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W e solve a popular e ective H am ittonian of com peting d-density wave and d-wave superconduc—
tivity orders selfconsistently at the m ean— eld level for a wide range of doping and tem peratures.
T he theory predicts a tem perature dependence of the d-density wave order param eter seem ingly
Inconsistent w ith the neutron scattering and SR experin ents ofthe cuprates. W e further calculate
themm odynam ic quantities, such as chem ical potential, entropy and speci c heat. Their distinct
features can be used to test the existence of the d-density wave order in cuprates.

PACS numbers: 74.20.2,7425Bt,7420M n

Unoonventional charge and spin density wave orders
were extensively investigated in correlated electron sys—
tem s rE:]. Recently, Chakravarty et al '_[2] proposed that
the pseudogap phenom ena in the high T. superconduc—
tors may orighate from a hidden long-range order, d-
density wave @DW ) [F]. This state is also related to the
staggered— ux state of Lee and W en :_M], but the Jatter is
dynam ically uctuating In their SU ) gauge theory of
the cuprates. A ccording to Ref E_Z], the pseudogap is a
consequence ofthe com petition betw een tw o lndependent
ordersDDW and d-wave superconductivity © SC),which
are transform able to each other n a 3 dim ensional or-
der param eter space and m ay coexist in the underdoped
cuprates. A theory ofDDW seem snaturalto account for
a possible quantum criticalpoint near the optin aldoping
levelthat m arks the onset ofthe pseudogap, put orw ard
by Tallon et al E] by exam ining the data of photoem is-
sion, therm odynam ic and transport properties, etc.

This DDW scenario has recently attracted much at—
tention about its nature and experin ental consequences
[6' .’2 d, d :LO Som e investigations H] seem to indicate
that various experin ents n YBCO system s tll- :LZ, .13
support this idea. The neutron scattering experim ent
fl]:] show s that the elastic signal around the in-plane
wave vector 9 = ( ; ) In the underdoped YBCO ap-—
pearswellabove T.. The SR experin ent [_1§i] also con—

m s that a an all Intemalm agnetic eld appears above
T . In the underdoped YBCO but below T. in the opti-
m ally doped sam ples. Since Intemalm agnetic elds are
very weak and soin  uctuations are too fast to couple
w ith muon’s spins, it is reasonable to attrbute them to
DDW . However, both experin ents also show that the
m agnetic signalis enhanced when the tem perature drops
across T.. Such a behavior is not expected ntuiively
from the DDW picture, shoetheD SC and DDW orders
com pete each other. It thus becom es quite interesting
to understand how this tem perature-dependent puzzling
behavior happens and, in particular, to see whether it
can be understood in tem s of the existing self-consistent
DDW mean— eld theory i[5, 7,8, 0,101

In this article, we shall study the tem perature depen—
dence ofthe DDW orderatthemean— eld level. We nd

that it cannot give the expected tem perature dependence

In the above experin ents. Instead, our results show that
the DDW order param eter is always suppressed when

the tem perature drops below T, and that this is a ro—
bust behavior, ndependent of the choice of param eters.
T herm odynam ic quantities (eg. chem ical potential, en—
tropy, speci c heat) are also investigated. T heir distinct
tem perature dependences are discussed.
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where hiji indicates summ ation over the nearest neigh—
bors only. 5 and the im aginary part of 5 play the
role of the DSC and DDW order param eters, respoec—
tively. They are related to the electron operators via

5 = hhdjy  cyduiand 45 = hofc i V) oand
V. are positive in order to have a nonzero DDW and
D SC order. W e have used an e ective hopping am pli-
tudete =t wih the doping concentration and t the
bare hopping am plitude to take acocount of the reduction
oftnearhalf- 1ling due to the strong C oulom b repulsion.
Loosely speaking, the e ective theory described above is
equivalent to the ferm ion part of the slavedboson m ean—

eld theory ofthe tJ m odel!fl4, 1] in which the J+em
isdecoupled into particle-hole and particle-particle chan—
nelswih di erent weights.

ThetJd modelathalf llinghasa thidden) localSU 2)
symm etry [16], which rotates (In ;Re ;In ) asa 3—
vector. Thusthe DDW ( — ux) phase is degenerate w ith
the D SC phase. Finie doping breaks this local SU (2)
symm etry explicitly and favors D SC order [_l-fi], because
the Fem 1 surface nesting is destroyed. Ubbens and Lee
{_1-5] showed that at nite tem peraturesthe DDW ( ux)
state is stable only very close to half- 1ling. T he bound—
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FIG.1l: A)Wppyw Vstem perature for various doping levels.
From top tobottom, = 0:05;0:10;0:14;0:17;0:18. B) bpsc
vstem perature for various doping levels. From bottom to top,

= 0:10;0:14;0:18;0:17. Cuxrves of = 0:18 are plotted with
dashed lines for the aid of eyes.

ary between the DDW ( ux) and D SC phases is of the

rst order in nature. T hus there is no coexistence phase.
In the m odelwe are considering, Vi1 > V, is needed to
have DSC and DDW coexist as pointed out in Ref.t/.].
A lthough the Heisenberg tem equally favorsDDW and
D SC orders, the repulsion between the nearest sites fa—
vorsDDW overD SC .Hence them ean— eld Ham iltonian
above is reasonably postulated.

Because the DDW order breaks the translational sym —
m etry, the Brillbuin zone is reduced into one half and
the operators (GcnjGesgniC 4 yiC o4) are mixed to
give two branches of Bogoliibov quasiparticle excita—

tons: B &) = £( Wy)*+ V2  x)?°g"™?, where
Wy = 1%"’ @viIn  x)?;x= (& + ViRe ) x and
x = cosky cosky; x = cosky + cosky (i isthe tight

bond band energy.). The corresponding selfconsistent
equationsofRe ;In and are:
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where the summ ation is restricted within the reduced
Brillouin zoneand = 1=T .Below we denote the energy
gaps psc = 2V, and Wppy = 2ViIm  forthe DSC
and DDW orders, respectively.

A fter solving the selfconsistent equationsat vV, = 0:38
and V, = 025 wih energy scale setast 1, we obtain
the dependence ofthe pgsc andW ppy gap vsdoping
at zero tem perature as shown in Fig.1l ofRef. ij]. D SC
begins to develop after > 0:06 and reaches m axin um
at 0:18.Wppy alsodropsto zero around there. The
phase diagram of tem perature vs  is sin ilar to Ref r{],
and we shall not reproduce it here.

T here exists a coexisting region ofboth orders. How —
ever, in this region the behavior W ppy Vs tem perature
(T) is subtle (seeFjg.-r!:A).In com pan'son,Fjg.:}'B show s
how pgc varieswith T . For very low doping ( =0.05)
where psc = 0, Wppy 1Is monotonically enhanced
when T is reduced. W hen the coexisting region is en—
tered, W ppy becom esm axinum around T, where pgc
starts developing. This feature is general or com peting
orders, which also happens in the com petition ofs and d-
w ave pairing orders [_l]‘] W hen either order develops, i
generates a gap near the Ferm i surface. C onsequently, it
becom es di cult for the otherto form . W hen T slightly
drops from T., psc creases fast as (1  T=T.)'2.
Wppy Josesmoreweight toD SC than it gains from low —
ering tem perature. W hen T dropswellbelow T., psc
Increases very slowly and W ppy changes little as well.
In the underdoped region, W ppy still has a substantial
residual value at T = 0 K, which gets signi cantly re—
duced and m ay even becom e zero near the optin aldop—
ing. When = 018 in FigalA,Wppy only existsin a
an all range around T .. In other words, som ething like
the re-entry phenom enon occurs here w ith varying tem -
peratures: W ppy vanishesat T = OK ,beginsto increase
from a nie temperature to T, and then decreases to
zero again when T > T.. Wenever see W ppy develop—
Ing w ith decreasing T w ithin the superconducting region.
These are just opposite to what the neutron scattering
and SR experin ents indicated.

W e have to take it seriously why experin ental signals
are enhanced when T < T.. There seam to be only two
possbilities. The st one is that these signals are really
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FIG.2: A.Chen ical potential vs doping at zero tem pera-—
ture. B . Chem icalpotential vs tem peratures at characteristic
doping levels. = 0:05;0:14;020.

related to the DDW order. Then amodi ed mean—- eld
theory isneeded foram echanian that the two orders can
som ehow enhance each other around T.. O rthese signals
have other origins such as from spin, then they cannot
be used as evidence for the existence ofthe DDW order.

T he behavior of chem ical potential is also Interest—
ing. In Fig. :_ZiA, we show the dependence of wih
at zero tem perature. decreasesw ith increasing when

< 0406, increases slow Iy in the underdoped region and
drops quickly in the overdoped region. This can be un—
derstood as follow s. T he energy curve of quasiparticles is
coneshaped in them om entum spacew ith a Ferm ipocket
near ( =2; =2). Aftertheonset of psc,Wppy drops
faster w th increasing , so the density of states OO S)
Increases. Thiskeeps roughly unchanged w hilke increas-
ng doping. In the underdoped region @ =@n is an alland
becom es even negative, which m eans that the charge in—
stability m ay develop here. P hotoenm ission experim ents
t_l-gl] show that isalmost xed at the undoped valie
upon increasing in the underdoped region. O ur result
agrees w ith that qualitatively, but isnot xed at the
value of the undoped case.

Fig. :QB show s the tem perature dependence of at
three doping lkevels: low (nonsuperconducting) doping

( =0.05), underdoped ( = 0.14), and overdoped ( = 020).

In the low doping region, Increases with tem perature
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FIG . 3: Entropy per lattice site vs doping at xed tem pera-

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

Increasing. W ppy is weakened by tem perature while
Increasesto  x the particle num ber. In the underdoped
region, ’sbehaviorissubtle. & rstdropswhenT < T,
then increaseswhen T < T < Tppy , and drops again
when T > Tppy , where Tppy is the onset tem pera-—
ture orDDW .This can be explained by the tem perature
dependence of W ppy CFJ'g.-';I:). Wppw is enhanced (or
weakened) by increasing tem perature w ithin the range
T < T. ©rTc < T < Tppy ). Thus rst drops and
then increases. After T passes over Tppy drops as
an ordinary Ferm igasbehaves. In the overdoped region,
Wppy = 0. Thus isalmost xed when T < T but
dropswhen T > T..

TheDDW order also has in portant e ects on the en—
tropy per site S vs , as shown In Fjg-r_B. The st curve
is at the high tem perature where psc = 0 and only
Wppw exists. In the underdoped region, S decreases
when isreduced,becauseWppy reducesthe low energy
DO S.In the overdoped region, S dropswhen  increases,
which is the standard Femm i liquid behavior. Thus S
reachesm axin um near the optim aldoping. T his agrees
w ith experim ental results of Loram et al E[g] Very close
to half 1ling, the hopping am plitude is reduced. As a
result, the band w idth is reduced and DO S is enhanced.
Thise ecttendsto increaseS . Sinultaneously,theDDW
order is enhanced by lowering doping, which has an ef-
fect to decrease S . At high tem peratureswhereW ppy  is
an all, the 1rste ectmay overcom e the second one and
thus S Increases when decreases. This phenom enon
is absent at the low tem perature where W ppy  is large,
which isalso shown In Ref {_l-S_i] Let us Increase  at the
lower tam perature as in the bottom curve. S increases
at very low doping levels, since only W ppy exists. In
the coexistence or underdoped region, S drops because

psc develops. A fter passing the optim al point,
decreases and thusm akes S Increase again.

D sC

There is also speci ¢ heat anom aly at the onset of
Wppw » @s shown In Fig 5. The jump of the speci ¢
heat coe cient ()= C (T )=T is Jarge and can be com —



8r 0.17 ]
,
/ ‘\ L7
€ / .7 \
el 010 /1 . \ ]
;f;_> / | /// \
g S \
S 0.08 '/ ‘l . \
© \ e N i
e4r ,/// \ L T '\L
Q s \/ | | gad \\ S--Z
S ST T
2 !
) 2 F // / i
r/
l/ /
v
0 L L L
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Temperature

FIG.4: Speci cheatcoe cient (T)vs in theunderdoped

and optin al region, from left to right =0.08, 0.10, 0.17.

pared w ith those at the onset of pgsc . The jum p at the
DDW transition is lJarger at the m ore underdoped side,
while that at the D SC transition’s behavior is just oppo—
site. H ow ever, the form er is not seen in experim ents and
isadi culty orthe DDW scenario. It was argued that
disorder rem oves the sharp transition and tums it into
a am ooth crossover in Ref. ﬁ Ref. QO] suggests that
a negatively large can weaken the jum p by destroying
the nesting of Fem isurface. However, from the Fig.2B,

Increases rapidly when T! Tppy , and j jismuch
anallerat Tppy than at zero tem perature, especially at
the low doping region. It is stilldi cul to understand
why can be negatively large.

At last, we brie y discuss the condensation energy
Ug. In the case of the pure DSC state, electrons
near ( ;0) contrbute much to Uy and those near
( =2; =2) contribute little. However, in the DDW sce—
nario, there is a preexisting Wppy in the pseudogap
region by assum ption. Upon doping, the Fem i sur-
face is a small pocket, which has not been seen in

experin ents yet. The same d;: 2 symmetry makes

the vicinity of ( ;0) already far below the Fem i sur-
face. Then paring can not a ect them as signi cantly
as in the case of pure DSC, thus Uy is reduced. Let
us study the contribution to Uy along the curve of

the mihinum gap form the direction ( =2; =2) !
( ;0). At beginning, it is proportional t© psc ks
where y = cosky cosky . A fter passing the point

ko where the end of
dence changes into i ( Sow @ o= k)% + 24
Wppw L  xo= x)). IfW ppyw islarge, the slopebecom es
softer and an apparent kink develops. This kink can be
testi ed by studying the retreat of the leading edges of
the high resolution ARPEP S data deep in the supercon—
ducting region relative to those in the pseudogap region.
Ifthe pseudogap is caused by pair uctuations, such kink
w il not exist.

e Femm i pocket lies, the depen—
W2

In summary, we studied the DDW and DSC order
param eters’ dependence w ith tem perature and them o—
dynam ic quantities in detail by solving the mean- eld
Ham iltonian selfconsistently. The DDW order is sup—
pressed when tem perature drops below T. in the under-
doped region because of their com peting nature. The
disagreem ent w ith experim ental results was discussed.
Behaviors of the chem ical potential, entropy and spe-
ci cheat wih tem perature and doping are investigated.
T he increase of chem icalpotential is predicted when the
tem perature Increases In the pseudogap region. W e also
show ed the decrease of entropy w hen doping decreases in
the underdoped region. T he distrbution of condensation
energy in the m om entum space has a kink along the di-
rection form ( =2; =2) to ( ;0). These featuresm ay be
used In experim ents to testify the DDW scenardo.
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