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Large bipolarons are studied in two (2D) and three (3D) space dimensions.

The bipolaron

energy is expanded in inverse powers of the electron-phonon coupling constant «, which leads to
Euip = —(20%/37) A(u) — B(u) + O(a™?), where u = U/« and U is the dimensionless Coulomb-
repulsion coupling constant. We derive closed analytical formulas for the coefficients A(u) and B(u)
which allow us to find the bipolaron stability region both in the scope of a model formulated in

terms of Feynman path integrals and from fitting known results.

Analytical expressions for the

leading terms of the bipolaron effective mass and mean-square separation between electrons are also

presented.

I. INTRODUCTION

The aim of the present work is to establish analyti-
cal expansions for the characteristics of large bipolarons
in inverse powers of the Frohlich electron-phonon cou-
pling constant . We will base our analysis mostly on
expressions derived in a paper by Verbist, Peeters, and
Devreese! in the scope of the Feynman path-integral for-
mulation of quantum mechanics and its application to
the polaron theory. Conventional perturbation methods
fail to describe bipolaron states because of the simple
fact that bipolarons do not exist at small values of the
coupling constant. Physically for bipolarons to exist it
is necessary that the attraction due to phonon exchange
overcomes the Coulomb repulsion. Therefore it is the
strong-coupling mechanisms that underlie the bipolaron
dynamics. The availability of analytical expressions in
general clarifies the main features of any physical the-
ory. In this study we derive analytical strong-coupling
asymptotic expansions for the bipolaron self-energy, in-
cluding the two leading terms, which allows a meaningful
extrapolation to intermediate coupling.

For single polarons the basic ideas of the strong-
coupling regime have been put forward in pioneer-
ing investigations by Landau, Pekar, Bogolubov, and
Tyablikov.2 Numerical calculations for three-dimensional
(3D) polarons have been performed by Miyake® and for
2D polarons by Wu, Peeters, and Devreese.* Although
there exists no obvious distinction between weak- and
strong-coupling regimes for free polarons,®® the study of
the response function reveals the gradual appearance of
internal excited states” for increasing coupling strength.
Sharp resonances exist for large values of the electron-
phonon coupling constant «, while at small values of
« the response function is characterized by broad res-
onances due to scattering states. As it follows from the
numerical results of Ref. 7 the region around a = 6 can
be considered as a diffuse boundary between- the weak-
and strong-coupling regimes.

As was mentioned, bipolarons only exist in the strong-
coupling regime, that is, in the region a > 6 (for the
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3D case). Consequently, the strong-coupling limit be-
comes an essential feature of any theory of bipolarons.
To the best of our knowledge, for bipolarons no sys-
tematic strong-coupling expansions with analytical co-
efficients have been published and most work relies on a
numerical analysis. The study of bipolarons is of possible
relevance in the understanding of high-T,. superconduc-
tivity (e.g., for high-T,. superconductors,®° the recently
discovered fullerites,'%! and the proposed Bose-Einstein
condensation of large bipolarons!?13).

The present paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we describe the bipolaron model formulated in Ref. 1.
In Secs. III and IV the strong-coupling expansion for
the bipolaron energy is found and two leading terms are
calculated explicitly. In Sec. V the bipolaron stability
region is studied. An extrapolation of results obtained
is given to proceed beyond the model of the paper.! The
effective bipolaron mass and its extension are estimated
in Sec. VI. The study is made both for 3D bipolarons
and for bipolarons in reduced space dimensions.

II. THE BIPOLARON MODEL

The Hamiltonian for three-dimensional (3D) Pekar-
Frohlich bipolarons is given by
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(2.1)

where 7;(p;) are the positions (momenta) operators of the
ith electron, m is the electron band mass, and a;fc. (ag)
are the creation (annihilation) operators of phonons with

wave vector k and frequency wi. The quantities V; are
the Fourier transforms of the electron-phonon interac-
tion. For LO phonons wj = wro and Vj takes the form
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The dimensionless Coulomb potential and electron-
phonon coupling constants are defined in the standard
way,

1 € [mwro
ﬁwLo €0 h ’

1 €2 1 1 mwro
a=+——|——-—
hwro vV2 \ € €0 R
and depend on the static (ep) and high-frequency (€co)
dielectric constants. Introducing the ratio of the dielec-
tric constants 77 = €4, /€9 we obtain the following relation

between the Coulomb and electron-phonon coupling con-
stants:

U =

(2.3)

V2a

1-—7’
from which it follows that only U > /2 a are physically
reliable.

The above problem was tackled by Verbist, Peeters,
and Devreese in Ref. 1 (hereafter called I) using a path-
integral representation for the partition function and ap-
plying Feynman'’s variational method to approximate the
path integral. The trial action was chosen correspond-
ing to a model where two fictitious particles of mass M
are connected with each of the electrons by strings of
strengths « and '’ and another string of strength K con-
nects the two electrons to simulate the direct Coulomb
interaction. In addition, a vector @ is used to describe
fluctuations of electrons around a mean vector distance
@ from each other. Note that a related trial action was
used in Ref. 14 to study a system without repulsion.

The Hamiltonian describing this trial system is

(2.4)
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All mentioned oscillator strengths, the mass M, and the
mean separation @ are considered as variational param-
eters. It was found in I that in the bipolaron state the
vector parameter @ equals zero. The squares of the eigen-
frequencies of the model system are

(2.5)

0% = %(ﬁ—i—n'), (2.62)
M+m K
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(2.6b)
!
v = KLK' (2.6¢)
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These variational parameters satisfy the following in-
equalities:
Q2>024+02 Q>v>Q3>0. (2.7)
In what follows we use dimensionless units z = m =
wro = 1, so that the bipolaron energy is given in units
of hwro and the length in units of /A/mwro. In T an
upper bound was obtained for the free energy. Taking
the zero temperature limit of the expression given in I
we obtain the upper estimate for the bipolaron energy,

Evip gz i —3u— (Ql__ﬂ_:+ﬂzg:_;2
V2 — Q2
Qg QZ ) \/—/ dzx
- 1 U
e (\/Dll(.’li) \/D12($)> \/7I'D12(0)’
(2.8)

where

D11(12)(33)

2 —Qsz
PGlxe (2.9)
W02 40,
It follows from Eq. (2.9) that
Q,Q
D12(0) = V2 4+ 00 (2.10)

2Q,03(22 + Q3)°

Equations (2.8)—(2.10) generalize Feynman results!® to
the case of two polarons.

III. STRONG-COUPLING EXPANSION

The physical condition (2.4) implies that the repulsion
cannot be arbitrary small. In the classical limit this im-
plies that a bipolaron state cannot exist. Indeed, at large
distances the effective potential due to phonon exchange
reduces the effective attractive potential to —a+/2/r (in
dimensionless units). Adding the direct Coulomb repul-
sion between the two electrons it gives us the net repul-
sion potential e2/egr. It is because of phonon exchange
and correlation that a bipolaron state can exist quantum
mechanically. Bipolaron formation becomes possible at
rather large values of the electron-phonon coupling con-
stant a which provides us with a motivation to apply the
strong-coupling expansion in inverse powers of a.

When a — oo the frequencies 1, become large
while €3 and v remain finite. Thus, we search for a
solution, in which we expand the variational parameters
in a series of inverse powers of a?2,
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To find a regular procedure of the strong-coupling ex-
pansion of the integral in Eq. (2.8) we define a function
which differs from those of Eq. (2.9) by terms decreasing
exponentially in x,

_V2.1: Q%—uz 1 Q%—uz 1
@it oz wm Tmoaz,
Pt

20240,

Dys(z)
(3.2)

Adding and subtracting 2/4/Das(x) into the integral of
Eq. (2.8) we obtain
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where the scaling z — z/a? is performed in the last line
of Eq. (3.3). The idea of representing Fy;p, in the form
(3.3) is the same one used in Ref. 6 to derive the strong-
coupling expansion for a single polaron.

Inserting expansions (3.1) into Eq. (3.3) and collecting
terms of the same order in o we arrive at the strong-
coupling expansion for the bipolaron energy,

2 _ U
Epip = —g;az A(u) — B(u) +0(a™?), u= — (349

which has to be compared to the strong-coupling expan-
sion of twice the single polaron energy,

2Ep0 = —%az - (g + 61n2) +O0(a™?). (3.5)

Because the critical value of the coupling constant for
the bipolaron stability is about a. =~ 7 (see I), terms of
order O(1/a?) may be skipped. Moreover, because of the
minimization of the leading term of the expansion (3.4)
over w;, wy constant terms in the expansions (3.1a) will
not contribute to the coefficient B(u) in Eq. (3.4). Thus,
in order to derive Eyp;p to first two orders, we insert the
parameters Q; = a’w; (j = 1,2), Q3 = w3, v = w into
Eq. (3.3), and take the limit of large o which results into

1 —e w1® 1Fe w2
+ )
4(4)1 4(412

02011(12)(‘5/0‘2) - (3.6a)

wy + w2

azDas(m/az) — 4oy

(3.6b)

and consequently the term in the last line of Eq. (3.3)
contributes only to the coefficient B(u). The following
expansions are also valid:

1 1 w? —w?
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IV. COEFFICIENTS
OF THE STRONG-COUPLING EXPANSION

(3.7b)

Using the previous expansions we arrive at the expres-
sion for the coefficient A(u),

The expression in square brackets has to be minimized
over wy; > we. When v > 4 the minimum is reached

(4.1)
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at the end point w; — 0 and the corresponding value
Epip = 0. When u < 4 the differentiation of A(u) over
frequencies leads to the pair of equations

3 [2 1 ws  \¥?
- — 2 — —_— = 07 .
4 T w1 (w1 +w2) (4.2a)
3 2 1 wi \* 1 /2 u
- =2/ —— —4/———==0. (4.2b
4 \/;,/wz (w1 +w2> +2 T /Wwa ( )
Introducing the notation
w1
= f—— 4.3
C wi + wao ( )

we obtain from Eq. (4.2a) expressions for the frequen-
cies:

= (1= ¢, (4.42)
wy = 192—:(—1—_4—2(—221 (4.4b)

The dependence of wi,w; on the scaled repulsion u is
shown in Fig. 1. Both w; and w; approach zero at the
limiting point v = 4 and furthermore ws/w; — 0 at this
point.

Equation (4.2b) then becomes a quadratic equation for
the function {(u) with the solution

(4.5)

u 1
=15tV e

Inserting known frequencies into Eq. (4.1) we find the
leading term of the strong-coupling expansion,

Variational parameters

Scaled repulsion U/«

FIG. 1. Two variational frequencies wy,w2 contributing to
the leading order of the strong-coupling expansion vs the
scaled repulsion u = U/a.
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The dependence A(u) is shown in Fig. 2. As was men-
tioned above, the curve (4.6) is replaced by A(u) = 0
when u > 4. A bipolaron stability region is defined in
this approximation for u = U/a such that A(u) > 1.
This occurs when the repulsion does not exceed a max-
imal value: U/a < Umax, which from Eq. (4.6) is given
by

Umax = [% (49 + {/5232\/ 327 -91151

1/2
——\3/5232\/327+ 91 151)] = 1.534770321.

(4.7)

Equivalently, we find the critical value for the ratio of di-
electric constants 7. = 0.078 550 358 [Umax = V2/(1—7c),
cf. Eq. (2.4)]. It is not really a surprise that we ob-
tained the same numerical value (0.079) while averaging
the Hamiltonian over a product of Gaussian wave func-
tions, one for the center of mass and the other for the
relative coordinates.'® The maximal value %max is shown
in Fig. 2 by the dashed vertical line while the solid verti-
cal line represents the minimal physical value umi, = V2.
The bipolaron stability region in this approximation cor-
responds to the space between these two lines.

In the absence of the Coulomb repulsion the bipolaron
energy is eight times larger than the single polaron en-
ergy in the strong-coupling limit: A(0) = 4 [cf. Eq. (3.4)].
The physical meaning of this behavior of the coefficient

Coefficient A(u)

N
T

- 7/

DT SN SR BT A P AT B

) 1 ue2 3 4 5 6

Scaled repulsion U/«

FIG. 2. The dependence of the coefficient A(u) in the lead-
ing term of the strong-coupling expansion for the bipolaron
energy on the Coulomb repulsion coupling constant u = U/a.
The maximal value Umax = 1.53477 and the minimal value
Umin = V2 are shown by dashed and solid vertical lines, re-
spectively. The space between these lines is the bipolaron
stability region.
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A(u) follows from the definition (2.3) of the Fréhlich cou-
pling constant «. In the strong-coupling limit when the
Coulomb repulsion is switched off the bipolaron state is
equivalent to a single polaron created by a particle with
the doubled electric charge 2e and the reduced mass m/2.
Then it follows from Eq. (2.3) that for this “effective po-
laron” the coupling constant a obtains a factor of 242
in comparison with a “normal polaron.” Because the en-
ergy of the latter behaves like a? in the strong-coupling
limit, the bipolaron energy is indeed eight times larger
than the single polaron energy. This conclusion does not
depend on approximations being made. It follows also
from lower and upper estimates for the bipolaron energy
which coincide in the strong-coupling limit in the absence
of the Coulomb repulsion as was shown in Ref. 17.

To proceed further we collect now terms of order a°.
As was mentioned, the term in the last line of Eq. (3.3)
depends only on the variational parameters w; and ws
which are determined now. The contribution of the first
two lines of Eq. (3.3) to the coefficient B(u) is

3 3 ,1+4ws
S i e 4.8
3w 293 Y o (4.8)
which reaches the maximal value 2 at w = w3 = 1. In

4
order to obtain the coefficient B(u) we have to find the

limit of the integral in the last line of Eq. (3.3). Then,
introducing a new variable z = exp(—w>x) in the integral
and performing partially the integration we arrive at the

representation
3 vV 1

4
Secr— 1y [ ds 1
e - [ {s_ws+—1+s_1
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FIG. 3. The coefficient B(u) in the first correction term
of the strong-coupling expansion for the bipolaron energy vs
the Coulomb repulsion coupling constant u = U/a. The
maximum value Umax = 1.53477 and the minimum value
Umin = v/2 are shown by dashed and solid vertical lines, re-
spectively.
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with sz = 4/1—28 +£(1F2), where { = w;/wy; =
¢?/(1 —¢?) = 64/[(V128 + u2 — u)? — 64], as it follows
from Eq. (4.4). Note that the function ((u) is given by
Eq. (4.5). The dependence of the coefficient B(u) on the
scaled repulsion u = U/« is shown in Fig. 3.

V. STABILITY REGIONS
A. The bipolaron model of I

To find the critical value of a at which bipolaron for-
mation occurs, one has to compare the bipolaron energy
with twice the polaron energy as given by Egs. (3.4) and
(3.5), respectively. This leads us to the relation

a = %\/37r

From this equation we can find numerically the function
Uc(a), at which point bipolaron formation is possible at
a given value of a. This function is presented in Fig. 4.
The plotted curve (solid line) exceeds the line U = v/2a
(short dashes) at @ > a. = 6.753. The value obtained
is in agreement with the direct minimization procedure
done in I where the value a, = 6.8 was reported. Besides,
we obtained in the vicinity of the critical point (u ~ /2)
U. =~ 1.68a — 1.82. The result U, ~ 1.63a — 1.49 was
obtained in I (a misprint occurred there in which the
second term had a positive sign).

To present the equation for the boundary of the bipo-
laron formation region in a more simple form let us

3+12In2 — 2 B(u)
A(u) -1

(5.1)

r T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5 2D
20 e — .
L 8
os’;ymptotic
: ~
15 |
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c : 1
.o : 1
2 0r y. 141
a S
[0} .
= U=av2 7 !
N © unphysical
S ’ ¢ region 24
; ]
0 R o 1 o-
0 5 % 10
Coupling constant «
FIG. 4. The boundary of the bipolaron stability re-

gion. The solid curve corresponds to Uc(c), the dotted line
U = v/2a shows the boundary with the physical region, and
the dashed line shows the asymptotic U. &~ 1.534 77« for large
a. The shadowed sector between the solid and the dashed
lines is the region where bipolarons exist. Different scales are
shown to present results in 3D and 2D. The critical values are
ac. = 6.75 in 3D and 2.866 in 2D.
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note that the physical region corresponds to an inter-
val between umin = V2 and Upmax = 1.53477. This
interval is narrow enough to use linear approximations
for the functions A(u),B(u). Our numerical calcula-
tions give A(v/2) = 1.14808, B(v/2) = 4.22613 and
A(Umax) = 1, B(umax) = 4.47665, from which we
find the following linear fits to these coefficients: A(u) =
—1.2282u + 2.8851 and B(u) = 2.0771u + 1.2886. If we
insert these equations into Eq. (3.4) we find an expres-
sion for the bipolaron energy which is adequate in the
physical region of coupling constants. Comparing with
twice the polaron energy of Eq. (3.5) we arrive at the
simple formula for the boundary of the bipolaron forma-
tion region,

a? —10.925

(5.2)
We remind the reader once more that this expression can
be used for @ > a. = 6.753, in which region it can be
considered as almost exact (in the scope of the model
under consideration).

From Eq. (5.2) we notice that the asymptotic behavior
U. =~ 1.534 77« is improved by terms of order 1/a. Only
the first two terms of this expansion are exact within this
model,

4.536
U.a) =~ 1.534 77 — —

(5.3)
At large « this coincides with Eq. (5.2). Near the critical
point discrepancies occur, e.g., the critical value follow-
ing from Eq. (5.3) is o = 6.13 which is 9% smaller than
the value obtained above. This can be improved by arti-
ficially changing the coefficient of the 1/« term,

Uc(a) = 1.53477a — w
a

(5.4)
By construction this expression gives the same critical
value o, = 6.753 and the boundary curve behaves as
U. =~ 1.66a — 1.62 in the vicinity of the critical point.
The slope parameter differs by less than 2%. For large
a the discrepancy between Egs. (5.3) and (5.4) equals
approximately 0.96/c and consequently the relative dis-
crepancy is about 0.63/a? < 0.63/a2 = 0.014. Thus, one
may use the formula (5.4) to approximate the bound-
ary curve within the bipolaron model of I in the physical
region a > a. with the accuracy of about 1-2 %.

B. Fitted results in 3D

From the above we find a possibility to go beyond the
bipolaron model of I and to exploit results of other au-
thors. Rewrite Eq. (5.4) as follows:

2 (o-).

1—7¢ o

Uc(a) =~ (5.5)

Results for the critical value of the dielectric constants
were obtained by Mukhomorov!® (5. = 0.107), Suprun

15013
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>
c 15 F
o
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2 | U=aV/2
O
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10 - region B
1 n ] s
6 « 8 10 12

Coupling constant «

FIG. 5. The three-dimensional bipolaron stability regions
calculated in the bipolaron model of I (dashed curve) and as
the result of the fit (solid curve). The frontier of the physical
region is also shown by the dotted line. Now the shadowed
region of the bipolaron stability is much larger than the sector
between the dashed and the dotted lines which was already
presented in Fig. 4.

and Moizhes!® and Vinetskii et al.?2° (. = 0.138),
Adamowski?! (n. = 0.14), Sil et al.?? (5. = 0.129),
and by our group'® (n. = 0.131). Thus, for reference we
accept in what follows the value 7. = 0.138 which cor-
responds tO Umax = 1.641. As to the critical value of «,
apart of the quoted result of I also the results a. = 7.3 of
Ref. 21 and a, = 6 of Bassani et al.?? are reported. Thus,
one can take quite reliably the same value a, = 6.753 as
was used before. This leads us to the approximate for-
mula analogous to Eq. (5.4),

342
U/a) = 1.641a — 1034 .

(5.6)

The corresponding curve is plotted in Fig. 5 (solid line)
together with the boundary obtained from Egs. (5.1) and
(5.2) (dashed line).

C. Results in 2D

To apply the present results to lower dimensions we
make use of the fact that Feynman-type approximations
satisfy a scaling law introduced by two of the present
authors and Wu.4242% This law establishes links between
polaron characteristics in spaces of different dimensions.
In particular, (bi)polaron energy in 2D can be obtained
as

E®D)(a,u) = §_E(3D) (%ra, u) . (5.7)

The equation for the critical values of a in two dimensions
is readily obtained from Eq. (5.1),
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FIG. 6. The stability region for the two-dimensional bipo-
larons (notations are the same as in Fig. 5).

2 3+12In2 — 2 B(u)
= — 5.8
*= 3 37 A(u) -1 (5:8)
with the same functions A(u) and B(u). The bound-

ary of the bipolaron formation region for the 2D case is
presented in Fig. 4 with the scales given at the top and
right side of the figure. The critical value of the electron-

phonon coupling constant is now given by ai?P) = 2.866.
In the vicinity of this point U, ~ 1.683a — 0.77 (cf. the
result U, = 1.63a — 0.63 of I, where the same misprint
in the sign occurred as in the 3D case). Note that the
slope of the curves in 3D and 2D coincides because of the
scaling law.

The same scaling law can be applied to arrive at for-
mulas analogous to Egs. (5.2) and (5.3). But the scaling
is not valid outside the scope of the bipolaron model of I
(or any other model based on a path-integral approx-
imation with a quadratic trial action). Consequently,
to derive an approximate formula in 2D of the type
of Eq. (5.6) one can use again the known value for
Ne = 0.158 (Umax = 1.680) of Ref. 16 and the quoted
value a, = 2.866 (2.9 in I and 2 in Ref. 23). The result
obtained is then as follows:

2.183
U:(a) = 1.680ac — ——.
a

(5.9)
The corresponding curve is plotted in Fig. 6 (solid line)
together with the curve of Eq. (5.8) (dashed line).

A detailed study of a bipolaron confined to a one-
dimensional structure is given in Ref. 26. An analogous

strong-coupling analysis for 1D bipolarons can be found
in Ref. 27.

VI. EFFECTIVE MASS AND EXTENSION
OF THE BIPOLARON

Another important bipolaron characteristic is its effec-
tive mass my,;,, which influences the bipolaron mobility.
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It was defined in I as the total mass of the two electrons

and the fictitious particles: my;, = 2(m + M). In terms

of oscillator frequencies (2.6) it can be written as
07

—
mbip =2m—.

> (6.1)

Inserting here the series (3.1) we arrive at the strong-
coupling expansion for the bipolaron effective mass:

(0) (1)
. 4 (W1)2 2 [w; w
Mpip = 2ma (w) [1+a2(w1 B 'w)

+o(a“2)] . (6.2)

The leading term follows from Egs. (4.4a) and (4.8):

. 16a*
Mpip = 2m§~1—7—r5M(u) + 0(a?),

6
2 2
M(u):lﬁ(l—gz—g 2+1—gz> ,

which compares to the strong-coupling expansion of the
single polaron effective mass,

(6.3)

. 16t
pol = M2

m + 0(a?), (6.4)

taken at the same order of approximation.
ml’;ip/zm;ol = M(’LL) + 0(1/(12)
U = Umin = V2 we obtain M (Umin) = 2.1703 while
at maximal repulsion ¥ = Upmaxy = 1.53477 we have
M (Umax) =~ 1.7177. Within the model of I the bipo-
laron effective mass is approximately twice as large as
the total mass of two free polarons. It decreases with
repulsion and exhibits a discontinuity when a bipolaron
state decays into two polaron states. The same conclu-
sion is expected in 2D. The single polaron effective mass
can be obtained by scaling from 3D as was derived in

Ref. 28: ngiD) ~ a*n2/16. As shown in I the same scal-
ing m(®P)(a) ~ m®P)(3ra/4) is valid for the bipolaron
mass so their ratio will be the same as in 3D.

In the absence of the Coulomb repulsion the bipolaron
effective mass is 32 times larger than the single polaron
effective mass: M (0) = 16. The explanation follows from
arguments given in Sec. IV while discussing the same
limit for the bipolaron energy where it was found that
a — 2v/2a when one goes from the polaron to the rele-
vant bipolaron quantity. Therefore the “normal polaron”
effective mass m3 | ~ ma? should be scaled to obtain
the “effective polaron” (bipolaron) mass in the strong-
coupling limit as follows: m, ~ (m/2)(2v2a)* =
32mat.

Because the leading term of the strong-coupling ex-
pansion for the bipolaron effective mass varies not so
crucially, we may use again a linear fit to simplify the
formulas,

Thus,
At the critical point
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+3P) ~ mat(0.2994 — 0.1503u),
13D) ~ mat(9.2283 — 4.6321u). (6.5)

Note that to calculate the first correction to the bipolaron
effective mass (6.5) one needs variational parameters w§°)
and w; which were not determined while considering the
first two terms of the strong-coupling expansion for the
bipolaron energy.

Another characteristic of interest is the mean-square
separation r13 between the electrons which was shown in
I to be given by r12 = 1/2dD;2(0), where d is the num-
ber of spatial dimensions. Using Eq. (2.10) and insert-
ing there the series (3.1) we arrive at the leading term
of the strong-coupling expansion for the inverse mean-
square separation

1 w2 -1 2a\/§ 1 _1
—_— = —_— = — _— (0]
T12 av 3 T Ofa™) 9 V rmR(u) +0(@™),

1 u? u? u u?
O <2+16) 1+ 156 " 373 (10 16), (6.6)
which compares to the leading term of the strong-
coupling expansion of the single polaron radius 1/ryo =
(2/9)+/3/m. Thus, the ratio of the bipolaron mean-
square separation to the polaron radius is given by
r12/Tpot = R(u) + O(a™2%). At the critical point
R(umin) =~ 1.102, while at the maximal repulsion it

15 015

reaches the value R(umax) =~ 1.204. In 2D this ratio

remains the same as in 3D.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We analyzed the strong-coupling limit for the bipo-
laron model introduced by Verbist, Peeters, and Devreese
in paper I, which is based on Feynman path integrals.
Leading terms of the strong-coupling asymptotic expan-
sions are calculated for the bipolaron ground-state en-
ergy, effective mass, and mean-square separation. We
presented also simple fitting formulas approximating the
boundary between the bipolaron and the polaron regions.
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