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W e solve a populare� ective Ham iltonian ofcom peting d-density wave and d-wave superconduc-

tivity orders self-consistently atthe m ean-� eld levelfor a wide range ofdoping and tem peratures.

The theory predicts a tem perature dependence ofthe d-density wave order param eter seem ingly

inconsistentwith theneutron scattering and �SR experim entsofthecuprates.W efurthercalculate

therm odynam ic quantities,such as chem icalpotential,entropy and speci� c heat. Their distinct

featurescan be used to testthe existence ofthe d-density wave orderin cuprates.

PACS num bers:74.20.-z,74.25.Bt,74.20.M n

Unconventionalcharge and spin density wave orders

were extensively investigated in correlated electron sys-

tem s [1]. Recently,Chakravarty etal[2]proposed that

the pseudogap phenom ena in the high Tc superconduc-

tors m ay originate from a hidden long-range order,d-

density wave(DDW )[3].Thisstateisalso related to the

staggered-
 ux stateofLeeand W en [4],butthelatteris

dynam ically 
 uctuating in their SU(2) gauge theory of

the cuprates. According to Ref[2],the pseudogap is a

consequenceofthecom petition between twoindependent

ordersDDW and d-wavesuperconductivity(DSC),which

are transform able to each other in a 3 dim ensionalor-

derparam eterspaceand m ay coexistin theunderdoped

cuprates.A theory ofDDW seem snaturalto accountfor

apossiblequantum criticalpointneartheoptim aldoping

levelthatm arkstheonsetofthepseudogap,putforward

by Tallon etal[5]by exam ining the data ofphotoem is-

sion,therm odynam icand transportproperties,etc.

This DDW scenario has recently attracted m uch at-

tention aboutitsnature and experim entalconsequences

[6,7,8,9,10]. Som e investigations[8]seem to indicate

thatvariousexperim ents in YBCO system s[11,12,13]

support this idea. The neutron scattering experim ent

[11] shows that the elastic signalaround the in-plane

wave vector Q = (�;�) in the underdoped YBCO ap-

pearswellaboveTc.The�SR experim ent[12]also con-

� rm sthata sm allinternalm agnetic � eld appearsabove

Tc in the underdoped YBCO butbelow Tc in the opti-

m ally doped sam ples. Since internalm agnetic � eldsare

very weak and spin 
 uctuations are too fast to couple

with m uon’sspins,itisreasonable to attribute them to

DDW . However, both experim ents also show that the

m agneticsignalisenhanced when thetem peraturedrops

across Tc. Such a behavior is not expected intuitively

from theDDW picture,sincetheDSC and DDW orders

com pete each other. It thus becom es quite interesting

to understand how thistem perature-dependentpuzzling

behavior happens and,in particular,to see whether it

can beunderstood in term softheexisting self-consistent

DDW m ean-� eld theory [6,7,8,9,10].

In thisarticle,we shallstudy the tem perature depen-

denceoftheDDW orderatthem ean-� eld level.W e� nd

thatitcannotgivetheexpected tem peraturedependence

in theaboveexperim ents.Instead,ourresultsshow that

the DDW order param eter is always suppressed when

the tem perature drops below Tc,and that this is a ro-

bustbehavior,independentofthe choice ofparam eters.

Therm odynam ic quantities(e.g. chem icalpotential,en-

tropy,speci� c heat)arealso investigated.Theirdistinct

tem peraturedependencesarediscussed.

Considerthefollowingm ean-� eld Ham iltonian [6,7,8,

9,10]
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where hiji indicates sum m ation overthe nearestneigh-

bors only. � ij and the im aginary part of�ij play the

role of the DSC and DDW order param eters, respec-

tively. They are related to the electron operators via

� ij = hc
y

i"
c
y

j#
� c

y

i#
c
y

j"
i and �ij = hc

y

i�cj�i. V1 and

V2 are positive in order to have a nonzero DDW and

DSC order. W e have used an e� ective hopping am pli-

tude te� = t� with � the doping concentration and tthe

barehopping am plitudeto takeaccountofthereduction

oftnearhalf-� llingduetothestrongCoulom b repulsion.

Loosely speaking,thee� ectivetheory described aboveis

equivalentto the ferm ion partofthe slave-boson m ean-

� eld theory ofthet-J m odel[14,15]in which theJ-term

isdecoupled intoparticle-holeand particle-particlechan-

nelswith di� erentweights.

Thet-J m odelathalf� llinghasa(hidden)localSU(2)

sym m etry [16],which rotates (Im �;Re� ;Im � ) as a 3-

vector.Thusthe DDW (�-
 ux)phaseisdegeneratewith

the DSC phase. Finite doping breaks this localSU(2)

sym m etry explicitly and favorsDSC order[14],because

the Ferm isurface nesting isdestroyed.Ubbensand Lee

[15]showed thatat� nite tem peraturesthe DDW (
 ux)

stateisstableonly very closeto half-� lling.Thebound-
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FIG .1:(A)W D D W vstem perature forvariousdoping levels.

From top to bottom ,� = 0:05;0:10;0:14;0:17;0:18.(B)�D SC

vstem peratureforvariousdopinglevels.From bottom totop,

� = 0:10;0:14;0:18;0:17. Curvesof� = 0:18 are plotted with

dashed linesforthe aid ofeyes.

ary between the DDW (
 ux) and DSC phases is ofthe

� rstorderin nature.Thusthereisno coexistencephase.

In the m odelwe are considering,V1 > V2 is needed to

have DSC and DDW coexist as pointed out in Ref.[7].

Although the Heisenberg term equally favorsDDW and

DSC orders,the repulsion between the nearestsites fa-

vorsDDW overDSC.Hencethem ean-� eld Ham iltonian

aboveisreasonably postulated.

BecausetheDDW orderbreaksthetranslationalsym -

m etry,the Brillouin zone is reduced into one halfand

the operators (ck";ck+ Q ";c
y

� k#
;c

y

� k� Q #
) are m ixed to

give two branches of Bogoliubov quasiparticle excita-

tions: E (k)� = f(� � � W k)
2 + (2V2� �k)

2g1=2,where

W k =
p
�2
k
+ (2V1Im ��k)

2 ;�k = � (te� + V1Re�)
k and

�k = coskx � cosky;
k = coskx + cosky (�k isthe tight

bond band energy.). The corresponding self-consistent

equationsofRe�;Im � and � are:
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where the sum m ation is restricted within the reduced

Brillouin zoneand � = 1=T.Below wedenotetheenergy

gaps� D SC = 2V2� and W D D W = 2V1Im � forthe DSC

and DDW orders,respectively.

Aftersolvingtheself-consistentequationsatV1 = 0:38

and V2 = 0:25 with energy scale setast� 1,we obtain

thedependenceofthe� D SC and W D D W gap vsdoping �

atzero tem peratureasshown in Fig.1 ofRef.[2].� D SC

begins to develop after � > 0:06 and reachesm axim um

at� � 0:18.W D D W alsodropsto zero around there.The

phase diagram oftem perature vs� issim ilarto Ref[7],

and weshallnotreproduceithere.

There existsa coexisting region ofboth orders. How-

ever,in thisregion the behaviorW D D W vstem perature

(T)issubtle(seeFig.1A).In com parison,Fig.1B shows

how � D SC varieswith T. Forvery low doping (�= 0.05)

where � D SC = 0, W D D W is m onotonically enhanced

when T is reduced. W hen the coexisting region is en-

tered,W D D W becom esm axim um around Tc where� D SC

startsdeveloping. Thisfeature isgeneralforcom peting

orders,which alsohappensin thecom petition ofsand d-

wavepairing orders[17].W hen eitherorderdevelops,it

generatesa gap neartheFerm isurface.Consequently,it

becom esdi� cultfortheotherto form .W hen T slightly

drops from Tc, � D SC increases fast as (1 � T=Tc)
1=2.

W D D W losesm oreweightto DSC than itgainsfrom low-

ering tem perature. W hen T dropswellbelow Tc,� D SC

increases very slowly and W D D W changes little as well.

In the underdoped region,W D D W stillhasa substantial

residualvalue at T = 0 K ,which gets signi� cantly re-

duced and m ay even becom e zero nearthe optim aldop-

ing. W hen � = 0:18 in Fig.1A,W D D W only existsin a

sm allrange around Tc. In other words,som ething like

the re-entry phenom enon occurshere with varying tem -

peratures:W D D W vanishesatT = 0K ,beginstoincrease

from a � nite tem perature to Tc,and then decreases to

zero again when T > Tc. W e neversee W D D W develop-

ingwith decreasingT within thesuperconductingregion.

These are just opposite to what the neutron scattering

and �SR experim entsindicated.

W e haveto take itseriously why experim entalsignals

are enhanced when T < Tc. There seem to be only two

possibilities.The� rstoneisthatthesesignalsarereally
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FIG .2: A.Chem icalpotentialvs doping at zero tem pera-

ture.B.Chem icalpotentialvstem peraturesatcharacteristic

doping levels.� = 0:05;0:14;0:20.

related to the DDW order. Then a m odi� ed m ean-� eld

theory isneeded foram echanism thatthetwoorderscan

som ehow enhanceeach otheraround Tc.O rthesesignals

have other origins such as from spin,then they cannot

beused asevidencefortheexistenceoftheDDW order.

The behaviorofchem icalpotential� is also interest-

ing. In Fig.2A,we show the dependence of� with �

atzero tem perature.� decreaseswith increasing � when

� <� 0:06,increasesslowly in the underdoped region and

dropsquickly in the overdoped region. Thiscan be un-

derstood asfollows.Theenergy curveofquasiparticlesis

cone-shaped in them om entum spacewith aFerm ipocket

near(�=2;�=2). Afterthe onsetof�D SC ,W D D W drops

faster with increasing �,so the density ofstates (DO S)

increases.Thiskeeps� roughly unchanged whileincreas-

ingdoping.In theunderdoped region @�=@n issm alland

becom eseven negative,which m eansthatthe chargein-

stability m ay develop here. Photoem ission experim ents

[18]show that � is alm ost � xed at the undoped value

upon increasing � in the underdoped region. O urresult

agreeswith that qualitatively,but � is not� xed atthe

valueofthe undoped case.

Fig. 2B shows the tem perature dependence of � at

three doping levels: low (nonsuperconducting) doping

(�= 0.05),underdoped(�= 0.14),and overdoped(�= 0.20).

In the low doping region,� increases with tem perature

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25

Doping

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

E
n
tr

o
p
y
 p

e
r 

s
it
e

T=0.08

T=0.04

FIG .3: Entropy perlattice site vsdoping at� xed tem pera-

tures.From top to bottom ,T= 0.08,0.04.

increasing. W D D W is weakened by tem perature while �

increasesto � x the particle num ber. In the underdoped

region,�’sbehaviorissubtle.It� rstdropswhen T < Tc,

then increaseswhen Tc < T < TD D W ,and drops again

when T > TD D W , where TD D W is the onset tem pera-

tureforDDW .Thiscan beexplained by thetem perature

dependence ofW D D W (Fig.1). W D D W is enhanced (or

weakened) by increasing tem perature within the range

T < Tc (or Tc < T < TD D W ). Thus � � rst drops and

then increases. After T passes over TD D W ,� drops as

an ordinary Ferm igasbehaves.In theoverdoped region,

W D D W = 0. Thus � is alm ost � xed when T < Tc but

dropswhen T > Tc.

The DDW orderalso hasim portante� ectson the en-

tropy persite S vs�,asshown in Fig 3.The � rstcurve

is at the high tem perature where � D SC = 0 and only

W D D W exists. In the underdoped region, S decreases

when � isreduced,becauseW D D W reducesthelow energy

DO S.In theoverdoped region,S dropswhen � increases,

which is the standard Ferm iliquid behavior. Thus S

reachesm axim um nearthe optim aldoping. Thisagrees

with experim entalresultsofLoram etal[19].Very close

to half� lling,the hopping am plitude is reduced. As a

result,the band width isreduced and DO S isenhanced.

Thise� ecttendstoincreaseS.Sim ultaneously,theDDW

orderis enhanced by lowering doping,which has an ef-

fecttodecreaseS.Athigh tem peratureswhereW D D W is

sm all,the � rste� ectm ay overcom e the second one and

thus S increases when � decreases. This phenom enon

isabsentatthe low tem perature where W D D W islarge,

which isalso shown in Ref[19].Letusincrease� atthe

lower tem perature as in the bottom curve. S increases

at very low doping levels,since only W D D W exists. In

the coexistence or underdoped region,S drops because

� D SC develops. After passing the optim alpoint,� D SC

decreasesand thusm akesS increaseagain.

There is also speci� c heat anom aly at the onset of

W D D W , as shown in Fig 5. The jum p of the speci� c

heatcoe� cient
(T)= C (T)=T islargeand can becom -
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pared with thoseattheonsetof� D SC .Thejum p atthe

DDW transition is largeratthe m ore underdoped side,

whilethatattheDSC transition’sbehaviorisjustoppo-

site.However,theform erisnotseen in experim entsand

isa di� culty forthe DDW scenario.Itwasargued that

disorder rem oves the sharp transition and turns it into

a sm ooth crossoverin Ref. [2]. Ref. [20]suggests that

a negatively large� can weaken the jum p by destroying

thenesting ofFerm isurface.However,from theFig.2B,

� increases rapidly when T! TD D W ,and j�jis m uch

sm alleratTD D W than atzero tem perature,especially at

the low doping region. Itis stilldi� cult to understand

why � can be negatively large.

At last, we brie
 y discuss the condensation energy

U 0. In the case of the pure DSC state, electrons

near (�;0) contribute m uch to U0 and those near

(�=2;�=2)contribute little. However,in the DDW sce-

nario,there is a pre-existing W D D W in the pseudogap

region by assum ption. Upon doping, the Ferm i sur-

face is a sm all pocket, which has not been seen in

experim ents yet. The sam e dx2� y2 sym m etry m akes

the vicinity of (�;0) already far below the Ferm isur-

face. Then paring can not a� ect them as signi� cantly

as in the case of pure DSC,thus U 0 is reduced. Let

us study the contribution to U 0 along the curve of

the m inim um gap form the direction (�=2;�=2) !

(�;0). At beginning, it is proportional to � D SC �k,

where �k = coskx � cosky. After passing the point

k0 where the end ofthe Ferm ipocket lies,the depen-

dencechangesinto �k(
p
W 2

D D W
(1� �k0=�k)

2 + � 2
D SC

�

W D D W (1� �k0=�k)).IfW D D W islarge,theslopebecom es

softerand an apparentkink develops. Thiskink can be

testi� ed by studying the retreatofthe leading edges of

thehigh resolution ARPEPS data deep in thesupercon-

ducting region relativeto thosein thepseudogap region.

Ifthepseudogap iscaused by pair
 uctuations,such kink

willnotexist.

In sum m ary, we studied the DDW and DSC order

param eters’dependence with tem perature and therm o-

dynam ic quantities in detailby solving the m ean-� eld

Ham iltonian self-consistently. The DDW order is sup-

pressed when tem peraturedropsbelow Tc in the under-

doped region because oftheir com peting nature. The

disagreem ent with experim ental results was discussed.

Behaviors of the chem icalpotential, entropy and spe-

ci� cheatwith tem peratureand doping areinvestigated.

Theincreaseofchem icalpotentialispredicted when the

tem perature increasesin the pseudogap region.W e also

showed thedecreaseofentropy when doping decreasesin

theunderdoped region.Thedistribution ofcondensation

energy in the m om entum space hasa kink along the di-

rection form (�=2;�=2)to (�;0).These featuresm ay be

used in experim entsto testify the DDW scenario.
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