parameters are relevant in a number of ap-
proaches to studying the physics of high-Tc supercon-
ducting (HTSC) cuprates. Hopping and superexchange
with the next-nearest neighbors could be important not
only for the extended hopping problem in a set of t-J ,
t-t′-J , t-t′-t′′-J models with a realistic hole-pairing mech-
anism in HTSC cuprates (see 11 and references therein),
but also for understanding the nature of a pseudogap

state with ~k arcs in the antinodal direction of the Fermi
surface in ~k-dependent experiments12,13. Moreover, it
is known that the temperature window for the pseudo-
gap state shrinks with the increasing next-nearest neigh-
bor hopping, which indicates that diagonal hopping may
not be supportive of the pseudogap features 14. The re-
sults of dynamic cluster quantum Monte Carlo simula-
tions for the Lifshitz transition of the two-dimensional
Hubbard model show the sensitivity to the magnitude
of diagonal next-nearest neighbor hopping to be a con-
trol parameter 15. Complicated spectral features of the
two-dimensional Hubbard model are simply interpreted
near the Mott transition by considering how the next-
nearest neighbor hopping shifts spectral weights16. The
momentum-sector-selective metal-insulator transitions in
the eight-site dynamical cluster approximation for the 2D
Hubbard model are explored on a phase diagram in the
space of interaction and second-neighbor hopping con-
trol parameters 17. The magnitude of the interaction of
diagonal neighbors plays a key role in the study of spin
(SDW) and charge(CDW) nanoinhomogeneity in cuprate
materials, where both observed phases have tilted stripes

(the so called ”Y shift”) with the same degree of tilting
10, and the origin of tilting can be explained by a small
anisotropy in hopping between the next-near neighbors.
The specific alignment direction of the stripes is highly
sensitive to the hopping interaction where even a small
anisotropy in it can result in subtle observed tilting in
LSCO 6,18,19 and LBCO 20 samples.

However, the studies of the effects of next-nearest
neighbor hopping and magnetic frustrations on the spec-
trum of quasiparticles are still based on assumptions
regarding the sign and magnitude of hopping and su-

perexchange interaction Jtot

(

~R11

)

between the diago-

nal neighbors. It is certainly not enough to understand
the whole range of phenomena associated with these pa-
rameters. In previous papers 4,21 we derived a simple
rule for detecting the sign of contribution to the su-
perexchange interaction from a single virtual electron-
hole pair. However, our conclusions concerned only the
interaction with the nearest neighboring magnetic ions.
For the CuO2 layer of parent cuprates, this magnitude

Jtot

(

~R01

)

≈ 0.15eV 5 is in agreement with the neutron

scattering data 3, and the approach itself allows us to
study the dependence of superexchange in 3d oxides on
external factors: applied pressure5,21 and optical pump-
ing 22.

In parent cuprates, virtual hopping and electron-hole
pairs on the (next-)nearest neighbors can also lead to
superexchange between them. Here, we show the su-

perexchange constant Jtot

(

~Rij

)

, important for other ap-

proaches, to behave in an unusual way. Indeed, it has a

zero magnitude at the diagonal directions ~Rij = ~R11 of
the square CuO2 layer for the virtual electron-hole pair
with the B1g hole symmetry, where the corresponding
3B1g triplet band competes in energy with the Zhang-
Rice singlet 1A1g band 5,23–25. This leads exactly to a
zero FM contribution to the total magnetic interaction

Jtot

(

~R11

)

between the next-nearest neighbors of Cu2+

ions. As a consequence, the latter has purely AFM na-
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FIG. 1. Paths P0, P1 and P2 of the superexchange interac-

tions Jtot

(

~R01

)

and Jtot

(

~R11

)

for the first and the second

neighbor ions with the participation of 2p oxygen orbitals
forming σ overlapping with 3d copper ions, and 90◦(P1) or
small π(P2) - overlapping between themselves. Here, the in-

teractions Jtot

(

~R01

)

are of AFM nature, but the magnitude

of the Jtot

(

~R11

)

interaction with the second neighbors is still

unknown.

ture Jtot

(

~R11

)

< 0, but it quickly decreases with the

distance between the Cu2+ ions.
The paper is organized as follows: in the next sec-

tion (Sec.II) we provide theoretical background on the
many-electron approach to the study of superexchange
interactions in parent cuprates. Symmetric effects on su-
perexchange in the CuO2 layer with the square symmetry
are given in detail in Sec.III. Discussion and conclusion

are presented in Sec.IV.

II. HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we investigate the sign and magnitude

of the superexchange interaction Jtot

(

~R11

)

with next-

nearest-neighbor Cu2+ ions through different oxygen or-
bitals in the CuO2 layer (see Fig.1). Indeed, in the mag-
netic interaction with the second neighbors, the overlap-
ping oxygen orbitals play a significant role. There are two
paths P1 and P2 to create various virtual electron-hole
pairs. They are distinguished by the overlapping oxygen
orbitals. There are 90◦ degree overlapping oxygen or-
bitals in P1, and small π - overlapping in P2. The virtual
electron-hole pairs in both paths can generate both AFM
and FM contributions to the superexchange interaction

Jtot

(

~R11

)

between the diagonal second neighbor Cu2+

ions.

The superexchange constant Jtot

(

~Rij

)

in Eq.(1) is ad-

ditive over all possible states in the electronic N+ (|A1〉)
and two-hole N−

(∣

∣
1A1g

〉

nS
,
∣

∣
3B1g

〉

mT
, ...

)

sectors in

Fig.2, and the superexchange interaction (1) is obtained
in the second order of the cell perturbation theory over
interband contributions to the total Hamiltonian Ĥ from
the interatomic hopping contribution 4,26,27.

ĤS = ĤAFM + ĤFM , (1)

where ĤAFM =
∑

ij

JAFM

(

~Rij

)

(

~si~sj −
1
4ninj

)

, ĤFM =

∑

ij

JFM

(

~Rij

)

(

~si~sj +
3
4ninj

)

, and the exchange con-

stants JAFM

(

~Rij

)

> 0, JFM

(

~Rij

)

< 0 are given by

JAFM

(

~Rij

)

=
∑

nS

J
(nS)
AFM (~Rij) =

NS
∑

nS=1

∣

∣t0,nS (Rij)
∣

∣

2
/

∆nS , ∆nS = EnS + E1A − 2εb1g (2)

JFM

(

~Rij

)

=
∑

mT

J
(mT )
FM

(

~Rij

)

= −
NT
∑

mT=1

∣

∣t0,mT (Rij)
∣

∣

2
/

2∆mT , ∆mT = EmT + E1A − 2εb1g .

The total multi-electron Hamiltonian in the representa- tion of the Hubbard operators 28, looks like Ĥ = Ĥ0+Ĥ1,
29,30 where
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Ĥ0 =
∑

i







(E1A1A −N+µ)X
1A1A
i +

(

εb1g −N0µ
)

X
b1gb1g
i +

∑

h=nS,mT

(Eh −N µ)Xhh
i







(3)

Ĥ1 =
∑

ijσ

∑

rr′

trr
′

σ

(

~Rij

)

X+r
i Xr′

j

tr,r
′

σ

(

~Rij

)

=
∑

ij

∑

λλ′

∑

rr′

tλλ′

(

~Rij

)

γ∗
λσ (r) γλ′σ (r

′),

and γ∗
λσ (r) =

〈

h|c+λσ|b1g
〉

, where the index h runs over all
possible two-hole states in the N− sector for the material
with magnetic ions Cu2+ in the d9 electron configuration.
Here, X+r

i = |h〉 〈b1g|
(∣

∣
1A

〉

〈b1g|
)

is the Hubbard oper-
ators of creating holes(electrons) with the root vectors
r = (h, b1g). Virtual electron-hole excitations through
the dielectric gap ∆h = Eh + E1A − 2εb1g to the con-
duction band and vice versa in Eq.(2) contribute to the

superexchange interaction ĤS
4:

t0,nS (Rij) ≡ t(
1Ab1g),(b1gnS) (Rij) = (4)

=
∑

λλ′

tλλ
′

(Rij) γ
∗
λσ(

1Ab1g)γλ′σ(b1gnS)

t0,mT (Rij) ≡ t(
1Ab1g),(b1gmT ) (Rij) =

=
∑

λλ′

tλλ
′

(Rij) γ
∗
λσ(

1Ab1g)γλ′σ(b1gmT ).

The spin Hamiltonian (1) was derived from the original
Hamiltonian (3) by using the projective operator method
4,27. For details of deriving the multi-electron Hamilto-
nian from the multi-orbital pd model, see the works31–33,
where a five-orbital basis pλ, (λ = x, y, z) , dx2−y2 , dz2 is

typically used. All the possible eigenstates
∣

∣
1A1g

〉

nS
and

∣

∣
3B1g

〉

mT
in the configuration space in Fig.2, as well as

their energies Eh with h = nS,mT are obtained in the
exact diagonalization procedure for the intra-cell part of
the multi-orbital pd model 33. The sum of all the FM and
AFM contributions corresponds to the sum over all pos-
sible virtual electron-hole pairs (the so called exchange
loops 21). The FM or AFM nature of the contribution
from a specific exchange loop is easily determined using
the rule: if S+ = S− there is an AFM contribution, in
the case of S+ = S− ± 1 there is an FM contribution,
where S± is the spin of the electron and hole in the spe-
cific virtual pair 21,34[25,38]. All the triplet states |mT 〉

in the hole sector N−
(

d8
)

contribute JFM

(

~Rij

)

, and all

the singlet states |nS〉 contribute JAFM

(

~Rij

)

to the ex-

change constant Jtot

(

~Rij

)

. Thus, the dependence of the

superexchange interaction on the distance between the
interacting Cu ions in the CuO2 layer can be calculated

using t0,ns
(

~Rij

)

and t0,mT
(

~Rij

)

hopping integrals in

Eq.(2).

FIG. 2. Configuration space of the unit cell of the CuO2

layer. The cross denotes the occupied hole eigenstates |b1g〉
in the N0

(

d9
)

sector . The ellipses correspond to the virtual

eg electron-hole pairs with the JFM

(

~Rij

)

and JAFM

(

~Rij

)

contributions to the total exchange interaction ĤS.

III. DIAGONAL SUPEREXCHANGE
INTERACTION IN THE SQUARE SYMMETRY

OF THE CuO2 LAYER

Where are the effects of the CuO2 layer symmetry hid-
den in the calculation of the Jtot (R11) exchange constant
using Eq.(2)? To begin with, there is the point C4 sym-
metry of the CuO6 octahedron in the procedure of exact
diagonalization of the intra-cell part of the Hamiltonian
of the pdmodel 33. Indeed, there are C2

2Nλ
= NS+3NT of

the spin singlets NS = C2
Nλ

+Nλ and triplets NT = C2
Nλ

in the two-hole N−
(

d8
)

sector (Fig.2) within the Nλ or-

bital approach, where Ck
n is the number of combinations.

For example, in the five-orbit approach there are 15 AFM
(NS = 15 ) and 10 FM (NT = 10 ) contributions to the

total superexchange interaction Jtot

(

~Rij

)

from various

virtual electron-hole pairs.

Using the intra-cell part of the multi-orbital pd Hamil-
tonian in the symmetric representation of canonical
fermions 35 of all the spin singlet states

∣

∣
1A1g

〉

nS
and

∣

∣
1B1g

〉

mT
, spin triplet states

∣

∣
3A1g

〉

nS
and

∣

∣
3B1g

〉

mT
,

and also single hole spin doublet states
∣

∣
2a1g

〉

,
∣

∣
2b1g

〉

can be obtained in the exact diagonalization procedure
for the eigenvalue problem in different sectors: N−

(

d8
)

,

N0

(

d9
)

, N+

(

d10
)

of the configuration space. To solve
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another problem associated with taking into account the
common oxygen ion in the CuO2 layer, the initial pd

Hamiltonian was rewritten in the representation of sym-
metrized Bloch 2p states of oxygen ions31–33,35:

(

b~kσ
a~kσ

)

= P̂ (kx, ky)

(

p
x~kσ
p
y~kσ

)

= i
/

µ~k





sx

(

~k
)

sy

(

~k
)

sgn (kxky) sy

(

~k
)

−sgn (kxky) sx

(

~k
)





(

p
x~kσ
p
y~kσ

)

, (5)

FIG. 3. A diagram of the direct and diagonal superexchange
interactions in the cell representation in the simple square
CuO2 layer. Here, the ellipses show the virtual electron-hole

pairs with the contributions JFM

(

~Rij

)

and JAFM

(

~Rij

)

to

the total superexchange interaction Jtot

(

~Rij

)

.

where
∣

∣

∣P̂ (kx, ky)
∣

∣

∣

2

= 1, and the coefficients µ~k
=

√

s2x

(

~k
)

+ s2y

(

~k
)

with sx

(

~k
)

= sin (kx/2) and

sy

(

~k
)

= sin (ky/2) constructed on the square lattice

of the CuO2 layer . As a consequence, the initial pd
Hamiltonian in the cell representation of symmetrized
Wannier states can be renormalized by using the coef-

ficients λ~k =
2sxsy
µ~k

, ξ~k =
s2x−s2y
µ~k

, for pd hopping and

ν~k =
2s2xs

2

y

µ2

~k

, χ~k
=

2sxsy
µ2

~k

(

s2x − s2y
)

for pp hopping, two of

which ξ
(

~Rij

)

= 1√
N

∑

~k

ξ~k and χ
(

~Rij

)

are equal to zero

for diagonal hopping with ~Rij = ~R11. Indeed, the square
lattice remains invariant upon the replacement x ⇆ y.
The symmetry of the virtual electron-hole pair in Fig.3

is determined by the symmetry of the |A1g〉 and |B1g〉
two-hole states, since the virtual electron can only be in
the state

∣

∣
1A

〉

of a completely occupied shell in the sector
N+ (Fig.2). The coefficients ξ~k, χ~k

renormalize only the
contributions with the holes in the |B1g〉 states, in the
hopping Hamiltonian Ĥ1

t0,hσ

(

~Rij

)∣

∣

∣

h = |B1g〉

= tpx(py),dx2

(

~Rij

)

ξ
(

~Rij

)

× ... + tpx,py

(

~Rij

)

χ
(

~Rij

)

× ...
.
=

{

0 , ~Rij = ~R11

∅ , ~Rij = ~R10
(6)

and

t0,hσ

(

~Rij

)∣

∣

∣

h = |A1g〉

= tpx(py),dx2

(

~Rij

)

λ
(

~Rij

)

× ... + tpx,py

(

~Rij

)

ξ
(

~Rij

)

× ... 6= 0 (7)

at any ~Rij . Therefore, it is better to group the partial

contributions to the total superexchange interaction ĤS

not by their singlet or triplet spin nature, but by the
orbital symmetry of the virtual electron-hole pair, which
can be in different orbital states with the A1g and B1g

point symmetry (see Fig.3). Thus, instead of Eq.(2) we

obtain

Jtot

(

~Rij

)

= ∆J
A1g

AFM

(

~Rij

)

+∆J
B1g

FM

(

~Rij

)

, (8)
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FIG. 4. Paths P0, P1 and P2 of the superexchange interactions

Jtot

(

~R01

)

and Jtot

(

~R11

)

for the nearest and next-nearest

neighbors. Here, the oxygen 2p orbitals π-overlap with the
t2g magnetic ions, and form 90◦ (P1) and σ (P2) - overlap-

ping between themselves. The interactions J
(P1)
tot

(

~R11

)

and

J
(P2)
tot

(

~R11

)

are comparable in magnitude for magnetic ma-

terials with the partially occupied t2g shell.

where

∆J
A1g

AFM

(

~Rij

)

=

NS(1A1g)
∑

n=1

∣

∣t0,ns (Rij)
∣

∣

2
/

∆nS − (9)

−

NT (3A1g)
∑

m=1

∣

∣t0,mT (Rij)
∣

∣

2
/

∆mT ,

∆J
B1g

FM

(

~Rij

)

=

NS(1B1g)
∑

n=1

∣

∣

∣t0,ns
(

~Rij

)∣

∣

∣

2
/

∆nS −

−

NT (3B1g)
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣t0,mT
(

~Rij

)∣

∣

∣

2
/

∆mT ,

The contributions ∆J
A1g

AFM

(

~Rij

)

and ∆J
B1g

FM

(

~Rij

)

have AFM and FM nature, respectively, due to the levels
of the two-hole spin triplets

∣

∣
3A1g

〉

and singlets
∣

∣
1B1g

〉

lying higher in energy than the levels of the spin singlets,
respectively. In fact, from Eq.(9), one finds

Jtot

(

~R01

)

= ∆J
A1g

AFM

(

~R01

)

+∆J
B1g

FM

(

~R01

)

≈ (10)

≈ (10.4− 0.5)× 10−2 eV = 9.9× 10−2eV

Jtot

(

~R11

)

= ∆J
A1g

AFM

(

~R11

)

+ 0 ≈ 0.2× 10−2eV,

where ∆J
A1g

AFM

(

~R01

)

≈ (15.6− 5.2) × 10−2 = 10.4 ×

10−2eV , ∆J
B1g

FM

(

~R01

)

≈ (0.4− 0.9)×10−2eV = −0.5eV

and ∆J
B1g

FM

(

~R11

)

= 0, in the square CuO2 layer, due

to the impossibility of diagonal mobility of the virtual
holes in the two-hole state |B1g〉. Consequently, there is
only an AFM contribution to the diagonal superexchange

Jtot

(

~R11

)

in Fig.3, due to the invariance of the square

lattice upon the replacement x ⇆ y with the magnetic
ion Cu2+.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, we have examined the sign and magni-
tude of the superexchange interaction in a CuO2 layer
between next-nearest neighbors Cu2+ ions. With the
LDA+GTB parameters36 used earlier to calculate the en-
ergy structure and ARPES spectra of HTSC cuprates we

have obtained Jtot

(

~R11

)

≈ 9.9 × 10−2 eV . The diag-

onal Jtot

(

~R11

)

superexchange interaction in the simple

square lattice of the CuO2 layer always has the AFM
nature due to the symmetry prohibition on the FM con-

tribution ∆J
B1g

FM

(

~R11

)

= 0. However, there is no pro-

hibition ∆J
B1g

FM

(

~R01

)

≈ −0.5 eV and ∆J
A1g

FM

(

~R01

)

≈

10.4 × 10−2 eV for the interacting nearest neighbors,

and the AFM exchange constant Jtot

(

~Rij

)

strongly de-

creases Jtot

(

~R11

)/

Jtot

(

~R01

)

≈ 0.016 with the increas-

ing distance between the interacting Cu2+ ions.

In fact, we have confirmed that there are justified rea-
sons for considering magnetic frustrations. However, one
can expect the frustrations to be negligible in most cases

because of the small ratio Jtot

(

~R11

)/

Jtot

(

~R01

)

. In the

real CuO2 layer, square symmetry breaking can lead to

the non-zero FM diagonal contribution ∆J
B1g

FM

(

~R
)

6= 0,

supporting the smallness of this ratio. Therefore, the
transfer of the results obtained for the pseudogap at the
Mott transition in the triangular lattice Hubbard model
with next-nearest-neighbor hopping and magnetic frus-
trations37 to the square CuO2 layer is just motivating.

It is worth noting that the models t − J , t − t′ − J ,
t− t′− t′′−J with extended hopping based on the single-
band approach do not contain any FM contributions,
and therefore, they correctly describe magnetic interac-
tions only in a hypothetical square lattice rather than in
the real CuO2 layer with the broken square symmetry
(e.g. with tilted CuO6 octahedra in distorted doped lat-
tice D stripes and undoped undistorted lattice U stripes
38 which are controlled by spatially heterogeneous lat-
tice microstrain 39,40. The internal chemical pressure
in doped perovskites gives nanoscale phase separation 41

and superlattices 42. In fact, strain uncovers the inter-
play between two- and three-dimensional charge densi-
ties 43 and between the lattice superstructures and the
electronic structure of cuprate perovskites 44). In gen-
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eral, the type of magnetic ions remains clearly impor-
tant in relation to the prohibition. This can be seen
in Fig.4, where for magnetic ions with a partially occu-
pied t2g shell, the overlapping 2p orbitals of oxygen ions
along path P2 is quite significant and should be taken
into account in calculating the diagonal superexchange
constant. Further, it would be of interest to consider the
effect of a certain type of broken square x ⇆ y symmetry
with unequal lattice parameters between the orthorhom-
bic a and b axes on the experimentally observed ”Y shift”

with a surprisingly large tilt angle (the so called diagonal
stripes) 10,38–42.
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