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P reface

Tt is the purpose of this paper to explore the theory of high tem perature
superconductivity. M uch of the m otivation for this com es from the study
of cuprate high tem perature superconductors. H owever, we do not focus in
great detailon the ram arkable and exciting physics that has been discovered
in these m aterdals. R ather, we focus on the core theoretical issues associated
w ith the m echanian of high tem perature superconductivity. A though our
discussions of theoretical issues in a strongly correlated superconductor are
Intended to be self contained and pedagogically com plete, our discussions of
experin ents in the cuprates are, unfortunately, considerably m ore truncated
and in pressionistic.

Our prim ary focus is on physics at Interm ediate tem perature scales of
order T. (as well as the som ewhat larger \pseudogap" tem perature) and
energies of order the gap m aximum , ¢.Consequently (and relictantly) we
have om itted any detailed discussion of a number of fascinating topics in
cuprate superconductiviy, ncliding the low energy physics associated w ith
nodal quasiparticles, the properties of the vortex m atter which resuls from
the application of a m agnetic eld, the e ects of disorder, and a host of
m aterial speci c issues. T his paper is long enough as it is!
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1 Introduction

C onventional superconductors are good m etals in their nom al states, and
are well described by Fem 1 liquid theory. They also exhibit a hierarchy of
energy scals, Ex ~1p kg To, where Er and ~!p are the Fermm i and
D ebye energies, respectively, and T. is the superconducting transition tem —
perature. M oreover, one typically does not have to think about the interplay
betw een superconductivity and any other sort of collective ordering, since In
m ost cases the only weak coupling instability ofa Ferm iliquid is to supercon—
ductivity. T hese reasons underlie the success of the BC S-E liashbergM igdal
theory In describing m etallic superconductors 'g:].

By contrast, the cuprate high tem perature superconductors ig] (and var-
lous other new Iy discovered m aterials w ith high superconducting transition
tem peratures) are highly correlated \bad m etals," E,Eﬂ] w ith nom al state
properties that are not at allthose ofa Ferm i liquid. T here is com pelling evi-
dence that they arebetter thought ofasdoped M ott insulators, ratherthan as
strongly interacting versions of conventionalm etals E_E;{-'j]. T he cuprates also
exhbit num eroustypesoflow tem perature orderw hich interact strongly w ith
the superconductivity, the m ost prom nent being antiferrom agnetisn and the
unidirectional charge and spin density wave \stripe" order. T hese orders can
com pete or coexist w ith superconductivity. Furthem ore, whereasphase uc—
tuations of the superconducting order param eter are negligbly sm all in con—
ventional superconductors, uctuation e ects are of order one in the high
tem perature superconductors because of theirm uch sn aller super uid sti —
ness.

A pparently, none ofthis com plicates the findam ental character ofthe su-
perconducting order param eter: it is stilla charge 2e scalar eld, although it
transform s according to a nontrivial representation of the point group sym —
m etry ofthe crystal| it is a \d-w ave superconductor." A t asym ptotically low
tem peratures and energies, there is every reason to expect that the physics is
dom inated by nodal quasiparticles that are sim ilar to those that one m ight

nd In a BC S superconductor of the sam e sym m etry. Indeed, there is consid—
erable direct experin ental evidence that this expectation is realized E{11].
H owever, the ailure of Femm i liquid theory to describe the nom al state and
the presence of com peting orders necessitates an entirely di erent approach
to understanding m uch ofthe physics, especially at Interm ediate scales of or-
der kg T., which is the relevant scale for the m echanism ofhigh tem perature
superconductiviy.

Tt is the purpose of this paper to address the physics of high tem pera—
ture superconductivity at these interm ediate scales.W e pay particular atten—
tion to the problem of charge dynam ics n doped M ott Insulators. W e also
stress the physics of quasione din ensional superconductors, in part because
that is the one theoretically well understood lim it in which superconduc—
tivity em erges from a non-Fem i liquid nom alstate. To the extent that the
physics evolves adiabatically from the quasione to the quasitw o din ensional

The virtues of BCS
theory are extolled.

The assum ptions
of BCS theory are
violated by the
high tem perature
superconductors.

The purpose of this
paper.
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Iim it, this case provides considerable insight into the actual problem of in—
terest. T he soundness of this approach can be argued from the observation
that YBa,Cuz0 4 ¥BCO) (which is strongly orthorhom bic) exhibits very
sin ilar physics to that of the m ore tetragonal cuprates. Sihoce the conduc-
tivity and the super uid density in YBCO exhibit a factor of 2 or greater
anisotropy w ithin the plane, {12,13]thism aterialis already part way toward
the quasione din ensional lin it w ithout substantial changes in the physics!
In the second place, because of the delicate interplay between stripe and su—
perconducting orders observed In the cuprates, it is reasonable to speculate
that the electronic structure m ay be literally quasione din ensional at the
local lkevel, even when little of this anisotropy is apparent at the m acroscopic
scale. _

A prom inent them e of this artick is the role ofm esoscake structure I_lé_i]
B ecause the kinetic energy is strongly dom inant in good m etals, their wave—
finctions are very rigid and hence the electron density ishighly hom ogeneous
In real space, even in the presence of a spatially varying extemal poten—
tial (e.4g. disorder). In a highly correlated system , the electronic structure is
m uch m ore prone to inhom ogeneity [_1-5I {:_I]‘], and interm ediate scale structures
(stripes are an exam plk) are likely an integral piece of the physics. Indeed,
based on the system atics of local superconducting correlations in exact so—
lutions of various lim ting m odels and in num erical \experinents" on t J
and Hubbard m odels, we have com e to the conclusion that m esoscale struc—
ture m ay be essentialto a m echanism ofhigh tem perature superconducting
pairing. (See Sections :_1-(_5 and :_[]_} ) This is a potentially in portant guiding
principle in the search for new high tem perature superconductors.

T his is related to a conoept that we believe is centralto them echanism of
high tem perature superconductivity : the condensation is driven by a low ering
ofkinetic energy. A Fem i liquid nom alstate is essentially the ground state
of the electron kinetic energy, so any superconducting state which em erges
from it m ust have higher kinetic energy. T he energy gain which powers the
superconducting transition from a Fem i liquid m ust therefore be energy of
Interaction | this underlies any B C S-lke approach to the problem . In the op—
posite lin it of strong repulsive interactions between electrons, the nom al
state has high kinetic energy. It is thus possble to conceive of a kinetic en—
ergy driven m echanisn of superconductivity, in which the strong frustration
of the kinetic energy is partially relieved upon entering the superconducting
state t_lg‘{g-l_i'] Such a m echanism does not require subtle induced attractions,
but derives directly from the strong repulsion between electrons. A s will be
discussed in Section 110, the proxin ity e ect in the conventional theory of
superconductivity is a prototypical exam ple of such a kinetic energy driven
m echanisn :when a superconductor and a nom alm etalare placed in contact
w ith each other, the electrons in the m etalpair (even if the interactions be—
tween them are repulsive) In order to low er their zero point kinetic energy by
delocalizing across the interface.A related phenom enon, w hich we have called
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the \spin gap proxin ity e ect" :_[i_ﬁ),:_i;%] (see Section ::1:0;4), produces strong
superconducting correlationsin t J and Hubbard ladders :_[-2_'6], w here the re—
duction of kinetic energy transverse to the ladder direction drives pairing. It

isunclear to us w hether experim ents can unam biguously distinguish betw een

a potentialenergy and a kinetic energy driven m echanisn :_l: But since the in-
teraction between electrons is strongly repulsive for the system s in question,

we feel that the a priori case for a kinetic energy driven m echanisn is very

strong.

O urapproach in thisarticle is rst to analyze various aspects ofhigh tem —
perature superconductiviy as abstract problem s in theoretical physics, and
then to discuss their speci ¢ application to the cuprate high tem perature su—
perconductorsg W e have also attem pted to m ake each section self contained.
A though m any readers no doubt w illbe drawn to read this com pelling arti-
cle in is entirety, we have also tried to m ake it useful for those readers who
are interested in leaming about one or anotherm ore speci c issue.The st
eleven sections focus on theoretical issues, except for Section :ff, where we
brie y sketch them echanisn in light ofour view ofthe phase diagram ofthe
cuprate superconductors. In the nalsection, we focus m ore directly on the
physics of high tem perature superconductiviy in the cuprates, and summ a—
rize som e of the experin ental issues that rem ain, in our opinion, unsettled.
E xoept w here din ensionalargum ents are in portant, we w illhenceforth work
wih units in which ~= kg = 1.

2 High Tem perature Superconductivity is H ard to
A ttain

Superconductivity in m etals isthe result oftw o distinct quantum phenom ena:
pairing and long range phase coherence. In conventionalhom ogeneous super—
conductors, the phase sti ness is so great that these two phenom ena occur
sin ultaneously. O n the other hand, in granular superconductors and Jossph—
son junction arrays, pairing occurs at the buk transition tem perature of the
constituent m etal, whilk long range phase coherence, if it occurs at all, ob—
tains at a much lower tem perature characteristic of the Josephson coupling
between superconducting grains. To achieve high tem perature superconduc—
tivity requires that both scales be elevated sin ultaneously. H ow ever, given
that the bare interactionsbetw een electrons are strongly repulsive, it is som e~
whatm iraculousthat electron pairing occursat all. Strong interactions, w hich
m ight enable pairing at high scales, typically also have the e ect of strongly

! Recent papersby M olegraafet al éi] and Santadner-Syro et al éS:] present very
plausble experim ental evidence of a kintetic energy driven m echanism of super-
conductivity In at least certain high tem perature superconductors.

2 W hile exam ples of sim ilar behavior can be found In other m aterials, for ease of
exposition we have focused on this single exam ple.

The plan of the arti-
ck is discussed.

Catch 22



BCS is not for high
T. superconductiv—-

ity.

N ever
Coulom b
tion.

forget the
Interac—

10 E.W .Carlson,V .J.Emery, S.A .K ivelson, and D . O rgad

suppressing the phase sti ness, and m oreover typically induce other orderﬁ
in the system which com pete w ith superconductivity.

Tt is in portant in any discussion of the theory of high tem perature su-
perconductivity to have clearly in m ind why conventional m etallic super—
conductors, which are so com pltely understood in the context of the Fermn i
licuid based BC S-E liashberg theory, rarely have T.’s above 15K , and never
above 30K . In this section, we brie y discuss the principal reasons why a
straightforw ard extension of the BC S-E liashberg theory does not provide a
fram ew ork forunderstanding high tem perature superconductivity, w hether in
the cuprate superconductors, or In C¢g, or possibly even BaKBiO orM gB,.

2.1 E ects ofthe Coulom b repulsion and retardation on pairing

In conventionalB C S superconductors, the instantaneous Interactionsbetw een
electrons are typically repulsive (or at best very weakly attractive) | it isonly
because the phonon induced attraction is retarded that i (parely) dom inates
at low frequencies. Even if new types of interm ediate bosons are invoked
to replace phonons in a straightforw ard variant of the BC S m echaniam , the
Instantaneous interactions w ill still be repulsive, so any induced attraction is
typically weak, and only operative at low frequencies.

Strangely enough, the delkterious e ects of the Coulomb interaction on
high tem perature superconductivity hasbeen largely ignored in the theoret—
ical literature. T he suggestion has been m ade that high pairing scales can
be achieved by replacing the relatively low frequency phonons which m edi-
ate the pairing in conventionalm etals by higher frequency bosonic m odes,
such as the spin waves in the high tem perature superconductors é?_}{:_ié] or
the shapem odes @-,3;,:_3-4] ofC g m olecules. H ow ever, in m ost theoretical treat—
m ents ofthis idea, the C oulom b pseudopotential is either neglected or treated
in a cavalier m anner. T hat is, m odels are considered in which the instanta—
neous Interactions between electrons are strongly attractive. T his is aln ost
certainly f_l-l_i,gd,:_?:g: {5?] an unphysical assum ption! o

In Section -_S{, we usem odem renom alization group RG ) m ethods [_35_;,'._3§l]
to derive the conventional expression for the Coulomb pseudopotential, and
how it enters the e ective pairing interaction at frequencies lower than the
D ebye frequency, !p . This theory iswell controlled so long as !p Ef and
the interaction strengths are not too large. It is worth re ecting on a well
known, but ram arkably profound result that em erges from this analysis:A s
electronic states are Integrated out between the m icroscopic scale Er and
the Intermm ediate scale, !p , the electron-phonon interaction is unrenom al-
ized (and so can be wellestim ated from m icroscopic considerations), but the
Coulom b repulsion is reduced from a bare value, , to a renom alized value,

= =1+ bgEr=!'p)l: @

3 Ie.m agnetic, structural, etc.
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Here, as is traditional, and are the din ensionless m easures of the in—
teraction strength obtained by multiplying the interaction strength by the
density of states. W e de ne In an analogous m anner for the electron-—
phonon interaction. T hus, even if the instantaneous interaction is repulsive
(ie. < 0), the e ective interaction at the scale § w ill nonetheless be
attractive ( > 0) for !p Er . Below this scale, the standard RG
analysis yields the fam iliar weak coupling estin ate of the pairing scale Ty :

Tp b exp[ 1=( )1: 2)

Retardation is an es—
T he essential role of retardation ism ade clear if one considers the depen— sential feature of the

dence of T, on !p : BCS m echanism .
2
dlo T
ﬂ =1 log b . (3)
d]og['D ] !D
So long as !p Er exp[ (1 )= ],wehavec% l,and T, s a
linearly rising fiinction of ! , giving rise to the conventional isotope e ectﬁ
However,when ! > Tyexpll= J;we have %ﬁrj]] < 0, and T, becomes a

decreasing function of !p ! C kearly, unless !p is exponentially sm aller than
Er , superconducting pairing is in possible by the conventionalm echanism E:

This problm is particularly vexing in the cuprate high tem perature su—
perconductors and sin ilar m aterials, which have low electron densities, and
Incipient or apparent M ott lnsulating behavior. T hism eans that screening of
the Coulom b interaction is typically poor, and isthusexpected to be large.
Speci cally, from the inverse Fourder transform ofthe k dependent gap func-
tion m easured [fl(_i] in angle resolved photoem ission spectroscopy ARPES)
on BLSrnCaCuy0g4+ , I ispossble to conclude (at least at the level of the
BC S gap equation) that the dom inant pairing interactions have a range equal
to the nearest neighbor copper distance. Since this distance is less than the Pairing’s Bane
distance between doped holes, i isdi cul to believe that m etallic screening
isvery e ective at these distances. From cluster calculations and an analysis
of various local spectroscopies, a crude estim ate [_2-9'] of the Coulomb repul-
sion at this distance is of order 056V or m ore. To obtain pairing from a
conventionalm echanism w ith relatively little retardation, it is necessary that
the e ective attraction be considerably larger than this!

W e are therefore led to the conclusion that the only way a BC S m echanisn
can produce a high pairing scale is if the e ective attraction, , isvery large
indeed. T his, however, brings other problem s w ith it.

4 Recall, Hrphonons, dlog[lp FdlogM 1= 1=2.
5 In the present discussion we have in agihed varying !p whik keeping xed the
electron-phonon coupling constant, = 5 = {~, where C is proportional to
°D

the (squared) gradient ofthe electron—ion potentialand K isthe \spring constant"
between the ions. Ifwe consider Instead the e ect of increasing !'p at xedC=M ,
it leadsto a decrease In  and hence a very rapid suppression ofthe pairing scale.
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2.2 P airing vs. phase ordering

In m ost cases, it isunphysicalto assum e the existence of strong attractive in—
teractions betw een electrons. H ow ever, even supposing we ignore this, strong
attractive interactions bring about other problem s for high tem perature su—
perconductivity: 1) There is a concom itant strong reduction of the phase
ordering tem perature and thus ofT¢. 2) T here is the possibility of com peting
orders.W e discuss the rst problm here, and the second i Section,2.3.

Strong attractive interactions typically resul in a large Increase In the
e ective m ass, and a corresponding reduction of the phase ordering tem per—
ature. Consider, or exam ple, the strong coupling lin it of the negative U
Hubbard m odel [41] or the Holstein m odel @3], discussed in Section 0. In
both cases, pairs have a large binding energy, but they typically Bose con—
dense at a very low tem perature because of the large e ective m ass of a
tightly bound pajr| the e ective m ass is proportionalto jJ jin the H ubbard
m odel and is exponentially lJarge in the H olstein m odel. (See Section :_Z[Q‘ J)

W hereas in conventional superconductors, the bare super uid sti ness is
s0 great that even a substantial renom alization of the e ective m asswould
hardly m atter, In the cuprate high tem perature superconductors, the su—
per uid sti ness is an all, and a substantialm ass renom alization would be
catastrophic. The point can be m ade m ost sin ply by considering the re-
sult of sin ple din ensional analysis. The density of doped holes per plane
In an optim ally doped high tem perature superconductor is approxin ately
Nag = 10*¥am 2.2 ssum ing a density of hole pairs that is halfthis, and tak—
ing the rough estim ate forthe paire ectivemass,m = 2m.,we nd aphase
ordering scale,

T = ~“nye=2m 10 eV 100K : @)

Since this is in the neighborhood of the actual T, i clearly inplies that
any largem ass renom alization would be lncom patible w ith a high transition
tem perature. W hat about conventional superconductors? A sin ilar estin ate
nhaW = 10A thik Pb In givesT = ~2n5qW =2m lev 10;000K !
C learly, phase uctuations are unim portant in Pb. T his issue is addressed in
detail in Section 4.

W e have seen how T, and T have opposite dependence on coupling
strength . If this is a generaltrend, then i is lkely that any m aterialin which
T. hasbeen optim ized hase ectively been tuned to a crossoverpoint betw een
pairing and condensation. A modi cation of the m aterdal which produces
stronger e ective interactions will increase phase uctuations and thereby
reduce T, while weaker interactions w i1l Iower T. because of pair breaking.
In Section nfi it willbe shown that optin al doping in the cuprate supercon-
ductors corresoonds to precisely this sort of crossover from a regin e in which
T. is determ ined by phase ordering to a pairing dom inated regim e.
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2.3 Com peting orders

A Fem i liquid is a rem arkably robust state of m atter. In the absence of
nesting, i is stabl for a rangqﬁ of repulsive interactions; the Cooper in—
stability is its only weak coupling instability. T he phase diagram of sinple
m etals consists of a high tem perature m etallic phase and a low tem perature
superconducting state. W hen the superconductiviy is suppressed by either
a magnetic eld or appropriate disorder (e.g. param agnetic in purities), the
system rem ainsm etallic down to the lowest tem peratures.

T he situation becom es considerably m ore com plex for su ciently strong
Interactionsbetw een electrons. In this case, the Ferm iliquid description ofthe
nom alor high tem perature phase breaks dow n:z: and m any possble phases
com pete. In addition to m etallic and superconducting phases, one would gen—
erally expect various sorts of electronic \crystalline" phases, ncluding charge
ordered phases (ie. a charge density wave| CDW | of which the W igner
crystal is the sin plest exam ple) and spin ordered phases (ie. a soin density
wave| SDW | ofwhich the N eelstate is the sin plest exam ple).

T ypically, one thinks of such phases as insulating, but it is certainly possi-
ble for charge and spin orderto coexist w ith m etallic or even superconducting
electron transport. For exam ple, this can occur In a conventionalweak cou-—
pling theory if the density wave order opens a gap on only part of the Ferm i
surface, leaving other parts gapless :Z_II_;] Tt can also occur in a m ulticom po—
nent system , In which the density wave order involves one set of electronic
orbitals, and the conduction occurs through others| this is the traditional
understanding of the coexisting superconducting and m agnetic order in the
C hevrel com pounds {_ZIZ_L']

Such coexistence is also possible for less conventionalorders. O ne particu-
Jar class of com peting orders is know n loosely as \stripe" order. Stripe order
refers to unidirectional density wave order, ie. order which spontaneously
breaks translational symm etry in one direction but not in others. W e will
refer to charge stripe order, if the broken sym m etry leads to charge density
m odulations and spin stripe order if the broken sym m etry leads to spin den—
sity m odulations, as well. C harge stripe order can occur w ithout spin order,
but spin order (in a sense that will be m ade precise, below ) in plies charge
order Iﬁl-@'] Both are known on theoretical and experim ental grounds to be a
prom nent feature of doped M ott insulators in general, and the high tem per-
ature superconductors in particular [_6,;4-@'{'._5-]_;] E ach ofthese orders can occur
in an insulating, m etallic, or superconducting state.

In recent years there has been considerable theoretical interest in other
types of order that could be induced by strong interactions. From the per—
spoective of stripe phases, i is natural to consider various partially m elted
\stripe liquid" phases, and to classify such phases, n analogy w ith the clas—
si cation ofphases of classical liquid crystals, according to their broken sym —

¢ As long as the Interactions are not too strong.
7 W hether it breaks down for findam ental or practical reasons is unin portant.

\Stripe" order
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m etries [_5;1] For instance, one can in agine a phase that breaks rotational
symm etry (or, n a crystal, the point group sym m etry) but not translational
symm etry, ie. quantum (ground state) analogues of nem atic or hexatic lig—
uid crystalline phases. Still m ore exotic phases, such as those wih ground
state orbital currents Eé{:_g@'] or topological order t_S-_E’.], have also been sug—
gested as the explanation for various observed features ofthe phenom enology
of the high tem perature superconductors.

G ven the com plex character of the phase diagram of highly correlated
electrons, i is clear that the conventional approach to superconductivity,
which Pcuses sokly on the properties of the nom al m etal and the pure
superconducting phase, is suspect.A m ore globalapproach, w hich takes into
account som e (or all) of the com peting phases is called for. M oreover, even
the term \com peting" carries w ith it a prejadice that m ust not be acospted
w ithout thought. In a weakly correlated system , in which any low tem perature
ordered state occurs as a Ferm i surface instability, di erent orders generally
do com pete: ifone order produces a gap on part ofthe Ferm isurface, there are
few er rem aining low energy degrees of freedom to participate in the form ation
ofanother type of order. For highly correlated electrons, how ever, the sign of
the Interaction between di erent types of order is less clear. It can happen
E§-(_i] that under one set of circum stances, a given order tends to enhance
superconductivity and under others, to suppress i.

T he issue of com peting orders, of course, is not new . In a Fem i liquid,
strong e ective attractionstypically lead to lattice instabilities, charge or spin
density wave order, etc. H ere the problem is that the system either becom es
an insulatoror, if it rem ainsm etallic, the residualattraction is typically weak.
For instance, lattice instability has been seen to lim it the superconducting
transition tem perature of the A 15 com pounds, the high tem perature super—
conductors of a previous generation . Indeed, the previous generation ofBC S
based theories which addressed the issue always concluded that com peting
orders suppress superconductivity i_4£1:]

M ore recently i has been argued that near an instability to an ordered
state there isa low lying collectivem ode (the Incipient G oldstonem ode ofthe
ordered phase) which can play the role of the phonon in a BC S-like m echa-
hasbeen argued that in the neighborhood ofa zero tem perature transition to
an ordered phase, quantum critical uctuations can m ediate superconduct-
Ing pairing in a m ore or less traditional way {_63'{:_55] There are reasons to
expect this type of uctuation m ediated pair binding to lead to a depres—
sion of T.. If the collective m odes are nearly G oldstone m odes (as opposed
to relaxational \critical m odes"), general considerations goveming the cou—
plings of such m odes in the ordered phase In ply that the superconducting
transition tem perature is depressed substantially from any naive estin ate by
large vertex corrections l_éé] M oreover, In a regin e of large uctuations to
a nearby ordered phase, one generally expects a density of states reduction
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due to the developm ent of a pseudogap; feeding this psuedogapped density of
states back into the BC S-E liashberg theory willagain result In a signi cant
reduction of T..

3 Superconductivity in the Cuprates: G eneral
C onsiderations

W hile the principal focus of the present article is theoretical, the choice of
topics and m odels and the approaches are very m uch m otivated by our inter—
est in the experim entally observed properties ofthe cuprate high tem perature

superconductors. In this section, we discussbrie y som e ofthem ost dram atic
(and least controversial) agpects ofthe phenom enology ofthesem aterials, and

w hat sorts of constraints those observations im ply for theory.A swe are pri-
m arily interested in the origin ofhigh tem perature superconductivity, we w ill
dealhere aln ost exclusively w ith experin ents in the tem perature and energy

ranges between about T.=2 and a few tines T..

Before starting, there are a number of descriptive tem s that warrant
de nition.The parent state ofeach fam ily ofthe high tem perature supercon—
ductors is an antiferrom agnetic \M ott" insulatorw ith one hole (and spin 1=2)
per planar oopper.ﬁ T hese insulators are transform ed into superconductors

® The term \M ott insulator" m eans m any things to m any people. O ne de nition
is that a M ott insulator is Insulating because of Interactions between electrons,
ratherthan because a noninteractingband is lled.T hisisnot a precisede nition.
For exam ple, a M ott Insulating state can arise due to a spontaneously broken
sym m etry which increases the size of the unit cell. H ow ever, this is adiabatically
connected to the weak coupling lim it, and can be qualitatively understood via
generalized H artreeFock theory. T here is still a quantitative distinction betw een
a weak coupling \sin ple" insulator on the one hand, which has an insulating gap
that is directly related to the order param eter which characterizes the broken
symm etry, and the \M ott" insulator on the other hand, which has an insulating
gap w hich is Jarge due to the strong repulsion betw een electrons. In the latter case,
the resistivity begins to grow very large com pared to the quantum of resistance
well above the tem perature at which the broken sym m etry occurs. T he undoped
cuprate superconductors are clearly M ott insulators in the quantitative sense
that the insulating gap is of order 26V, whilke the antiferrom agnetic ordering
tem peratures are around 30 m eV .

However, for those who prefer @7] a sharp, qualitative distinction, the tem
\M ott nsulator" is reserved for \spin liguid" states which are distinct zero
tem perature phases of m atter, do not break sym m etries, and cannot be under—
stood in tem s of any straightforward H artreeFock description. M any such ex—
otic states have been theoretically envisaged, Jnc]udmg the long [5 '68 and short
ranged _@_9{'71@ RVB liquids, the chiral spin liquid {_72{’74 the nodal sz:ll’-l _]Jg—
uid {_75 76] and various other fractionalized states w ith topological order [/7,778].
Very recent]y, n the rst \proofofprincipl," a concrete modelw ith a well de—

ned short ranged RV B phase has been discovered 1:29 80]
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Fig.l. Schem atic phase diagram of a cuprate high tem perature superconductor
as a function of tem perature and x| the density of doped holes per planar Cu.
The solid lines represent phase transitions into the antiferrom agnetic A F) and
superconducting (SC) states. T he dashed line m arks the openning of a pseudogap
PG). The latter crossover is not sharply de ned and there is still debate on its
position; see Refs.'81,'82.

by introducing a concentration, x, of \doped hols" into the copper oxide
planes. A s a function of increasing x, the antiferrom agnetic transition tem —
perature is rapidly suppressed to zero, then the superconducting transition
tem perature rises from zero to a m aximum and then dropsdown again. (See
Fjg.:g:.) W here T. is an Increasing function of x, the m aterials are said to
be \underdoped." They are \optin ally doped" where T. reaches its m axi-
mum atx 0:15, and they are \overdoped" for lJarger x . In the underdoped
regin e there are a vardety of crossover phenom ena observed EB-}',?-Z_;] at tem -
peratures above T, in which various form s of spectralweight at low energies
are apparently suppressed | these phenom ena are associated w ith the opening
of a \psuedogap." T here are various fam ilies of high tem perature supercon-—
ductors, all of which have the sam e nearly square copper oxide planes, but
di erent structures in the regionsbetw een the planes. O ne characteristic that
seam s to have a fairly direct connection w ith T, isthe num ber of copper-oxide
planes that are close enough to each other that interplane coupling m ay be
signi cant; T. seem s generally to increase w ith number of planes w thin a
hom ologous series, at least as one progresses from \single layer" to \bilayer,"
to \trilayer" m aterials E,}_B-I_i'].
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3.1 A Fem isurface instability requires a Femm i surface

A shasbeen stressed, for instance, by Schrie er :_[i], BC S theory relies heavily
on the accuracy w ith which the nom al state is descrdbed by Fem i liquid
theory.BC S superconductivity is a Fem i surface instability, which isonly a
reasonable concept if there is a wellde ned Fem i surface. BC S-E liashberg
theory relies on the dom inance of a certain class of diagram s, summ ed to
all orders In perturbation theory. This can be justi ed from phase space
considerations for a Fem i liquid, but need not be valid m ore generally. To
put i m ost physically, BCS theory pairs well de ned quasiparticles, and
therefore requires wellde ned quasiparticles in the nom al state.

T here is am ple evidence that in optin ally and underdoped cuprates, at
Jeast, there are no wellde ned quasiparticles In the nom al state. T his can
be deduced directly from ARPES studies ofthe single particle spectral func—
tion B4{91], or indirectly from an analysis of various spin, current, and den—
sity response functions of the system E,:ff]. M any, though not all, of these
response flinctions have been successflly described Léé {:_§£i] by the \m arginal
Ferm iliquid" phenom enology.) B ecause w e understand the nature ofa Fermm i
liquid so well, it is relatively straightforward to establish that a system isa
non-Fem 1iliquid, at least in extrem e cases. It ism uch harder to establish the
cause of this behavior| i could be due to the proxin iy of a findam entally
new non-Fem iliquid ground state phase ofm atter, or it could be because the
characteristic coherence tem perature, below which wellde ned quasiparticles
dom inate the physics, is lower than the tem peratures of interest. R egardless
of the reason for the breakdown of Fermm i liquid theory, a description of the
physics at scales of tem peratures com parable to T, can clearly not be based
on a quasiparticle description, and thus cannot rely on BC S theory.

3.2 There isno room for retardation

A s stressed In Section :_2-_.1', retardation plays a pivotalrole In the BC S m ech—
anisn . In the typicalm etallic superconductor, the Femm i energy is of order
106V, whilke phonon frequencies are oforder 10 2eV, so Ep =!p 16! Since
the renom alization ofthe C oulom b pseudopotential is logarithm ic, this lJarge
value ofthe retardation is needed. In the cuprate superconductors, the band—
width measured n ARPES is roughly Ex O:3eV| this is a renom alized
bandw idth of sorts, but this is presum ably what determ ines the quasiparticle
dynam ics. Independent of anything else, the iInduced interaction m ust clearly
be fast com pared to the gap scale, !'p > 2 o, where ( is the m agnitude
of the superconducting gap. From either ARPES [_9-5,:_9-_6] or tunnelling [_9-]']
experin ents, we can estinate 2 o 006V . Thus, a rough upper bound
Er=!p < Er=2 o 5 can be established on how retarded an interaction in
the cuprates can possibly be. That is aln ost not retarded at all!

W e belabor the need
for a non-Fem i lig-
uid kased approach.
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3.3 Pairing is collective!

For the m ost part, the superconducting coherence length, o, cannot be di-
rectly m easured In the high tem perature superconductors because, for T

T., the upper critical eld, Hey, is too high to access readily. However, it
can be inferred indirectly [_9@{@(:)25] In various ways, and for the m ost part
people have concluded that ( is approxin ately 2 or 3 lattice constants In
typical optin ally doped m aterials. This has lead m any people to conclude
that these m aterdals are nearly in a \real space pairing" lim it @Qi {g(_)?:], n
which pairs of holes form actual two particle bound states, and then Bose
condense at T.. This notion is based on the observation that if x is the den-
sity of \doped holes" per site, then the num ber of pairs per coherence area,
N, = (1=2)x 2=a?, isa number which is approxin ately equalto 1 for \op-
tim aldoping," x  0:15 0:20.

H owever, there are strong a priori and em pirical reasons to discard this
view point.

O n theoreticalgrounds: In a system dom nated by strong repulsive inter—
actions between electrons, it is clear that pairing m ust be a collective phe—
nom enon. The Coulom b interaction between an isolated pair of doped holes
would seem to be prohbitively large, and i seem s unlikely that a strong
enough e ective attraction can em erge to m ake such a strong binding pos—
sible. (Som e num erical studies of this have been carried out, in the context
of ladder system s, by D agotto and collaborators [:LC:)8:].) M oreover, it is far
from clear that the din ensional argum ent used above m akes any sense:W hy
should we only count doped holes in m aking this estin ate? W hat are the
rest of the holes doing all this tin e? If we use the density of holes per site
1+ x), which is consistent w ith the area enclosed by the Ferm isurface seen
in ARPES [1@5:0], the resulting N is an order of m agniude larger than the
above estin ate:_9:

On experim ental grounds: The essential de ning feature of real space
pairing is that the chem ical potentialm oves below the bottom of the band.
Incipient real space pairing m ust thus be associated w ith signi cant m o_tg'gn
112]. H ow ever, experin entally, the chem ical potential is ound to lie in the
m iddle of the band, where the enclosed area of the Brilloin zone satis es

° A theory of real space pairs which includes all the electrons and the repulsive
Interactions between them can be caricatured as a hard core quantum diner
m odel t_7(_)l] H ere the pairing is collective, due to the high density ofpairs. Indeed,
N, involves all of the electrons (the doped holes are not paired at all), but
the super uid density is sm all, involving only the density of doped holes. This
contrasts m arkedly w ith the case of clean m etallic superconductors where the
density of pairs (that is, the density of electrons whose state is signi cantly
altered by pairing) is an all, N Er ) o, whilke the super uid density is lJarge
and involves all the electrons. T here is som e evidence that_tl’le form er situation
in fact pertains to the high tem perature superconductors t_ll_Q]
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Luttinger’s theoram , and no signi cant m otion at T. (or at any pseudogap

tem perature n underdoped m aterials) hasbeen observed [}}E_] {gl?_].T his fact,
alone, establishes that the physics isnow here near the real gpace pairing lim i.

34 W hat determ ines the sym m etry of the pair wavefunction?

Independent of but contem porary with the discovery of high tem perature
superconductivity in the cuprates, Scalapino, Loh, and H irsch [Z_Llé], in a
prescient work suggested the possibility of superconductivity n the two di-
m ensionalHl ubbard m odel in the neighborhood ofthe antiferrom agnetic state
athalf 1ling.Thiswork,which wasin spirit a realization ofthe ideas ofK ohn
and Luttinger [:LiQ:], concluded that the dom Inant superconducting instability
should haved 2 y2) symm etry, asopposed to s symm etry. Inm ediately after
the discovery _oJ_f l:uglr_l tem perature superconductivity, a Jarge num ber of other
purely theoretical analyses, although at the tin e the experin ental evidence
of such pairing was am biguous, at best. By now it seem s very clear that this
idea w as correct, at least foram a prity ofthe cuprate superconductors, based

ofthe great trium phs oftheory in this eld. (T here are still som e experin ents
which appear to contradict this sym m etry assignm ent ELZS:D], so the sub fct
cannot be said to be com pletely closed, but it seem s very unlkely that the
basic conclusion w illbe overtumed.)

W hile the nam es \s" and \d" relate to the rotational sym m etries of free
space, i is im portant to understand what is m eant by s-wave and d-wave
In a lattice system which, In place of continuous rotational sym m etry, has
the discrete point group sym m etry of the crystal. C onsequently, the possble
pairing sym m etries corresoond to the irreducible representations of the point
group: singkt orders are even under inversion and triplet orders are odd. In
the case of a square crystalEO", the possible singlet orders (all corresponding
to one din ensional representations) are colloquially called s, dk2 y2)s Axy) s
and g, and transom lke 1, ®* V), (xy),and x?> V) (xy), respectively.
A s a function of angle, the gap param eter In an s-wave order always has a
unigue sign, the d-w ave gap changes sign four tin es, and the g-w ave changes
sign 8 tines.A  fth type of order is som etin es discussed, called extended-s,
In which the gap function changes sign as a fiinction of the m agniude of
k, rather than as a function of its djrectjor1| this is not a true symm etry
classi cation, and in any genericm odelthere isalways nitem ixing between
s and extended s.

In crystalsw ith lower sym m etry, there are few er truly distinct irreducible
representations. For instance, if the square lattice is replaced with a rect—

% The pairing sym m etries should really be classi ed according to the point group of
a tetragonal crystal, but since the cuprates are quasitwo dim ensional, it is con—
ventional, and probably reasonable, to classify them according to the sym m etries
of a square lattice.

Theory has had its

trium phs.

d-wave pairing is de—

ned.

\d-w ave-like"
ing is de ned.

pair-
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angular one, the distinction between s and d2 2, is lost (they m iX), as is
that between d,, and g. 0 n the other hand, if the elem entary squares are
sheared to form rhom buses, then the s and d) symm etries are m ixed, as
are d2 42), and g. Both of these lower symm etries correspond to a fom
of orthorhom bic distortion observed in the cuprates| the form er is the cor—
rect symm etry group for YBa,Cuz0 7 and the latter for La, xS, CuOg4.
H owever, so long as the physics does not change fuindam entally as the lattice
sym m etry is reduced, it is reasonable to classify order param eters as \d-w ave—
like" or \s-wave-lke." W ede ne an order param eter asbeing d-wave-lke if it
changes sign under 90° rotation, although it is only a true d-wave if itsm ag-
nitude is invariant under this transform ation . C onversely, it is s-wave-lke if
its sign does not change under this rotation, or when re ected through any
approxin ate sym m etry plane. In alm ost all cases w hat is really being seen In
phase sensitive m easurem ents on the cuprates is that the order param eter is
d-wavelke. (It is worth noting that in t J and Hubbard ladders, d-wave-
like pairing is the dom inant form of pairing ocbserved in both analytic and
num erical studies, as discussed below .)

T here is a w despread belief that d-wave sym m etry follow s directly from
the presence of strong short range interactions between electrons, irrespec—
tive of details such as band structure. T he essential idea here follow s from
the observation that the pair wavefunction, at the levelof BCS mean eld
theory, is expressed in tem s ofthe gap param eter, , and the quasiparticle

soectrum , Ey , as
X 1

e S G)

pair () = a2 oF,

k

In the presence of strong short range repulsion (@and weaker longer range at—
traction) betw een electrons, it is favorable or p.ir to vanish atr = 0, which
it does autom atically ifthe pairing isnot s-wave.W hile this argum ent m akes
som e physical sense, it is ultim ately wrong. In the lin it of dilute electrons,
w here the coherence length ismuch sn aller than the Interelectron distance,
the pairing problem reduces to a two partick problem . &t iswellknown that
in the continuum the lowest energy two particle soin singlet bound state is
nodelkess. G iven certain m ild conditions on the band structure one can also
prove i on the lattice El_' T herefore, in this lm i, the order param eter is
necessarily s-wave-lke!

T he above discrepancy teachesusthat it isthe presence ofthe kinem atical
constraints in posed by the Fermn isea that allow s fornon s-wave pairing.T he
ultin ate pairing symm etry is a re ection of the distrbution in m om entum
soace ofthe Iow energy single particle spectralweight. T he reason for this is
clearw ithin BC S theory where the energy gain, which drives the transition,

' This is true under conditions that the hopping m atrix, ie. the band structure,
satis es a Peron-Frobenius condition.
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com es from the Interaction tem

X
Potential Energy =
k;k©

k kO
Vi o0 ——— H
K% OE, 2E 40

(6)

which ism axim ized by a gap function that peaks in regionsofhigh density of
states unless the pairing potential that connects these regions is particularly
an all. @ though we do not know ofan explicit justi cation ofthisargum ent
for a nonBCS theory, for exam ple one which is driven by gain In kinetic
energy, we feel that the physical consideration behind it is robust.)

F inally, there isanother issue w hich is related to orderparam eter symm etry Nodal quasiparticks

In am annerthat ism ore com plex than isusually thought| this isthe issue of
the existence of nodal quasiparticles. W hile nodal quasiparticlks are natural
In a d-wave superconductor, d-w ave superconductors can be nodeless, and s-
w ave superconductors can be nodal. To see this, it ispossible to work entirely
in the weak coupling lim it where BC S theory is reliable. T he quasiparticle
excitation spectrum can thus be expressed as

q_
Ex= "+ i )
where ", is the quasiparticle digpersion in the nom alstate (m easured from
the Fem i energy). N odal quasiparticles occur wherever the Fem i surface,
that is the locus of points where "x = 0, crosses a line of gap nodes, the
locus of points where ¢ = 0. If the Fem i surface is closed around the
origin, k = 0, or about the Brilloin zone center, k = ( ; ) (@s i ismost
likely in optim ally doped B £ S, C aCuz0 g+ -Lléc:i]),then the d-wave sym m etry
of x = 0 Inplies the existence of nodes. However, if the Fem i surface
were closed about k = (0; ) (@nd symm etry related points), there would
E:LEZE,Eli%E] the quantum phase transition between a nodaland nodeless d-w ave
superconductor w hich occurs as a param eter that alters the underlying band
structure is varied. C onversely, it is possible to have lines of gap nodes for
an extended s-w ave superconductor, and if these cross the Fem isurface, the
superconductor w ill posses nodal quasiparticles.

3.5 W hat does the pseudogap m ean?

W hat experim ents de ne the pseudogap? One of the most prom i
nent, and m ost discussed features of the cuprate superconductors is a set of
crossover phenom ena t_i-éj,:_él:,:_ézj] which are widely observed in underdoped
cuprates and, to various extents, in optim ally and even slightly overdoped
m aterials. Am ong the experin entalprobeswhich are used to locate the pseu—
dogap tem perature in di erent m aterials are:

1) ARPES and c-axis tunnelling: There is a suppression of the low
energy single particle spectralweight, shown In F jgs.:_Z and :_3 at tem peratures

do not a dwave
mean.

W hat's so pseudo
albout the pseudo—

gap?
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Fig.2. Tunnelling density of states in a sam ple of underdoped B SrnCaCu,0 g,
(T.= 83K ) as a function of tem perature. N ote that there is no tendency for the gap
to close as T. is approached from below, but that the sharp \coherence peaks" in
the spectrum do vanish at T..From Ref. ?2

above T asdetected, prin arily, in c-axis tunnelling [I134]and ARPES [95,96]
experin ents. T he scale ofenergiesand them om entum dependence ofthis sup—
pression are very rem iniscent of the d-w ave superconducting gap observed in
the sam e m aterials at tam peratures wellbelow T..This is highly suggestive
ofan identi cation between the pseudogap and som e form of local supercon—
ducting pairing. A Ithough a pseudogap energy scale is easily deduced from
these experin ents, it is not so clear to us that an unam biguous tem perature
scale can be cleanly obtained from them . (The caxis here, and henceforth,
refers to the direction perpendicular to the copper-oxide planes, which are
also referred to, crystallographically, as the ab plane.)

2) Cu NM R : There is a suppression of low energy soin uctuations as
detected [135] prinarily in Cu NMR. In some cases, two rather di erent
tem perature scales are deduced from these experin ents: an upper crossover
tem perature, at which a peak occurs in %, the real part of the unifom
Soin susceptbility (ie. the K night shift), and a low er crossover tem perature,
below vkhx:h 1=T,T drops precipitously. (See Fig. :_4.) Note that 1=T;T /
Im,, o dkf k) D ;1y)=!, the k averaged densiy of states for m agnetic
excitations, where £ (k) is an appropriate form factorwhich re ects the local
hyper ne coupling.A lthough the tem perature scale deduced from  © ism ore
or less In accordance w ith the pseudogap scale deduced from a number of



Concepts in H igh Tem perature Superconductivity 23

00 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
10%Dy-BSCCO T 10%Dy-BSCCO .
| T.=78K Te =46 K

251 i

—.— 13K —— 13K
: —— 100K T | ©o—78K T
201 & 1s0K T | a 150K

15 L

10 }.-
o] -%’_ r
|||||| 1 1 ' A L L L 1 1 L i 5

0 0z 04 06 08 10 02 04 06 08 1
0.5lcosk,a - coskyal

leading edge micpoint (meV)

Fig.3. The angular dependence of the gap in the nom al and superconducting
states of underdoped BLSrmCa; x DyxCuz04+ as deduced from the kading edge
energy ofthe single hole spectralfiinction A< (k;!)measured by ARPES.A straight
line in thisplot would correspond to the sinplest d,2 ,2 gap, J x j= oJjoos(ks)
cos(ky)J. From Ref.93.

other spectroscopies, i is actually a m easure of the reactive response of the
spin system . T henotion ofa gap can bem ore directly identi ed w ith a feature
in P, @ note of waming: while the structure in 1=T,T can be fairly sharp
at tin es, the cbserved m axina in  ° are always very broad and do not yield
a sharply de ned tem perature scale w ithout further analysis.)

3) R esistivity : There isa signi cant deviation [136}137] of the resistivity
in the ab plane from the T lheartem perature dependence w hich isuniversally
observed at high tem peratures. A pseudogap tem perature is then identi ed
as the point below which d x,=dT deviates (ncreases) signi cantly from is
high tem perature value. (See F ig. 5.) In som e cases, a sin ilar tem perature
scale can be Inferred from a scaling analysis of the H all resistance, aswell.

T he pseudogap also appears in the caxis resitivity, although in a som e~

strong Increase in the resistiviy, rem iniscent of the behavior ofa narrow gap
sem iconductor, as shown In FJg:_é Ifwe In aghe that the caxis transport is
dom inated by tunnelling events betw een neighboring planes, it is reasonable
that a buk m easurem ent of . willre ect the psesudogap in much the sam e
way as the caxis tunelling does.

4) Speci ¢ heat: There is a suppression of the expected electronic spe-
ci ¢ heat :_[8_|2] Above the psesudogap scale, the speci ¢ heat is generally
found to be linear n tem perature, Cy T, but below the pssudogap
tem perature, Cy =T begins to decrease w ith decreasing tem perature. (See
Fig. ::f..) Interestingly, since the value of above the pseudogap tem pera-—
ture appears to be roughly doping independent, the drop in the speci c at
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Fig.4. Tem perature dependence of the planar 63Cu relaxation rate 1=T;T and
Knight shift K in optim ally dopgd YBa;Cuz04:95 (squares) and underdoped
YBa,Cuz06.44 (circles).From Ref. §l_l 1

low er tem peratures can be interpreted as a doping dependent loss of entropy,

S (x) S &;T) S (%ptim a1;T ), with a m agnitude which is independent of
tem perature orany T > T . This is the origin of the fam ous (and still not
understood) observation of Loram and collaborators ELEIC:i] that there isa lJarge
entropy, kg =2, which is som ehow associated w ith each doped holk.A word
of waming: except at the lowest tem peratures, the electronic speci c heat is
alwaysa an all fraction of the total speci ¢ heat, and com plicated em pirical
subtraction procedures, for which the theoretical jisti cation is not always
clear to us, are necessary to extract the electronic contribution.

5) Infrared conductivity: There is an anom alous m otion of infrared
soectralweight to low energies ELZ:@,@%Z:]T he pseudogap ism ost clearly iden—
ti ed by plotting E[l:4:2] the frequency dependent scattering rate, de ned either
asl= (1) 1'% ()=2(),orasl= ()= [I2=4 Rell= (!)]where !p
is the plagm a frequency; the pseudogap is rather harder to pick out from the
in-plane conductivity, gb, Itself.At large ! ,onegenerally sees1= (!) A!,
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Fig.5. The tem perature dependence of the longitudinal resistivity In underdoped
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Fig.6. The tem perature dependence of the caxis resistivity In underdoped and
optim ally doped YBa,CuzO07 .Here . and . (0) are the slope and the intercept,
respectively, when the m etalic part of . is approxin ated by a linearT behavior.
The inset shows how . (0) varies w ith oxygen content.From Ref. EL-§§‘]

and i then drops to much an aller values, 1= !, below a characteris-
tic pseudogap frequency, see Fig. :g (A is generally a bit larger than 1 in
underdoped m aterdals and roughly equalto 1 In optim ally doped ones.)

W hile in optim ally doped m aterials, thism anifestation of a pseudogap is
only observed at tem peratures lessthan T, in underdoped m aterials, it is seen
to persist wellabove T, and indeed to be not strongly tem perature dependent
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Fig.7. Them al density of \electronic" states, Cy =T as a function of tem —
perature for various oxygen_ concentrations in underdoped YBa;CuszO 6+ x . From
Ref.ggq .A sdiscussed in {14Q], a com plicated proceedure has been used to subtract
the Jarge nonelectronic com ponent of the m easured speci c heat.
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Fig.8. Upper panels: Frequency dependent scattering rate for a series of un-—
derdoped cuprate superconductors above, near and below the superconducting
transition tem perature. Lower pannels: The e ective m ass enhancementm =m ., =
1+ (!).Both are deduced from tting nfrared conductivity dai_:a_to an extended

Dmdemodel = (12=4 )=[= (!) il 0+ (!))].From Ref.l42

near T..A characteristic pseudogap energy is easily identi ed from thisdata,
but, again, it isnot clear to us to w hat extent it ispossible to identify a clear
pseudogap tem perature from this data. A pseudogap can also be deduced
directly [43,144] from an analysis of J(!), where it m anifests irself as a

suppressed response at low frequencies, as shown In FJg-r_é
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Fig.9. The caxis optical conductivity of underdoped YBa,Cus0 4 (Tc = 63K)
as a function of tem perature (top panel). T he optical conductivity after the sub-
straction ofthe phonon features is presented in the lower panel. T he inset com pares
the low frequency conductivity w ith the K night shift. From Ref. :_L-Z{Z’i

6) Inelastic neutron scattering: There are tem perature dependent
changes In the dynam ic soin structure factor as m easured by nelastic neu—
tron scattering. Here, both features associated w ith low energy lncomm en—
surate m agnetic correlations (possbly associated w ith stripes) [:1215] and the
so-called \resonant peak" are found to em erge below a tem perature which is
very close to T, In optin ally doped m aterials, but which rises considerably
above T, in underdoped m aterials [146]. (See Fig.'10.)

W hat does the pseudogap im ply for theory? It is generally accepted
that the pseudogap, In one way or another, re ects the collective physics
associated w ith the grow th of electronic correlations. T his, m ore than any
other aspect of the data, has focused attention on theories of the collective
variables representing the order param eters of various possible broken sym —

rather di erent classes of ways to Interpret the pseudogap phenom ena.
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Fig.10. The tem perature dependence of the intensity of the so called resonant
peak observed In neutron scattering in underdoped YBa,CuzO; .From Ref. :_l{q

1) Tt iswellknown that uctuation e ectscan produce localorderwhich,
under appropriate circum stances, can extend well into the disordered phase.
Such uctuations produce in the disordered phase som e of the local charac—
teristics of the ordered phase, and if there is a gap in the ordered phase, a
pseduogap as a uctuation e ect is em lnently reasonab]e| e Fjga'_:l.As is
discussed in Section -3, the sn all super uid density of the cuprates leads to
the unavoidable conclusion that superconducting uctuations are an order 1
e ect in thesem aterials, so it is quite reasonable to associate som e pseudogap
phenom ena w ith these uctuations. H owever, as the systam is progressively
underdoped, it gets closer and closer to the antiferrom agnetic insulating state,
and indeed there is fairly direct NM R evidence of Increasingly strong local
antiferrom agnetic correlations ELE?}] It isthusplausble that there are signi —
cante ectsofantiferrom agnetic uctuations, and since the antiferrom agnetic
state also has a gap, one m ight expect these uctuations to contrbute to the
pseudogap phenom ena as well. T here are signi cant incom m ensurate charge
and spin density (stripe) uctuations observed directly in scattering experi-

occasional stripe ordered phase [L63{16]. These uctuations, too, certainly
contrbute to the observed pseudogap phenom ena.F nally, uctuations asso—
ciated w ith m ore exotic phases, especially the \stag_ggrec_i _ux phase" @Which
we will discuss m om entarily) have been proposed [lﬁl8:,g§€§] as contrbuting

to the pseudogap as well.
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There has been a trem endous am ount of controversy in the literature
conceming which of these various uctuation e ects best acoount for the
observed pseudogap phenom ena. C riticalphenom ena, which are clearly asso—
ciated w ith the phase uctuations of the superconducting order param eter,
have been cbserved [[69{173] in regions that extend between 10% to 40%
above and below the superconducting T, in optin ally and underdoped sam —
plsofYBa,Cu3;07; andBiSrnCaCu,0g: ;In our opinion, the dom inance
of superconducting uctuations in this substantial range of tem peratures is
now beyond question. H ow ever, psesudogap phenom ena are clearly observed
In a much larger range of tem peratures. Even if uctuation e ects are ulti-
m ately the correct explanation for all the pseudogap phenom ena, there m ay
not truly be one type of uctuation which dom inates the physics over the
entire range of tem peratures.

Psuedogap
Phase?

Bicritical
Point

Tetracritical
Point

Supercondictor

Quantum Critical
Point

1aubewoslaliluy

X

Fig.1ll. There arem any ideas conceming thg m eaning of the pseudogap .D e ned
purely phenom enologically, as shown in Fjg.gxl, it is a region in which there is a
general reduction in the density of low energy excitations, and hence isbounded by
an ilkde ned crossover line. It is also possbl that, to som e extent, the pseudogap
re ects the presence of a broken symm etry, in which case it m ust be bounded by
a precise phase boundary, as shown in the present gure. There are m any ways
such a pseudogap phase could interact with the other well established phases.
For purposes of illustration, we have shown a tetracritical and a bicritical point
where the psesudogap m eets, respectively, the superconducting and antiferrom ag-
netic phases. O ne consequence of the assum ption that the transition into the pseu-
dogap phase is continuous is the exisence of a quantum critical point (indicated by
the he_ayy_ gig:_le_) _som ew here under the superconducting dom e. See, for exam ple,
Refs. 0,52,54,52,173]-

Crossovers can be

murky.
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To ilustrate this point explicitly, consider a one din ensional electron
gas (at an incom m ensurate density) w ith weak attractive backscattering in—
teractions. (See Section :_E;.) If the backscattering interactions are attractive
(g1 < 0), they produce a spin gap . This gap persists as a pseudogap in
the spectrum up to tem peratures of order g =2.Now, because of the na—
ture of uctuations In one din ension, the system can never actually order
at any nite tem perature. However, there is a very real sense in which one
can view the pseudogap asan e ect of superconducting uctuations, sihce at
low tem peratures, the superconducting susceptibility is proportionalto .
The problem is that one can equally well view the pseudogap as an e ect of
CDhWwW uctuations. O ne could arbitrarily declare that where the CDW sus—
ceptibility is the m ost divergent, the pseudogap should be viewed asan e ect
of localCDW order, whilke when the superconducting susceptibility is m ore
divergent, it isan e ect of localpairing. H ow ever, this position is untenable;
by varying the strength of the forward scattering (g;), i is possible to pass
an oothly from one regin e to the other w thout changihg ¢ in any way !

2) T here are several theoretical proposals [_F;é {:_54_5] on the table which sug-
gest that there is a heretofore undetected electronic phase transition in un-—
derdoped m aterials w ith a transition tem perature well above the supercon—
ducting T .A sa function ofdoping, this transition tem perature ispictured as
decreasing, and tending to zero at a quantum criticalpoint som ew here in the
neighborhood of optin al doping, as shown schem atically in Fig. :_Il: . If such
a transition occurs, it would be natural to associate at least som e of the cb—
served pseudogap phenom ena w ith it. Since these scenarios nvolve a new bro—
ken sym m etry, they m ake predictionswhich are, n principle, sharply de ned
and falsi abl by experin ent. H owever, there is an In portant piece of phe—
nom enology w hich these theories m ust address: if there is a phase transition
underlying pseudogap form ation, why hasn’t direct therm odynam ic evidence
(ie. nonanalytic behavior of the speci c heat, the susceptbility, or som e
other correlation fiinction ofthe system ) been seen in existing experin ents?
Possble answers to this questJon typically invoke disorder broadening of the
proposed phase transﬂ:Jon t54], rounding of the transition by a symm etry
breaking eld .[52] or possbly the intrinsic weakness of the them odynam ic
signatures of the transition under discussion tg@',gzzj].

In any case, although these proposals are interesting in their own right,
and potentially In portant for the interpretation ofexperin ent, they are only
Indirectly related to the theory ofhigh tem perature superconductivity, which
isourprincipal focus in thisarticle.Forthis reason, wew illnot furtherpursue
this discussion here.

4 Preview :0urV iew ofthe Phase D iagram

C Jearly, the pseudogap phenom ena described above are just the tip ofthe ice—
berg, and any understanding of the physics of the cuprate high tem perature
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superconductors w ill necessarily be com plicated.For this reason, we have ar—
ranged this article to focus prim arily on high tem perature superconducitivity

as an abstract theoretical issue, and only really discusshow these ideas apply

to the cuprates in Section :_l:i: H ow ever, to orient the reader, we w ill take a

m om ent here to brie y sketch our understanding ofhow these abstract issues
determ ine the behavior, especially the high tem perature superconductiviy

of the cuprates.

Fig. :_12_; is a schem atic representation of the tem perature vs. doping phase
diagram of a representative cuprate. There are four energy scales relevant
to the mechanisn of superconductivity, m arked as Tgipiper Tpairr T3p and
T..Away from the peak of the superconducting dom e, these energy scales
are often well separated. At least som e of the pseudogap phenom ena are,
presum ably, associated w ith the two crossover scales, T and T
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Fig.12. Phase diagram asa function oftem perature and doping w ithin the stripes
scenario discussed here.

Stripe Fom ation Ty, : The kinetic energy ofdoped holes is frustrated
in an antiferrom agnet. A s the tem perature is lowered through T ., the
doped hols are e ectively efcted from the antiferrom agnet to form m etal-
lic regions, thus relieving som e of this frustration. Being charged ob Fcts,
the holes can only phase separate on short length scales, since the Coulomb
repulsion enforces charge hom ogeneity at long length scales. A s a resuls, at
Totriper them aterialdevelops signi cant one din ensionalchargem odulations,
which we refer to as charge stripes. This can be an actual phase transition
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(e.g. to a \nem atic phase"), or a crossover scal at which signi cant local
charge stripe correlations develop.

Pair Fom ation T,; :W hile stripe fom ation pem its hole delcaliza-
tion in one direction, hole m otion transverse to the stripe is still restricted.
Tt is thus favorable, under appropriate circum stances, for the holes to pair so
that the pairs can spread out som ew hat Into the antiferrom agnetic neighbor—
hood of the stripe. T his \spin gap proxin ity e ect" :_é_(:)] (see Section ::lp:%),
which ismuch lke the proxin ity e ect at the interface between a nom al
m etal and a conventional superconductor, results in the opening of a spin
gap and an enhanceam ent of the superconducting susceptbility on a sihglke
strjpe. In other words, T,,;, marks a crossover below which the supercon-
ducting order param eter am plitude (and therefore a superconducting pseudo
gap) has developed, but w ithout global phase coherence.

Superconductivity T.:Superconducting long ranged order onsets as the
phase of the superconducting order param eter on each charge stripe becom es
correlated across the sam ple. Since it is triggered by Jossphson tunnelling
betw een stripes, this is a kinetic energy driven phase ordering transition.

D Im ensionalC rossover T, :Superconducting long range order in plies
coherence in all three din ensions, and hence the existence of well de ned
electron-lke quasiparticles f_Z-]_J',ElzlSj,ﬂiE_s]W here the stripe order issu  clently
strong (in the underdoped regim €), the din ensional crossover to 3D physics
is directly associated w ith the onset of superconducting order. H ow ever, in
overdoped m aterials, w here the electron dynam ics is less strongly in  uenced
by stripe form ation, we expect the dim ensional crossover to occur w ell above
T.. (See Section :_5.)

5 QuasilD Superconductors

In this section we address the physics of the one dim ensional electron gas
and quasione din ensional system s consisting of higher dim ensional arrays of
weakly coupled chains. O ur m otivation is twofold. F irstly, these system s of-
fer a concrete realization of various non-Fem i liquid phenom ena and are
am enable to controlled theoretical treatm ents. As such they constitute a
unigque theoretical laboratory for studying strong correlations. In particu—
lar, or whatever reason,m uch of the experim entally observed behavior of the
cuprate superconductors is strongly rem iniscent gé,:_é@l,ﬂzlé] of a quasiiD
superconductor. Secondly, we are m otivated by a grow ing body of experi-
m ental evidence for the existence of electron sm ectic and nem atic phases in
the hjgh_ ‘_ce:m _p_eg:ature superconductors, m anganies and quantum Hall sys—
a localscale.

O ur em phasis w ill be on quasione din ensional superconductors, the dif-
ferent unconventional signatures they exhibit as a function of tem perature,
and the conditions for their expression and stability. W e w ill, however, in—
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clude som e discussion of other quasione din ensional phases which typically
tend to suppress superconductivity. It is also w orth noting that, for them ost
part, the discussion is sin ply generalized to quasilD system swith di erent
types of order, ncluding quasilD CDW insulators.

5.1 Elem entary excitations ofthe 1D EG

W e begin by considering the continuum m odelof an interacting one dim en—
sionalelectron gas (IDEG ). It consists of approxin ating the IDEG by a pair

of Iinearly dispersing branchesofleft ( = 1) and right ( = 1) m oving spin
1=2 ( = 1 denotes the z soin com ponent) fermn ions constructed around
the left and right Fem ipoints of the IDEG . T his approxin ation correctly

describes the physics in the Ilin it of Iow energy and long wavelength where

the only In portant processes are those involving electrons in the viciniy of
the Fem ipoints. T he H am iltonian density ofthe m odel is

X
H = i y; @
;= 1
X
+ % y' Y 7 7
2 ’ r
;= 1
X
Yy Yy
+ @ 1; 1; 0 1; 0 1;
;=1
X
y y
+ g1k 1; 1; 1 1;
= 1
X
Yy Yy .
+ di1? 1; 1; 1; 1; 7 (8)

where, eg., 1, destroys a right m oving electron of spin 1=2. The g; tem
descrbes forward scattering events of electrons In a single branch. The o,
tem corresponds to sin ilar events but involving electrons on both branches.
Finally, the g;x and gj, tem s allow for backscattering from one branch
to the other. The system is invariant under SU (2) spin rotations provided
Jix = 17 = g1 . In the llow Ing we consider m ostly this case.

Um klapp processes of the form

Yy y i(4k G)x ..
93 Tqp T 14 1;7€ F + Hxc:;

are inportant only when 4ky equals a reciprocal lattice vector G . W hen
the IDEG is incomm ensurate @kr 6 G), the rapid phase oscillations in
this tetn render it irrelevant in the renomm alization group sense. W e will
assum e such incom m ensurability and correspondingly ignore this tem . W e
w ill also neglect single particle scattering betw een branches (or exam ple due
to disorder) and tem s that do not conserve the z com ponent of the spin.

Tt is in portant to stress @EEIE] that in considering thism odelwe are focus—
ing on the Iong distance physics that can be precisely derived from an e ective
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eld theory. H owever, all the coupling constants that appear n E q.-’_éz are ef-
fective param eters which In plicitly include m uch of the high energy physics.
For instance, the bare velocity which enters the m odel, v , is not necessarily
sin ply related to the dispersion of the band electrons in a zeroth order, non-—
Interactingm odel, but instead includes allsortsof nite renom alizationsdue
to the interactions. The weak coupling perturbative renom alization group
treatm ent of thism odel is discussed in Section :_9, below ; the m ost In portant
result from this analysis is that the Ferm 1 liquid xed point is always unsta—
ble, so that an entirely new , nonperturbative m ethod m ust be em ployed to
reveal the low energy physics.

Fortunately, such a solution is possble; the Ham itonian in Eq. ('_é) is
equivalent to a m odeloftwo ndependent bosonic elds, one representing the
charge and the other the spin degrees of freedom in the system . For review s
and recent perspectives see Refs. :_3§',g§1_'-{g§7:.) The two representations are
related via the bosonization identity

1 .
;=P:F;9XP[1;(X)]; 9)
2 a
w hich expressesthe ferm ionic eldsin temm sofselfdual elds ; (x) obeying
[ ;&) o o&x9= 1 o ,esign ¥).They i tum are combina-
tions ofthe bosonic elds . and s and their conjigate m om enta @, . and
@X S

g
;= =2 [(c At (s s)]: (10)

Physically, . and s are, respectively, the phases of the 2ky charge density
wave (CDW ) and soin density wave (SDW ) uctuations, and . is the super—
conducting phase. In tem s of them the long wavelength com ponent of the
charge and spin densities are given by

r __
X 2k, 2
&) = P e a1)
1% T
S, x) = E y; ;i = 2_@x s - 12)

TheK ke factorsF ; inEqg. @) are regoonsible for reproducing the correct
anticom m utation relationsbetween di erent ferm ionic speciesand a isa short
distance cuto that is taken to zero at the end ofthe calculation.

The widely discussed separation of charge and spin in this problem is
form ally a statem ent that the Ham iltonian density can be expressed as a
sum of two pieces, each of the sineG ordon variety, involving only charge or
soin  elds

X v 2 P
H = EK(@X)+7+VOOS(8 ) e 13)
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W hen the H am iltonian is separable, w avefiinctions, and therefore correlation
functions, factor. (See Egs. ('_24) and (_25) .) In tem s of the param eters of the
ferm ionic form ulation Eqg. (:51’) the charge and spin velocities are given by

149

@ w +a)? @x 29)%; (14)

Ve =

Vs =

2
149
o @w g2 dy i s)

w hile the Luttinger param etersK , which detem ine the power law behavior

of the correlation functions, are
S

2w ta 29+ g

K.= ; (16)
2 W+ gt 292 gx
s
2 +
K, = Vi g T Jik . arn
2 g dx

The cosine term In the spin sector ofthe bosonized version ofthe H am iltonian
Eqg. ¢_1§)) originates from the back scattering termm in Eq. (6) where the
am plitudes are related according to

J12 .
2( a)@ ’

s = 18)
T he corresponding tem  in the charge sector describes um klapp processes and
in view of our assum ption w illbe set to zero V. = 0.Egs. (14418) com plete
the exact m apping between the ferm ionic and bosonic eld theordes.

In the absence ofback scattering (g = 0) thism odelisusually called the
Tom onaga-Luttingerm odel. Since @ ;s and ;s are canonically conjigate,
it is clear from the form of the bosonized Ham iltonian Eq. (13)) that it de-
scribes a collection of independent charge and spin density wavesw ith linear
dispersion ! ;s = v;sk. The quadratic nature of the theory and the coherent
representation Eg. @)) of the electronic operators in tem s of the bosonic

elds allow for a straightforward evaluation of various electronic correlation
functions.

Forg; & 0 the spin sector of the theory tums Into a sineG ordon theory
whose renom alization group ow is well known :11:8_8] In particular, for re—
pulsive interactions (g1 > 0) the backscattering am plitude is renom alized to
zero in the long wavelength low energy lin it and consequently at the xed
point K s = 1.0n the other hand, In the presence of attractive interactions
(91 < 0) themodel owsto strong (negative) coupling w here the cosine term
nEqg. C_l-ﬁ) isrelevant.A sa result ¢ ispinned in the sense that in the ground
state, it executesonly am allam plitude uctuations about its classical ground
state value (ie.one ofthem inin a ofthe cosine). T here isa spin gap to both
extended phonon-like am all am plitude oscillations about thism inimum and
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large am plitude soliton excitationsthat are dom ain wallsatwhich ¢ changes
between two adpoent m inim a.

T he susceptbility of the interacting one din ensional electron gas to vari-
ous instabilities can be nvestigated by calculating the correlation functionsof
the operators that describe its possbl orders. T hey include, am ong others,
the 2ky CDW and SDW operators

, X
Ocpu (k)=e 2% L)1, &) 19

) X
Ospu () =e 2 e e 1 0®); (20)

. 0
7

where are the Paulim atrices, the 4ky CDW (orW igner crystal) order

: X
Ouy, (x)=e ¥ Ll ®o, ®o; & e

7

and the singlet (SS) and triplt (T S) pair annihilation operators

X
Oss ) = 1; ®) o1 ®); (22)

X
Ors &)= 1, ®) ;0 1 o) @3)

. 0
7

They can also be written in a suggestive bosonized formm . For exam ple the
CDW and the singlet pairing operators are expressed as 2

e 2ikg x P— ‘pz_

Ocpw &)= ———oos[ 2 &)k P2k ©4)
1 P— ipT (x)

Oss &)= —oos[ 2 s &)k o b) s @5)

T he distinct roles of spin and charge are vividly apparent in these expres—
sions: the am plitude of the order param eters is a fiinction of the spin  elds
while their phase is determ ined by the charge degrees of freedom . Sin ilar
relations are found forthe SDW and triplt pairing operators. H ow ever, the
4k CDW order is independent ofthe spin elds.

Ifin thebareH am ittonian, g; > 0 and Vg isnottoo large, the system ow s
to the Gaussian xed pointw ith K5 = 1 and no soin gap.The gapless uctu—
ations of the am plitude (spin) and phase (charge) of the various orders lead
then to an algebraic decay of their zero tem perature space-tin e correlation
functions W ith logarithm ic correctionswhich re ect the slow renomm alization
ofm argihally irrelevant operators near the xed point E[l:8:9]) :
3=2

x) ;

2 Fora djsculs_sjon ofsom e delicate points nvolving K leln factors in such expressions
see Refs. :_l§4 and :_LS_Q

Y, , ®O0cpw 0)i/ &% *x ¥y
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0y, , ®O0spy i/ ¥ *x X ptZ ) ;

SDW
0, )04, i/ ¥r*x <

0l ®)0ss @i/ x ' m ) ;
Y, ®0rs i/ x "IN ) ; 26)

w here the proportionality involvesm odeldependent constantsand where sub—
leading term s have been om itted. In the presence of interactions that break
soin rotation symm etry (Qix § 917 ) themodel ow s, form oderately repulsive
bare gy, toapointona xed linewih Vy= 0andK s > 1.Correspondingly,
the soin contribution to the decay exponent of the correlation functions (see
Eqg. {_§§')) changes from 1 to K4 for the CDW , SS, and the z com ponent of
the SDW order, and from 1 to 1=K s or TS and the x and y com ponents of
the SDW order. ForK s & 1, there are no logarithm ic corrections and the
leading behavior is that of a pure power law [183].)

T he tem poral dependence of the above correlation functions is easily ob—
tained ow ing to the Lorentz invariance of the m odel Eqg. C_l-I_’:)) .By Fourder
transform ing them one obtains the related susceptibilities whose low tem —
perature behavior for the spin rotationally invariant case is given according
to

cow / THe 1j]1'1(T)j 3=2;

sow / TN Mm@)i™=;

K. 2
e /T 7

ss / T'Fe 19n@)3 > ;
rs / TN Hn@)§7 @7)

Therefore in the absence of a spin gap and for 1=3 < K. < 1, the 2k¢

uctuations are the m ost divergent, and the SDW is slightly m ore divergent
than the CDW . In the presence of strong repulsive Interactions when K . <
1=3, the 4ky ocorrelations dom inate. IfK . > 1, the pairing susceptibilities
diverge at low tem peratures and triplet pairing is the dom inant channel.

W hen g; < 0, a spin gap opens ofm agniude

.. 1=(Q2 2Ks)
Vs 3]
a 2 v

@8)

T his can be explicitly dem onstrated at the special LutherEm ery point ELéQ]
K s = 1=2, where the soin sector is equivalent to a m assive free D irac theory.
At thispoint, a new set of soinless ferm ions can be de ned

1 p—
P=—F expli =2(s 2 s)]; 29)
2 a
In term s of which the soin part of the H am iltonian can be referm ionized
X

He= 1iu Y@y + (] 1+ Hx); (30)

W ithout a spin gap,
SDW and tripkt
pairing uctuations
are m ost rekevant.
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and readily diagonalized to obtain the soin excitation spectrum

P
Es= v2k?+ 2: 31)

In the spin gapped phase, correlations involving spin 1 order param eters,
such as SDW and triplet pairing, decay exponentially w ith correlation length
s = Vs= s.0n the other hand the am plitude of the CDW and SS order
param eters acquire a vacuum expectation valie. A ctual long range order,
how ever, does not occur due to the phase uctuations associated w ih the
stillgapless chargem odes. N evertheless, the CDW and SS susceptbilities are
enhanced com pared to the case with no soin gap and in a spin rotationally
Invariant system are given by

Ke 2 .
cow / ST ° %5

ss /  STNe 32)
(o]
4k | SDW TS
(SDW)|  (CDW) (S9)
0 1/2 1 2 Ke
13 !
CDW | CDW SS . SS
(4kg) © (SS) (CDwW) !

Fig.13. Phase diagram for the one din ensional spin rotationally invariant elec—
tron gas show ing w here various zero tem perature correlations diverge. P arentheses
Indicate subdivergent correlations and the shaded region contains the spin gapped
phases. T he order param eters that appear in the gure are: singlet superconductiv—
ity (SS); triplet superconductivity (T S); 2k spin density wave (SDW ); 2kr charge
density wave (CDW ); and 4kr charge density wave (4kg ).

A s long asK . > 1=2 the sihglt pairing susogptibility is divergent but it
becom esm ore divergent than the CDW susceptibility only when K. > 1.The
latter diverges orK . < 2 and is the predom inant channelprovided K ¢ < 1.
Figure :_l:_*i sum m arizes the situation for low tem peratures show ing where in
param eter space each type of correlation diverges.
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W e see that the low energy behavior of a system with a soin gap is ba-
sically determm ined by a sihgle param eter K . For a Hubbard chain wih re—
pulsive interactions, i is well known [?_Lél]] that K. < 1, but this is not a
generalphysicalbound. For instance, num erical experin ents on two leg Hub—
bard ladders which are spin gapped system s as we discuss in Sections :;L-g
and :_l-]_]) have found a power law decay r of the sihglet d-wave pairing
correlations along the ladder. F ig. :_fl_i presents the m inin al value of the de—
cay exponent  obtained for ladders w ith varying ratio of inter-to intra-leg
hopping t; =t as a function of the relative interaction strength U=t [192:]. By
com paring i with the corresponding exponent = 1=K. calculated for a
soin gapped one dim ensional system , one can see that K. > 1=2 over the
entire range of param eters and that for som e ranges K . > 1.0 ur point is
that n a m ulticom ponent IDEG, it ispossible to haveK . > 1 (and thus sin—
glet superconductivity asthem ost divergent susceptibility) even for repulsive
Interactions.

1.2
1.1 - -
. L |
B 1= —
@ L i
0.9 —
08 Lo \ Ll ]
0 5 10 15
U/t
Fig.1l4. M inin al value of the decay exponent, = 1=K ., of the d-wave singlet

pairing correlations in a two leg ladderw ith varying hopping ratjo' t: =tasa function
ofU=t.The electron 1ling ishni= 0:9375. From Noack et al. 192])

5.2 Spectral functions of the 1DEG | signatures of
fractionalization

The fact that one can obtain a strong (ower law) divergence of the su—
perconducting susceptbility from repulsive interactions between electrons is
certainly reason enough to look to the IDEG for cluies conceming the ori-
gihs of high tem perature superconductjyjty| we will further pursue this n
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Sections :_l-Q' and :_l-]_J', below .W hat we willdo now is to continue to study the
IDEG asa solved m odelofa non-Fem i liquid.

In a Ferm i liquid the elem entary excitations have the quantum num bers
of an electron and a nonvanishing overlap wih the state created by the
electronic creation operator acting on the ground state.A s a result the sihglk
particle spectralfunction, A k;!), ispeakedat! = k)= w kr) & K,
where (k) is the quasiparticle dispersion relation. T his peak can be and has
been @95] directly observed using angle resolved photoean ission spectroscopy
ARPES) which m easures the single hole piece of the spectral fiinction

Z
A k;!)= drdte!® ' Y ;) (0;0)1: (33)
1

T he lifetin e of the quasiparticle, (), can be detem ned from the w idth
ofthe peak in the \energy distribution curve" EDC) de ned by considering
A< k;!)at =xedk asa function of! :

1= = ! (34)

In a Ferm i liquid, so long as the quasiparticle excitation iswellde ned (ie.
the decay rate is sm all com pared to the binding energy) this w idth is related
via the Fem ivelocity to the peak width k in the \m om entum distribution
curve" M DC).This curve isde ned as a cross section of A< (k;!) taken at
constant binding energy, ! . Explicitly

' =vy k: (35)

A very di erent situation occurs in the theory of the IDEG where the
elem entary excitations, charge and spin density waves, do not have the quan—
tum num bers of a hole. D espite the fact that the elem entary excitations are
bosons, they give rise to a linear n T speci c¢ heat that is not qualitatively
di erent from that ofa Fem i liquid. H owever, because of the separation of
charge and spin, the creation ofa hole (or an electron) necessarily in plies the
creation oftwo orm ore elem entary excitations, ofwhich one orm ore carries
its spin and one orm ore carries its charge. C onsequently, A< ;! ) does not
have a pole contribution, but rather consists of a m ultiparticle continuum
which is distrbuted over a w ide region in the ;! ) plane. T he shape of this
region is determm ined predom nantly by the kinem atics. T he energy and m o—
m entum ofan added electron are distributed between the constituent charge
and soin pieces. In the case where both of them are gapless [see F igs. :_l-g; @)
and :_fg: ()] thism eans

E = vekedt vsksJi
k= ke+ ks ; (36)

where energy and m om entum are m easured reltive to Er and kr resoec—
tively. C onsequently any point above the dispersion curve of the slow er exci-
tation (taken here to be the spin) m ay be reached by placing an appropriate
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@ (b)
Es Ec

(© (d)

k w=vk w=vk 0=k ‘w;l)sk

Fig.15. K inem atics ofthe IDEG : (a) D ispersion of the spin excitations. () D is—
persion of the charge excitations. (c) T he available electronic states. (d) K inem atic
constraints on the spectral function: A (;!) or the IDEG isnonzero at T = 0
only in the shaded region ofthe (k;!) plane. In the spin rotationally invariant case,
Ks= 1,A° ;!)= 0 i the lightly shaded region, as well. If in addition, K. = 1,
A< (k;!) = 0 outside of the darkest region. W e have assumed v. > Vs, which is
usually the case In realistic system s.

am ount ofenergy and m om entum into the spin degrees of freedom , and the re—
m aining energy and m om entum into the charge degrees of freedom , as shown
in Fig.115(c). The addition of a holk is sin ilarly constrained kinem atically,
and the corresponding zero tem perature ARPES response has weight only
w ithin the shaded regions of Fig. 15 ).

Further constraints on the distribution of spectralweight m ay arise from
sym m etries. In the spin rotationally invariant case, at the xedpointKs= 1,
the spin correlatorsdo notm ix left and rightm oving pieces.A sa consequence,
A< (T = 0) Pr a right m oving hole vanishes when ! is in the range vk
33  wk (@ssum ing vs < v. and k > 0), even if the kinem atic conditions
are satis ed; See Fjg.:_i_$ (d)ﬁ Ifin addiion K . = 1, so that the charge piece
also does not m ix left and right m overs, A< (I = 0) vanishes unlkss k < 0
and vskj 33  wk3j (the darkest region in Fig.l15()).W hile K s = 1 is

13 W hile the kinem atic constraints are sym m etric under k ! k, the dynam ical
considerations are not, since although we have shifted the origh ofk, we are in
fact considering a right m oving electron, ie. one w th m om entum near + kg .
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xed by symm etry, there is no reason why K. should be precisely equal to
1. However, if the interactions are weak, (ie. if K. is near 1) m ost of the
spectralweight is still concentrated in this region. It spreads throughout the
rest of the triangle w ith increasing interaction strength.

C Jearly, the total width of the MDC is bounded by kinem atics and is
atmost kpax = 23 Fmin(ve;vs). Any peak n the M DC will have a w idth
w hich equalsa fraction ofthis, degpending on the interactions and sym m etries
ofthe problem ,but in any case w illvanish asthe Ferm ienergy is approached.
By contrast, at k = 0, the shape ofthe ED C is not given by the kinem atics
at all, but is rather determ ined by the details of the m atrix elem ents linking
the one hole state to the various m uli particle-hole states which form the
continuum . In this case, the spectrum hasa nonuniversalpower law behavior
w ith exponentsdeterm ined by the interactionsin the IDEG .W henever such a
dichotom y between theM DC and ED C ispresent, it can be taken asevidence
of electron fractionalization [B6].

T hese general considerations can be substantiated by exam ining the ex—
plicit expression for the spectral function of the Tom onaga-Luttinger m odel
m odel In ply a scaling form for its correlation functions

Z

AS k;!)/ T 1 dgd Gel@ )Gs R rop b y; 3D

where we introduce the velocity ratio r = vg=v. and de ne the scaling
variables

vsk !
K= ;A= — (38)
T T

Since the spin and charge sectorsare form ally Invariant under separate Lorentz

transform ations, the functions G ; ( = ¢;s) also split into right and lft
m oving parts

oy 1 '+ k ! k
G (k,-)—Eh s 1 > h — i (39)

whereh is expressed via the beta function

ik

h k)= Re (1) B 2 ;1 ; (40)
and the exponents
1
- S K +K ' 2); 41)
arede ned so that = 0 for noninteracting ferm ions.
Fjg.:_1§ depicts MDC's at the Fem i energy (! = 0) and EDC's at

the Fem i wavevector k = 0) for a spin rotationally nvariant ( ¢ = 0)
Tom onaga-Luttingerm odel for various valies of the param eter ..W hik the
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Fig.16. MDC'sat! = 0 (left) and EDC'’satk = 0 (right), for a spin rotationally
Invariant Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid, w ith ve=vs = 3 and a) .= 0,b) .= 025,
and c) .= 05.

M D C’s broaden som ew hat w ith increasing interaction strength they rem ain
relatively sharp with a wellde ned peak structure.On the other hand any
corresponding structure in the ED C ’s is com pletely w iped out in the presence
of strong interactions. Such behavior has been observed in ARPES studies
of quasione din ensional com pounds as depicted In F Jg-_l-j: aswellas in the
cuprate high tem perature superconductors ﬁ_B-é]

Away from the Femm ienergy and Fem iw avevectorand fornot too strong
Interactions the peaks In the M DC and EDC split into a double peak struc-
ture, one dispersing w ith vg and the other w ith v.. If cbserved this can be
taken as further evidence for spin-charge separation.

W enow tum to the interesting case In which the superconducting susocep—
tibility is enhanced due to the opening of a spin gap, s.At tem peratures
large com pared to 5, the son gap can be ignored, and the spectral function
is well approxim ated by that of the Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid. H ow ever,
even below the spin gap scale, m any of the characteristics of the Tom onaga—
Luttinger spectral function are retained. Spin-charge separation still holds
In the spin gapped LutherEm ery liquids and there are no stable \electron—
like" excitations. T he charge excitations are still the gapless charge density
w aves of the Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid but the q)f;l excitations now consist
of m assive spin solitons w ith dispersion Eg k) = = v2k?+ 2.Asa resuk
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Fig.17. ARPES Intensity m ap for the purple bronze Liy:.oM 090 17.The lower keft
panel depicts the M D C at the Fem ienergy together with a Tom onaga-Luttinger
theoretical curve. T he lower right panelcontainsthe ED C at the Ferm iw avevector.
The red line corresponds to the Tom onaga-Luttinger result and the black curve is
its deviation from the experin entaldata. (From Ref.:_lgsl.)

the spin piece of the spectral function ismodi ed and from kinem atics i
follow s that it consists ofa coherent one spin soliton piece and an incoherent
m ulisoliton part

Gslk;!)=25k) [ +Eck)I+GI"™ ;1) ; 42)

w here the m ultisoliton piece isproportional @t T = 0)to [ ! 3E k=3)].
ForK s < 1=2 fom ation ofgpin soliton-antisoliton bound states, \breathers",
m ay shift the threshold energy for m ultisoliton excitations som ewhat). The
om of Zs (k) has been calulated explicitly @9-9_5], but a simn ple scaling ar-
gum ent gleans the essential physics ELflé]. It follow s from the fact that the
Lutherfm ery liquid is asym ptotically free that at high energies and short
distances com pared to the soin gap, the physics looks the sam e as in the
gapless state. T herefore the dependence of the correlation fiunctions on high
energy physics, such as the short distance cuto  a, cannot change w ih the
opening ofthe gap . Since in the gapless system G ¢ isproportionalto a® = =2,
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it is a m atter of din ensional analysis to see that
1
Zsk)= (s=a)? *°foks); @3)

where fg is a scaling function and ¢ = vg= ¢ isthe soin correlation length.

D espite the appearance ofa coherent piece In the soin sector, the spectral
function Eg. :_5:1) still exhibits an overall incoherent response ow Ing to the
convolution wih the incoherent charge part. The result is grossly sim ilar
to the gapless case, aside from the fact that the Fem iedge (the tip of the
triangular support of A< in Fig. :15d) is pushed back from the Ferm ienergy
by the m agnitude of the spin gap (thus rounding the tip of the trianglk).
If, as suggested In Section d the LutherEm ery liquid is the paradigm atic
exam ple of a pseudogap state, clearly the above spectral fiinction gives us an
In pression ofwhat to expect the signature of the pseudogap to be in the one
electron properties.

5.3 D im ensionalcrossover in a quasi-lD superconductor

Continuous global sym m etries cannot be spontaneously broken In one di-
mension, even at T = 0. Since the one din ensional H am iltonian Eqg. @))
is invariant under translations and spin SU (2) and charge U (1) transfom a—
tions, no CDW , SDW , or superconducting long range order can exist in is
ground state. T herefore, in a quasione dim ensional system m ade out of an
array of coupled 1D EG s, a transition into an ordered state necessarily signi-
es a dim ensional crossover at w hich, ow Jng to re]evant interchain couplings,
phases of individual chains lock together 23 '149 The ultin ate low tem per-

ature fate of the system is xed by the identity ofthe st phase to do so.

This, in tum, is determ ned by the relative strength of the various couplings
and the nature of the low energy correlations in the IDEG .

In the spin gapped phase, which we consider in the rest of this section,
both the CDW and the superconducting susceptibilities are enhanced. To
begin wih, we will analyze the sin plest m odel of a quasione dim ensional
superconductor. W e defer until the follow ing section any serious discussion
of the com petition between CDW and superconducting order. W e w ill also
defer until then any discussion of the richer possbilities which arise when
the quasione din ensional physics arises from a selforganized structure, ie.
stripes, w ith their own additional degrees of freedom .

Interchain coupling and the onset of order The sinplest and m ost
w dely studied m odel of a quasione din ensional soin gapped uid is

H = Hy+J Pis (ix)0ss (Gix) + HC 1
Bl < i3>

+V DZDW (i;x)OCDW (];X)+H£:]; (44)

< i;3>

The LutherEmery
Tiquid is a pseudogap
state.
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where H 5 describes the Lutherfm ery liquid on chain, pairs of nearest neigh—
bor chains are denoted < i;j >, and O (j;x) is the appropriate order pa—
ram eter eld on chain j. The bosonized form of these operators is given in
Egs. {_2-4) and @-E;), above. It is assum ed that the interchain couplings, J and
V, are sm all com pared to all intrachain energies. T here are two m ore or Jess
com plem entary ways of approaching this problem :

1) The rstisto perform a perturbative renom alization group RG) anal-
ysis about the decoupled xed point, ie. com pute the beta function per-
turbatively in powers of the Interchain couplings. To lowest order, the beta
finction is sin ply determm ined by the scaling din ension, D , ofeach operator
{ ifD < 2,itmeansthat O isperturbatively relevant, and otherw ise it is
irrelevant. It tums out that the CDW and SC orders are dualto each other,
so that

Dgss=1K. ;i Dcpw = Kc¢: 45)

This has the in plication that one, or the other, or both of the Interchain

couplings is always relevant. From this, we conclude with a high level of
con dence that at low tem perature, even ifthe interchain couplings are arbi-
trarily weak, the system eventually undergoes a phase transition to a higher
din ensional ordered state.An estin ate of T, can be derived from these equa-
tions In the standard way, by identifying the transition tem perature w ith the

scale at which an initially weak interchain coupling grow s to be of order 1.

In this way, or D 55 < 2, one cbtains an estin ate of the superconducting

transition tem perature

T, Ep UZEF]1=(2 Dss) — J D'ZEF](DSS =@ Dss); (46)

and sim flarly for the CDW ordering tem perature.Note that asDgss ! 2 ,
T. ! 0,and that T, J forDggs < 1.C learly, the power law dependence of
T. on coupling constant o ers the prom ise ofa high T, when com pared w ith
the exponential dependence In BC S theory.

2) The other way is to use interchain mean eld theory EBZ)E)] Here, one
treats the one din ensional uctuations exactly, but the interchain couplings
Inmean el theory.For instance, In the case of nterchain SS ordering, one
considers each chain In the presence ofan extermal eld

H¥ = Hj+ [ 550ss Gix) + HLC 1 @
where g5 isdetem ned selfconsistently:
ss = zJM0gs (3;%)1; 48)

w here z is the num ber of nearest neighbor chains and the expectation value
is taken w ith respect to the e ective Ham iltonian.Thismean eld theory is

exact Eﬁlg,g(_)l_-] in the 1im it of large z, and is expected to be reliable so long as
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the Interchain coupling is weak. It can be shown to give exact resuls in the
Iim it ofextrem e anisotropy for the Isingm odel, even in two din ensions (where
z = 2) [_Z-Q-C_)'] M ore generally, it is a well controlled approxin ation at least
for tem peratures T J (Which includes tem peratures in the neighborhood
of T, as long asD g < 1).This approach gives an estin ate of T, which is
related to the susceptibility of the sihgle chai,

1=2J 55 (Te); (49)

which, from the expression in Eq. ('_3-2:), can be seen to produce qualitatively
the sam e estim ate for T, as the perturbative RG treatm ent. T he advantage
of the mean eld treatm ent is not only that it gives an explicit, and very
physical expression for T., but that i pem is us to com pute explicitly the
e ect of ordering on various respoonse functions, incluiding the one particlke
spectral fuinction. The case of CDW ordering is a straightforward extension.

Em ergence of the quasiparticle in the ordered state The excitation
soectrum changes dram atically below T. when the interchain \Jossphson"
coupling J triggers long range order [Iﬁié] T he fractionalized excitations of
the Tom onaga-Luttinger and the LutherEm ery liquids are replaced by new
excitations w ith fam iliar \BC S" quantum num bers. Fom ally, superconduct-
Ing order leads to a con nem ent phenom enon. W hik the soin gap in the
LutherEm ery state already im plies suppressed Bcgatjons of 5 on each
chain, and correspondingly a nite amplitude cos( 2 ) of the supercon-—
ducting order param eter, it is the interchain Josephson coupling that tends
to lock itsphase . from one chain to the next.

O perating w ith the hole operator, Eq. C_ﬁ), on the ground state %t the
position ofthe jth chain createsa pairofkinks (solitons) ofm agnitude =2
In both the charge and spin  elds . and g of this chain.A s a resul the
phase ofthe orderparam eter changesby upon passing eitherthe soin orthe
charge soliton. T his introduces a negative Josephson coupling between the
a ected chain and is neighbors along the entire distance between the charge
and soin solitons. T he energy penaly due to this frustration grow s linearly
w ith the separation between the solitons and causes a bound pair to form . In
fact, all solitonic excitations are con ned into pairs, including charge-charge
and spin-spin pairs. T he bound state betw een the charge and the spin pieces
restores the electron, or m ore precisely the Bogoliuibov quasiparticle, as an
elem entary exciation, causing a coherent (delta finction) peak to appear in
the single particle spectral finction.

An explicit expression for the spectral fiinction in the superconducting
state can be obtained In the context ofthe e ective H am iltonian in Eg. I_le):

A k;!)=2 k) [ E )]+ aneoherent gy, (50)

P
where E k) = v2k®+ Z.Here (= s+ =2 isthe creation energy
of the bound state where ./ g5 isthemean eld gap ( . s) that

Superconducting or—
der binds fractional-
ized excitations into
\ordinary" quasipar—
ticks.
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opens in the charge sectorbelow T, Eéé] T he m ultiparticle incoherent piece
has a threshold slightly above the single hole threshod at ! = E k) + 2 ..
The shape of A< ;! ) at T = 0 is presented schem atically in FJg:_lg

4 35 3 25 2 15 -1 05 0 05

w/s

Fig.18. The tem perature evolution of the spectral function. The dashed line
depicts A at interm ediate tem peratures below the spin gap s but above T¢.The
solid line represents the spectral function at zero tem perature. A coherent delta
finction peak onsetsnearTc atenergy o= s+ < (0)=2.Themultiparticle piece
starts at a threshold 2 . (0) away from the coherent peak.

Once again, we may em ploy the asym ptotic freedom of the system to
construct a scaling argum ent. In this case, high energy physics dependent
upon either the cuto or the soin gap Which is by assum ption much larger
than T.) cannot change upon entering the superconducting state. C om paring
the form of the spectral response in the nom al spin gapped state w ith that
of the superconductor reveals the weight of the coherent peak

ZK) =2:s0)(c=a) 2 2°fk o) ; (1)

where f isa scaling function and . = v.= . isthe charge correlation length.
P hysically, the dependence ofthe weight on ., which also equals the (local)
super uid density :_['1_21_§a], re ectsthe fact that the super uid sti nessbetween
chains controls the strength of the bound state form ing the quasiparticle.
Since the super uid density is a rapid function of tem perature upon en—
tering the superconducting state, the weight of the coherent peak w ill also
rapidly increase as the tem perature is lowered. B ecause the Jossphson cou—
pling is weak, the energy of the bound state is largely set by the spin gap,
so that the energy of the coherent peak w illnot be a strong function of tem -
perature in the neighborhood of T, . Likew ise, since the gap is not changing
rapidly, the scattering rate and therefore the lifetin e ofthe new quasiparticle
w ill not have strong tem perature dependence either. A 11 of the above signa—
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tures have been observed in ARPE S m easurem ents of the coherent peak in
B1SnCaCu,0g, 89,91,203,203]and YBa,Cus05 (2.

T he behavior we have juist descrbed is in sharp contrast to that ofa con—
ventional superconductor, w here the gap opens precisely at T..Sihce In that
case the gap isa rapid function oftem perature, so is the energy ofthe conven-
tional quasiparticle peak .M oreover, scattering processes are rapidly gapped
out upon entering the BC S superconducting state, so that the quasiparticle
often sharpens substantially asthe tem perature is low ered below T..M ost in —
portantly, In the conventional case, quasiparticles exist above the transition
tem perature, so the intensity (Z factor) of the peak does not change much
upon entering the superconducting state. By contrast, in a quasione din en—
sional superconductor, there are no quasiparticlke excitations in the nom al
state. T he existence of the quasiarticle is due to the din ensional crossover
to the three din ensional state, and is an entirely collective e ect!

T 1D Luttinger
Liquid

1D Luther- * .'. 3D

Emery - Fermi
Liquid

3D Super-
conductor

4

Fig.19. Two Routes to D Im ensional C rossover. In an array of m ulicom ponent
IDEG's, for tem peratures large com pared to the transverse singlk particle tun-—
nelling, t; , the system behaves as a collection of lndependent (1D ) Luttinger Lig—
uids. For weak t; , the din ensional crossover m ay proceed as described in Sec-
tion :_5;3', w ith a crossover rst to a (1D ) LutherEm ery Liguid, and a lower tem —
perature dim ensional crossover to a (3D ) superconductor. For large t; , there m ay
be a din ensional crossover into a (3D ) Fem 1 liquid, before the system becom es a
(3D ) superconductor.

The tem perature
evolution of the
spectral function is
in marked oontrast
wih that in a BCS
superconductor
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5.4 A lternative routes to dim ensional crossover

Until now, we have assum ed that the soin gap is large com pared to the
Interchain couplings, and this assum ption leads nevitably to the existence of
a quasilD psesudogap regin e above T, and a din ensional crossoverassociated
w ith the phase ordering at T. . Since under som e circum stances, the spin gap
In 1D can be zero or exponentially sn all com pared to Er, i is possble
for a system to be quasilD, in the sense that the Interchain couplings are
an all com pared to the ntrachain interactions, and yet have the dim ensional
crossover occur above any putative spin gap scale. In this case, m ost lkely
the din ensional crossover is triggered by the relevance of the interchain,
single particle hopping operator| sihce any sodn gap isnegligble, the previous
argum ent for is irrelevance is nvalidated.W hat thism eans is that there isa
din ensional crossover, T, , at which the system transform s from a Luttinger
licquid at high tem peratures to a Fem i liquid at lower tem peratures. (See
Fig. :_l-%' ) Ifthere are residuale ective attractive interactions, the system will
ultin ately becom e a superconductor at still lower tem peratures. H ow ever,
in this case, the transition will be m ore or less of the BCS type| a Fem i
surface instability (@bei on a highly anisotropic Femn i surface) wih well
de ned quasiparticles existing both above and below T..

The crossover from a Luttinger liquid to a Fem i liquid is not as well
characterized, theoretically, as the crossover to a superconductor. T he reason
is that no sinple form of nterchain mean eld theory can be em ployed to
study it. Various energy scales associated w ith the crossover can be _J:eadJJy
obtained from a scaling analysis. A recent Interesting advance @0I‘,204,205]
has been m ade on this problem using \dynam icalm ean eld theory," again
based on the idea ofusing 1=z W here z is the num ber of neighboring chains)
as a an all param eter, which gives som e jasti catJon for a widely used RPA -
ke approxim ation for the spectral function [_185 However, there are still
serious shortcom ings w ith this approxin ation @01,@06 C learly m ore inter—
esting work rem ains to be done to sort out the physics in this lim i, which
m ay be a caricature of the physics of the overdoped cuprates.M ore com pli-
cated routes to dim ensional crossover can also be studied @I:%Z_}], relevant to
system sw ith m ore than one avorofchain.For instance, it has recently been
found that it is possble for a two com ponent quasi-lD system to produce a
superconducting state w hich supports gapless \nodalquasiparticles," even in
the lim it of extrem e anisotropy @32:]

6 QuasilD Physics in a D ynam ical Stripe A rray

A s m entioned before, in the sin plest m icroscopic realizations of the IDEG
w ith repulsive Interactions, 0 < K . < 1 and hence the CDW susceptbility is
themost divergentasT ! 0 (SeeEq. (:_3-%') .) This seem ingly in plies that the
typical fate of a quasione dim ensional system w ih a soin gap is to w ind up
a CDW insulator n which CDW m odulations on neighboring chains phase
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lock to each other.A nd, indeed, m any quasione din ensionalm etals iIn nature
su er precisely this ﬁte| the com petition between CDW and SS order is a
real feature of quasilD system s. O f course, as shown in Fig. :_l-é_j, above, the
K . lnequality need not be satis ed in m ore com plicated realizations of the
IDEG.

W hat we w illexam ine in this section is anotherway in which the balance
will show below that transverse uctuations of the backbone on which the
quasi-lD system lives signi cantly enhance the tendency to SS while sup—
pressing CDW ordering. Such uctuations are unin portant in conventional
quasione din ensional solids, whhere the constituent m olecules, upon which
the electrons m ove, have a large m ass and a rigid structure. But when the
IDEG 's live along highly quantum electronic textures, or \stripes," trans—
verse stripe uctuations are probably always large.

6.1 O rdering in the presence of quasi-static stripe uctuations

Consider a two din ensional array of stripes that run along the x direction,
and In agine that there isa 1D EG which lives on each stripe. To begin w ith,
we w ill consider the case n which the stripe uctuationsare su ciently slow
that they can be treated as stath| In other words, we consider an array of
Im perfectly ordered stripes, over whose m eanderings we w ill eventually take
an equilbrium (annealed) average.W e w illuse a coordinate system in which
points on the stripes are labeled by the coordinate x, the stripe number j,
and in which transverse displacem ents of the stripe in the y direction are
labeled by h; (x) . W e therefore ignore the possibility of overhangswhich isa
safe assum ption in the ordered state.

W enow consider the e ect that stripe geom etry uctuations have on the
Inter-stripe couplings. Because the CDW order (and any other 2kg or 4kg
orders) occurs at a large w ave vector, the geom etric uctuations profoundly
a ect itsphase:

e 2ikp L5 () P—
cos[ 2

P—
Ocpw (3ix)= sEGxe tE ey (52)

w here Z . q
Ljx) = dx® 1+ (@xohy)?; (63)

is the arc length, ie. the distance m easured along stripe j to point x. At
the sam e tin e O 55 isunchanged, as are otherk = 0 orders. Thisresults In a
fundam entaldi erence n theway CDW and Jossphson inter-stripe couplings
evolve w ith grow Ing stripe uctuations.
The CDW and Jossphson couplings between neighboring stripes are of
the form
1 x 7

p— p—
Hy = —— dxV ( jh)cos[ 2 s@ix)]ocos[ 2 5@+ 1;x)]
@ a)?
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P—

cos[ 2§ o+ 2ke 3L1; (54)

z
1 X p— pP—
Hy; = dxJ ( jh)oos[ 2 s(@x)lcosl 2 G+ 1;x)]
@ a@ |

P—

cos[ 2 5 cl; (55)

where 5h hG+ 1;x) h (j;x) etc. The coupling constants V ( 5h) and
J ( sh), depend on the local spacing between adacent stripes, since they
are m ore strongly coupled when they are close together than when they are
far apart. This is particularly in portant for the Jossphson coupling which
depends on the pairtunnelling am plitude and therefore roughly exponentially
on the local spacing betw een the stripes

J( sh) Je " (56)

By integrating out the stripe uctuations h one obtains the e ective
Ham iltonian of an equivalent rigid system of stripes.To rst order in V the
CDW ooupling is sim ilar to Eq. {_54) butwih JL setequalto O in the last
tem and V ( sh) replaced by

W ( sh)iexp[ 2B h( ;L)%il; 67)

wherehisigni esaveraging over transverse stripe uctuations.Since 4L =
L1 ®) Iyk) is a sum of contrbbutions with random signs, which are
m ore or less ndependently distrbuted along the distance k7j we expect i
to grow roughly as in a random wak, ie.h( jL)?i D kjwhereD isa
constant. Indeed one can show that at nite temperature h( jL)*i T k3
whilkt at T = 0 h( jL)Zi ~ ! logkj where ~! is a suitable m easure of
the transverse stripe zero point energy. A s a result of this dephasing e ect,
coupling between CDW ’s vanishes rapidly except in a narrow region near the
ends of the stripes and hence can be ignored in the them odynam ic lim it. Tn
short, transverse stripe uctuations cause destructive interference ofk € 0
orxder on neighboring chains, strongly suppressing those orders.

The e ectsof stripe uctuations on the Jossphson coupling can be ana-
Iyzed in the sameway.To st order In the inter-stripe coupling, J ( sh) is
sin ply replaced by its averagevalue, J < J ( jh) > .In otherwords, once
quasistatic stripe uctuations are integrated out, the resul is once again the
Ham iltonian we studied in Eq. (34), above, butwithV = 0and J = J .M ore-
over, due to the exponentialdependence ofJ ( sh) on ( 5h), it isclearthat
J > J (), ie. transverse stripe uctuations strongly enhance the Jossph-—
son coupling between stripes. (T here is a sin ilar enhancem ent of the CDW
coupling but it is overw helm ed by the dephasing e ect.) Physically, this en—
hancem ent re ectsthe fact that them ean value ofJ is dom inated by regions
w here neighboring stripes com e close together. In the case of an all am pli-
tude uctuations, this enhancem nt can be viewed as an inverse D ebyeW aller
factor,

2

hTi Jyezhl i, (58)
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W here the transverse stripe uctuations are com parable In m agnitude to
the interstripe spacing, the m ean Josephson coupling is geom etrically deter—
m ined by the m ean density of points at which neighboring stripes actually
\bum p" (ie. separated by one lattice constant a). In this lin it, treating the
stripe uctuations asa random walk yields the estin ate

a 2
R

J Jo ; (59)

where R is the m ean distance between stripes.

6.2 The generalsm ectic xed point

T he quaststatic lim it discussed above ispresum ably inadequate at low enough
tem peratures, where the quantum dynam ics of stripe uctuations must al
ways be relevant. T he com plete problem , in which both the stripe dynam ics
and the dynam ics ofthe 1D EG ‘s are treated on an equal footing rem ains un—
solved . H ow ever, since in a crystalline background, the stripe uctuationsare
typically not gapless, we expect that at low enough tem peratures, the stripe

uctuations can be treated as fast, and be integrated out to producenew e ec—
tive interactions. So long as the stripes are reasonably an ooth, these induced
Interactions w ill consist of long wavelength (around k = 0) density-density
and current-current interactionsbetw een the neighboring Luttinger ]jqu:bls|
Interactions that we have ignored until now . T hese Interactions should un—
doubtedly be present in the barem odel, aswell, even in the absence of stripe

uctuations. T hey arem argihaloperators and should be Included in the xed
point action fg@i,é(_’)g]w e are still interested in the spin gapped case so in
the follow ng analysis consider the charge sector only. C onsequently we drop
the subscript ¢ from the various quantities.

UshgE qqc_l-_]_;) and the bosonization form ula for the current densiy along

the chain, 29K @ , the phase-space Lagrangian density or N coupled
chains is
X 1 X
L= @ 5@ 5 =
j 3ii=1

Bx sWo@ N 0+Q sW1 (G N 50]: (60)

The diagonaltem s (j= 3% i Eqg. C_G-C_S) describe the decoupled system w ih
Wy @©)=v=K and W'; 0) = vK .Theo diagonaltem s preserve the sm ectic
sym m etry j(X) ! j(X)+ jand j(X) ! j(X)+ 3 (W here jand 3
are constant on each stripe) ofthe decoupled Luttinger uids.W henever this
symm etry isunbroken, the 2ky charge densiy pro Ilesand the superconduct—
Ing order param eters on each stripe can slide relative to each other w thout
an energy cost. This Ham iltonian thus describes a general \sm ectic m etal
phase." It is an ectic In the sense that i can ow and has no resistance to
shear, but i has a broken transltional sym m etry in the direction transverse

The xed point isan
\electron gm ectic".



Long wavelngth
oouplings  suppress
CDW even more.

54 E.W .Carlson,V .J.Emery, S.A .K ivelson, and D . O rgad

to the st.t:ipes| broken by the stripe array itself. Sin ilar \sliding" phases of
coupled classicaltwo din ensionalX Y m odels have also been discussed R10].

The Lagrangian density in Eq. {60) can be sinpli ed by integrating out
the dual elds, and expressing the result in tegm s ofthe Fourder transform of

2 with regpect to the chain index, a=pl? X, e*r k. ):
X 1
L= = () Re ke )F veIR k)T 61)
2 viks )

k-

P .
whereW @) = Ni - e ay (k> ) so that the snectic xed point is charac—

terized by the k,; dependent velocities and inverse Luttinger param eters

P
V(k?)=pW0(k?)W1(k?); (62)
k)= Woky)=Wi1ky): (63)

A tematively, In termm s of the dual elds,

X 1 1
2 k) vike)

Re k)F ve )R k)T : (64)

k>

In the presence of a son gap, single electron tunnelling is irrelevant, and
the only potentially relevant interactions involving pairs of stripes are singlet
tunnelling and the coupling between the CDW order param eters, ie., Egs.
(55, 54) with the cosine tem s involving the spin  elds replaced by their
vacuum expectation valuiesandwith 4L and sh setequalto 0.T he scaling

din ensions of these perturbations can be readily evaluated R07,209]:

Z
dk-
Dsc = —— ()@ oosk)= g 71; (65)
Z
D dke 1 a k) 2 (66)
cos = P :
con 2 ) ' o 1+ 2 2

To be explicit, in the above, we have (for purposes of illustration) evaliated

the integrals orthe smplemodelin which (; )= ¢+ 1co0sk; .Here o

can be thought of as the Intra-stripe nverse Luttinger param eterand ; isa

m easure of the nearest neighbor interstripe coupling. For stability, o> 1

is required. C om paring the scaling din ensions in Egs. d_éﬁ) and C_6-§) one ob—
tains the phase diagram which is presented in Fig.20. The lne AB is a line
of rst order transitions between the am ectic superconductor and the elec—
tronic crystal. It term nates at a bicritical point from which two continuous
transition lines em anate. T hey separate the amn ectic superconductor and the

crystal from a strong coupling regin e w here both Josephson tunnelling and

CDW ooupling are irrelevant at low energies. In this regin e the an ecticm etal
is stable.
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Fig.20. Phase diagram of a spin gapped stripe array w ith m odel interactions as
discussed in the text.

An in portant lesson from thism odel is that Interstripe long wavelength
Interactions rapidly increase the scaling dim ension of the Inter-stripe CDW
coupling w hile the scaling din ension ofthe Josephson coupling is less strongly
a ected (in thism odel it isactually reduced) . Indeed one can see from Figa20
that there isa region of | 1 and large enough ; where the globalorder is
superconducting although in the absence of inter-stripe interactions ( 1 0)
the superconducting uctuations are sub-dom inant.

E xtensions of thism odelto a three din ensionalarray of chains I_211- and
the Inclusion ofam agnetic eld _[212 Jhave been considered aswell. In partic—
ular, i is found that them agnetic eld supresses the region of superconduct—
Ing order in the phase diagram in Fig. C_Zd), thus expanding the regine In
which the an ectic m etal is stable. Sin ilar considerations lead one naturally
to consider other states obtained when the stripe uctuations becom e still
m ore violent. A ssum ing that the long range stripe order is destroyed by such

uctuations, while the short distance physics rem ains that of quasilDEG’s
living along the locally de ned stripes, one is led to investigate the physics
of electron nem atic and stripe liquid phases.W e shall retum to this point in
the nalsection.

7 E lectron Fractionalization in D > 1 as a M echanism
of H igh Tem perature Superconductivity

W e brie y discuss here a ram arkable set of ideas for a novelm echanisn of
high tem perature superconductivity based on higher dim ensional generaliza—
tions ofthe 1D notion of spin-charge separation .B oasting a high pairing scale
aswellas crisp experin ental predictions, these theories have m any attractive
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features. They also bear a strong fam ily resem blance to the \spin gap prox—
in ity e ect mechanism ," which we develop in some detail in Section!'104.
These appealing ideas, while valid, require the proxim ity of a spin liquid
phase which in tum appears to be a fragile state ofm atter; for this reason,
and others which willbe m ade clearbelow, it is our opinion that these ideas
are probably not applicable to the cuprate superconductors. T he discussion
in this section is therefore som ew hat disconnected from the developm ent in
the rest of the paper. W e m erely sketch the central ideas, w ithout provid—
Ing any derivations. T here are a number of recent papers dealing w ith this
sub fct to which the interested reader can refer; see R efs.177,80,183,213,214.

7.1 RVB and spin—charge separation in two dim ensions

Inm ediately follow ing the discovery of high tem perature superconductiv—
Ity i?:], A nderson proposed E:Jx] that the key to the problem ly in the oc—
currence of a never before docum ented state of matter (in D > 1), a spin
Jiquid or \resonating valence bond" RVB) state, related to a state he orig-
nally proposed éiS:] for quantum antiferrom agnets on a triangular (or sin —
flarly frustrating) lattice. In this context [80], a spin liquid is de ned to be
an Insulating state wih an odd number of electrons per uni cell (@nd a
charge gap) which breaksneither spin rotationalnor translationalsymm etry.
Building on this proposal, K fvelson, R okhsar, and Sethna @-9‘] showed that
a consequence of the existence of such a spin liquid state is that there exist
quasiparticles w ith reversed charge soin relations, just like the solitons in the
IDEG discussed In Section :_E;, above. Speci cally, there exist charge 0 spin
1/2 \spinons" and charge e spin 0 \holons." Indeed, these quasiparticleswere
recognized ashaving a topological character @-9‘{2-}@] analogousto that ofthe
Laughlin quasiparticles in the quantum Halle ect.

There was a debate at the tim e conceming the proper exchange statis—
tics, with proposals presented identifying the holon as a boson I_ég,:_ég], a
ferm fon R17], and a sem jon P18]. It isnow clear that all sides of this debate
were correct, In the sense that there is no universal answer to the question.
T he statistics of the fractionalized quasiparticles is dynam ically determ ined,

in which the holon hasdi erent statistics [219;220].

Two features of this proposal are particularly attractive:

1) It is possbl to envisage a high pairing scale in the M ott lnsulating
parent state, since the strong repulsive interactions betw een electrons, which
result in the insulating behavior, are nsensitive to any subtler correlations
between electrons. Thus, the \  issue" does not arise: the spin liquid can
be viewed as an insulating liquid of preform ed cooper pairs E_:Jz,:6-9',:7-d], or
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equivalently a superconductor w ith zero super uid dens:tyﬂ If this pairing

scale is som ehow preserved upon doping, then the transition tem perature of
the doped system is determ ined by super uid sti ness and is not lim ited by
a low pairing scale, as t would be in a BC S superconductor. Indeed, as in the

case of the 1D LutherEfm ery liquid discussed in Section "_-5, pairing becom es

prin arily a property of the spin degrees of freedom , and involves little or no

pairing of actual charge.

2) W hen the holons are bosonic, their density directly determ ines the
super uid density. Thus the superconducting T. can be crudely viewed as
the bose condensation tem perature ofthe holons. T he resul is that for sm all
concentration ofdoped holes x E], the transition tem perature is proportional
to a positive power of x (presum ably [_69'] T. x In 2D ), In contrast to the
exponential dependence on param eters in a BC S superconductor.

In short, many of the sam e features that would m ake a quasiilD sys-
tem attractive from the point ofview ofhigh tem perature superconductivity
(see Sectjons:ﬁ and :_i(_;) would m ake a doped spin liquid even m ore attrac—
tive. H ow ever, there are both theoretical and phenom enological reasons for
discounting this idea in the context of the cuprates.

7.2 Isan insulating spin liquid ground state possible in D > 17

T he m ost basic theoretical issue conceming the applicability of the fraction—
alization idea iswhethera soin liquid stateoccursatallin D > 1.Thetypical
consequence of the M ott physics is an antiferrom agnetically ordered (\soin
crystalline") state, especially the N eel state, which indeed occursat x = 0 in
the cuprates.M oreover, the m ost straightforw ard quantum disordering of an
antiferrom agnet will lead to a soin Pelerls state, rather than a soin liquid,
as was elegantly dem onstrated by H aldane @2@] and Read and Sachdev [_7]_:]
Indeed, despite m any heroic e orts, the theoretical \proof of principle," ie.
a theoretically tractable m icroscopic m odel w ith plausble short range in—
teractions which exhbits a soin liquid ground state phase, was di cul to
achieve. A liquid is an intemm ediate phase, between solid and gas, and so
cannot readily be understood in a strong or weak coupling lin i E(_i]

Very recently, M oessner and Sondhi {jg] have m anaged to dem onstrate
Jjust this point of principle! T hey have considered a m odel [_7-9'] on a triangu-
lar lattice (thus retuming very closely to the original proposal of A nderson)
which isa bi ofa caricature in the sense that the constituents are not single
electrons, but rathervalence bonds (hard core din ers), m uch in the spirit pio—
neered by P au]jng.EE-j Themodelissu ciently wellm otivated m icroscopically,

¥ an oxymoron since n thiscase T = T. = 0, but the Intuitive notion is clear:
we refer to a state which is derived from a superconductor by taking the lim it of
zero super uid density while holding the pairing scale xed.

Indeed, it is tem pting to interpret the dim erm odel as the strong coupling, high
density lim it ofa uid of C ooper pairs [i(i]
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and the spin liquid character robust enough, that it is reasonable to declare
the soin liquid a theoreticalpossibility. T he spin liquid state ofM oessner and
Sondhidoes not break any cbvious sym m etry. :ﬁ

That said,thedi culty in nding such a soin liquid ground state in m odel
calculations is still a telling point. A tim e reversal nvariant nsulating state
cannot be adiabatically connected to a problem ofnoninteracting quasiparti-
cleswih an e ective band s&uctur%ﬂ band insulators alw ays have an even
num ber of electrons per unit cell. T hus, an insulating spin liquid is actually
quite an exotic state of m atter. P resum ably, i only occurs when all m ore
obvious types of ordered states are frustrated, ie. those which break spin
rotational sym m etry, translational sym m etry, or both. T he best iIndications
at present are that this occurs in an exceedingly sm allcomer ofm odel space,
and that consequently soin liquids are lkely to be rather delicate phenom ena,
if they occur at all In nature. This, in our opinion, is the basic theoretical
reason for discarding this appealing idea In the cuprates, where high tem per-
ature superconductiviy is an am azingly robust phenom enon.

O ne could still in agihe that the insulating state ism agnetically ordered,
as indeed it is In the cuprates, but that upon doping, once the m agnetic order
is suppressed, the system looksm ore lke a doped soin liquid than a doped
antiferrom agnet. In this context, there are a num ber of phenom enological
points about the cuprates that strongly discourage this viewpoint. In the

rst place, the undoped system is not only an ordered antiferrom agnet, it is
a near]y classical one: ji's ground state and elem entary exc:iratjon spectrum

This state is as far from a soin liquid as can be im agihed! M oreover, even
in the doped system , spin glass and other types of m agnetic order are seen
to persist up to (@and even into) the superconducting state, often w ith frozen
m om entsw ith m agnitude com parable to the ordered m om ents in the undoped
system 25{228]. These and other indications show that the doped system
\rem em bers" that it is a doped antiferrom agnet, rather a doped spin liquid.
Regardless of applicability to the cuprates, i would be worthwhilke to
search for m aterials that do exhibit spin Iiquid states, and even m ore so to
Jook for superconductivity when they are doped.N um erical studies @25{232
indicate that good candidates for this are electrons on a triangular lattice
w ith substantial longer range ring exchange interactions, such asmay occur
In a 2D W igner crystal near to its quantum m elting pomt @33 and the
Kagom e lattice. It is also possible, as discussed in SectJon.ll to ook for su—
perconductivity in system s that exhibit som e form of spin-charge separation

at interm ediate Jength scales. (See also Ref.j14.)

® This work was, to som e extent, anticipated In studies of large N generalizations
of the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet. I_71_:]

In a tin e reversal sym m etry broken state, the band structure need not exhbit
the K ram er’s degeneracy, so that a weak coupling state w ith an odd num ber of
electrons per unit cell is possible.
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7.3 Topological order and electron fractionalization

F inally, we address the problem of classifying phases in which true electron

fractionalization occurs, eg. in which spinons are decon ned. It isnow clear
from the work of W en tjg] and Senthil and F isher t_5-5_i] that the best m acro-
scopic characterization of fractionalized phases in two orm ore din ensions is

topological, since they frequently possess no local order param eter. Specif-
ically, a fractionalized phase exhibits certain predictable ground state de—
generacies on various closed surﬁoes| degeneracieswhich Senthiland F isher

have given a physical interpretation in temn s of \vison expulsion." Unlke the

degeneracies associated w ith conventional broken symm etries, these degen—
eracies are not lifted by an allextemal eldswhich break either translational
or spin rotational sym m etry. It has even been shown [_ég,:_éig‘,ééé] (@s funny

as this m ay sound) that topological order is am enable to experim ental de—
tection. O nce topological classi cation is acoepted, the one to one relation
between soin liquids and electron fractionalization, in plied In our previous

discussion, is elim inated. Indeed, it is possble to in agine 591,:_5@‘] ordered

(broken symm etry) states, proxin ate to a spin liquid phase, which w ill pre—
serve the ground state degeneracies of the nearby spin liquid, and hence will
exhbi spin-charge separation.

8 Superconductors w ith Sm all Super uid D ensity

A halim ark ofBC S theory is that pairing precipitates order.But it ispossble
for the two phenom ena to happen separately: pairing can occur at a higher
tem perature than superconductivity. In this case, there is an intermm ediate
tem perature range describbed by electron pairs w hich have not condensed. In
the orderparam eter language, this corregoonds to a welldeveloped am plitude
ofthe order param eter, but w ith a phase w hich varies throughout the sam ple.
Superconductivity then occurs w ith the onset of long range phase coherence.
(This is how ordering occurs in a quasilD superconductor, as discussed in
Section :5, above.) Such superconductors, w hile they m ay have a large pairing
scale, have a snall sti ness to phase uctuations, or equivalently a anall
super uid density.

8.1 W hat ground state properties predict T.?

W hen the nom al state is understood, it is reasonable to describbe super-
conductivity as an instability of the nom al state as tem perature is lowered,

which BC S theory does quite successfiilly In sin plem etals.A notherapproach,

usefiill especially when the nomm al state is not wellunderstood, is to consider

which them al uctuations degrade the superconducting order as the tem per—
ature is raised.P ut another w ay, we address the question, \W hatm easurablk

ground state (T = 0) properties pem it us to predict T.?"
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Two classes of them al excitations are responsble for disordering the
ground state of a superconductor: am plitude uctuations of the com plex or—
der param eter (associated w ith pairbreaking), and uctuations ofthe phase
(associated w ith pair currents).

T he strength ofthepairingat T = 0 isquanti ablk asa typicalgap valie,

or W here
Tp 0=2; 67)

is the characteristic tem perature at which the pairs 81l apart. In a BCS
superconductor, it ispossble to estin atethat T T, . (The factor1/2 i this
de nition approxim ates the weak coupling BC S expression, T. = ¢=1:78.)
Certainly, m ore generally, T, m arks a loose upper bound to T, since if there
is no pairing, there is probably no superconductisity.

W e can construct another ground state energy scale as follow s:D ivide the
sam ple into blocks of linear din ension, L, and ask how m uch energy i costs
to 1o the sign of the superconducting order param eter at the center of one
such region.So long as L is Jarger than the coherence length, o, the cheapest
way to do this isby w Inding the phase of the order param eter, so the energy

is determ ined by the super uid phase sti ness
1 d 2
T = EA L ; (68)

where d is the num ber of spatial din ensions, A is a geom etry dependent
din ensionless num ber of order 1 and the \helicity m odulus", , is tradition—
ally expressed in tem s of the ratio of the super uid densiy, ns, to the pair
e ective m ass, m

~?ng

(69)
m

@ e will discuss the quantitative aspects of this relation in Subsection §.3.)
Note that for d = 2, this energy is lndependent of L, whike ford = 3 it
is m inim ized for the am allest allowable value of L 0. Clearly, when the
tem perature is com parabl to T , them al agiation will produce random
phase changes from block to block, and hence destroy any long range order.
A gain, a rough upper bound to T, is obtained In thisway.

In short, it is possble to conclide on very general grounds that

T, min[L,;T ]: (70)

W hen T, T , phase uctuations can be com pltely neglected except in
the in m ediate neighborhood of T | this is the case In BC S superconductors.
If T, T , quasiparticle excitations, ie. the broken Cooper pairs, play no
signi cant them odynam ic role up to T.. In this case a considerable am ount
of localpairing, and consequently a pseudogap, m ust persist to tem peratures
well above T.. W hen both T, and T are comparabl to T, as is the case
In m ost optim ally doped high tem perature superconductors, neither class of
them al excitation can be safely neglected.
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Table 1.
M aterial I 2] :RIT, K] TcK1| T K1| Ref
Pb 830 [ 390 [ 79[ 72 [6 10 [ 239,238

NbsSn 60 | 640 | 187 ] 178 |2 10 237

UBeis 140 |10,000] 08 [ 0.9 107 23§{240
Bag:K 04B 1D 3 40 | 3000 [174] 26 |5 16 241,242

K3Ce0 30 | 4800 | 26 | 20 10° 2431245

M gB, 50 [ 1400 15 | 39 |14 10| p4di248

ET 1528000 [174] 104 15 249,250

NCCO 6.0 ] 1600 | 10 | 2124 | 130 ?,?

PCCO 62 | 2800 23 [ 23 86 2511253
T 12201 (op) 116 122 91 254
T 12201 (od) 11.6] 2000 80 160 250,259
T 12201 (od) 11.6 | 2200 48 130 250,253
T 12201 (od) 116 26 | 25 254
T 12201 (od) 116 4000 13 40 250,253

Bi2212 (ud) x= 11]| 75 275 | 83 197,257
B 12212 (op) 75 220 |95 257

B 2212 (op) 75 | 2700 90-93 [ 60 251,258

B 2212 (op) 75 | 1800 84 130 259,26
Bi2212 (od) x= 19[[ 75 143 ] 82 257
Bi2212 (od) x= 225 75 104 | 62 257
Y -123 (d) x= 075 || 5.9 | 2800 38 42 261
Y123 @d) x= 1 [[ 5.9 [ 1900 64 90 261

Y 123 (op) x= 16 [[ 5.9 | 1500 855 | 140 261,262
Y -123 (op) 5.9 116 | 9192 99
Y123 (od) x= 19 || 5.9 | 1300 79 180 261!
Y123 (od) x= 23 || 5.9 | 1500 55 140 261!

Y 248 68 | 1600 82 150 263
Hg1201 (op) 95 [ 1700 [ 192 | 9597 | 180 262,264
Hg1212 (op) 64 1700 [ 290 [ 108 | 130 264,263
Hg-1223 (op) 53 [ 1500 | 435 [132-135] 130 262,264,263
Hg-1223 (op) 7.9 | 1500 135 [ 190 262,263

LSCO (ud) x=.1 [ 6.6 |2800] 75 | 30 47 264{268
LSCO (op) x= 15 || 6.6 [ 2600 | 58 | 38 54 266,267
LSCO (od) x= 20 [[ 6.6 [ 1950 34 96 267
LSCO (od) x= 22 || 6.6 [ 1900 27 100 267
LSCO (od) x= 24 [[ 6.6 [ 1900 20 100 267

(See next page for caption.)
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Caption for Tabl 1: Zero tem perature properties of the superconducting state as
predictors of Tc . Here, Tp is com puted from Eq. (67) using values of o obtained
from either tunnelling or ARPE S, except for overdoped T 12201, rwhich we have
used Ram an data. In com puting T from Eq. C_6§‘) for nearly isotropic m aterials
(those above the double line), we have taken d = 3, A = 22, L = = o, and
ns=2m = (8 ) ! (c=e)2 LZ where 1 and o arethe zero tem perature London pen-
etration depth and coherence length, respectively. For layered m aterials, we have
takend= 2,A = 0:9, and the arealsuper uid density ns=2m = (8 ) 1 (=)L LZ
where L is now the m ean spacing between layers and 1 is the in-plane London
penetration depth. The precise num erical values of A and the factor of~ ~ should
not be taken serjous]y| they depend on m icgo_soopic details, which can vary from
m aterial to m aterial as discussed in Section :2_3;3 Penetration depth m easurem ents
on Y -123 refer to polycrystalline Y ¢9.sCap2BaCuz0O7 , and report .,.The two
entries for Hg-1223 assum e that the super uid density resides in all three planes
(L=53A), or the outer two planes only (L=7.9A).In the case of the high tem per-
ature superconductors, the notations ud’, bp’, and bd’ refer to under, optin ally,
and overdoped m aterials, respectively.

Th Tablk 1, bllowing Ref. 269, we tabulate T , Tp, and T, for various
superconducting m aterials. C learly, in buk Pb, phase uctuations are not
terrbly in portant, whilk in the cuprate superconductors (and the ET su—
perconductors), phase uctuations are an order 1 e ect. O fthis there is no
possible doubt! Looking m ore closely at the table, one sees that the ratio of
T =T, is generally an aller for the underdoped m aterials, and larger for over—
doped, which in plies that phase uctuations are progressively less dom inant
w ith increasing doping. T he ratio of T,=T. varies in the oppositem annerw ith
doping.

T he obvious In plication ofthe trends exhibited In Table 1 isthat optin al
doping m arks a gradual crossover from an underdoped regin e, where T, is
predom nantly a phase ordering transition, to an overdoped regin e In which
It is predom inantly a pairing transition. T his also in plies that both pairing
and phase uctuation physicsplay a nonnegligble role, except in the regin es
of extrem e underdoping or overdoping where T. ! 0.

8.2 An illustrative exam ple: granular superconductors

W e now tum to a beautifiil set of experin ents carried out by M erchant et
al éi(}] on granularPb Inswih a thin coating of Ag.This isa system iIn
w hich the m icroscopic physics is well understood. The T, ofbulk Pb is 72K
whilk A g ram ainsnom aldown to the low est accessible tem peratures, so that
T can be varied w ith respect to T, by changing the thickness ofAg. In this
way, the system can be tuned from an \underdoped" regin e, where T, is a
phase ordering transition and pairing persists to m uch higher tem peratures,
to an \overdoped" regin e, w here the transition is very BC S-like.

Figure :_i]_: show s the log of the resistance vs. tem perature for a sequence
of Ins (@) obtained by adding successive layers of Ag to a granular Pb
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Fig.21. The logarithm of the resistance vs. tem perature for a sequence of Ims,
starting w ith a granularPb In (@) to'vlllich is added successively larger coverage
of Ag.From Fig.5 ofM erchant et al. R7Q].

substrate. Film s a and b are seen to be globally lnsulating, despite being
locally superconducting below 72K .Fim s g—jare clearly superconductors.
Film s cf are anom alous m etals of som e still not understood variety. It is
In portanttonotethatFig :_2-1: isplotted on a log-linear scale, so that although
it is unclear whether In s cfwillever becom e truly superconducting, Ins
e and f, Pr exam ple, have low tem perature resistances which are 5 or 6
orders ofm agnitude lower than their nom al state values, due to signi cant
superconducting  uctuations; see F ig422.

Figure :_éj show s IV curves obtained from planar tunnelling in the di-
rection perpendicular to the same set of Ims.As dI=dV is proportionalto
the single particle density of states at energy V , this can be interpreted as
the analogue ofan ARPE S or tunnelling experim ent in the high tem perature
superconductors. Am ong other things, the gap seen in In s a-d is roughly
Independent ofA g coverage, and looksprecisely like the gap that is seen upon
tunnelling into thick Pb  Ins. In these Ims, the gap seen in tunnelling is
clearly a superconducting pseudogap.

The analogy between the behavior of these Ins as a function of Ag
coverage, and the cuprate high tem perature superconductors as a fiinction of
hole concentration is inm ediately apparent:
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Fig.22. Thesamedataasin Fig. él}),buton a linear, as opposed to a logarithm ic,
scale of resistivity.

Fig.23. IV curves from planar tunnelling into the sam e sequence of In s shown
n Fig. @1_') .From Fig.6 ofM erchant et al @7_OI]

W ih little orno A g, the typical Jossphson coupling, J, between far sepa-
rated grainsofP b isan all; them alphase uctuationspreclide any possbility
of long range phase order for T > J.C learly, Increasing A g coverage increases
the coupling between grains, or m ore correctly, since the granular character
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ofthe Ims is gradually obscured w ith increasing A g coverage, it increases
the phase sti ness or super uid density. T his causes the phase ordering tem —
perature to rise, m uch like the underdoped regin e of the cuprates.

H ow ever, the pairing scale, or equivalently them ean eld T., isa decreas—
iIng function of A g coverage due to the proxim ity e ect. Since the Pb grains
are sm all com pared to the bulk coherence length, o, the granularity of the

In shaslittlee ecton theBC S gap equation.T he pairing scale is equivalent
to that of a hom ogeneous system w ith an e ective pairing interaction,

= by B+ 0 fig; (1)

where fpy, and f, 4 are, respectively, the volum e fraction of Pb and Ag.Con-
sequently, the pairing gap,

o exp[ 1=(°F )] (72)

is a decreasing function of Ag coverage. So long as fp ¢ 1 ( Insaf) this
e ect is rather slight, as can be seen directly from the gures, but then the
gap value can be seen to plumm et w ith increasing A g coverage.In  Im s g—j,
this leads to a decrease of T, rem Iniscent of overdoped cuprates.

O foourse, it is clear that there ism ore going on in the experin ent than
this sinm ple theoretical discussion In plies:

1) D isorder: The e ects of disorder are neglected In this discussion. A
priorithese should be strong, especially at low A g coverage.

2) Coulom b B lockade: A s best one can tell from the existing data, Ins
a—f are not superconductors w ith a reduced T, | In fact Insaandb appear
to be headed tow ard an insulating ground state, presum ably due to quantum
phase uctuations induced by the charging energy of the grains. T he energy
to transfer a C ooper pair (charge 2e) between grains is

Ve = 4 &°=L ; (73)

where L is the grain size and is a dim ensionless constant which takes
Into account the grain shape and screening.W hen Ve > J, the number of
pairs per grain becom es xed at low tem perature and the ground state is a
type of paired M ott Insulator. Since the num ber of pairs and the phase are
quantum m echanically conjigate on each grain, when number uctuationsare
suppressed by the charging energy, quantum phase uctuations ourish, and
prevent superconducting order. T he screening ofthe C oulom b interaction can
m itigate this e ect. Screening clarly In proves w ith Increasing A g coverage,
so coverage dependent e ects of quantum phase uctuations contribute to
the evolution cbserved in the experim ents, as well

3) D issipation: T here is even m ore to this story than the ! = 0 charg—
Ing energies. In contrast with classical statistical m echanics, the dynam ics
and the themm odynam ics are inexorably linked in quantum statisticalm e-
chanics, and nite frequency physics becom es in portant. T his issue hasbeen

. and then T. de—
creases.

Things we swept un—
der the rug.
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addressed experin entally by R inberg et al. R71]W hile there has been con-
siderable progress in understanding the theory of quantum phase uctuations
(See, for exam ple, Ref. é?é for a recent review ), there are stillm any basic
issues that are unresolved. For instance, Ins cfshow no sign of becom ing
truly superconducting or lnsulatingasT ! 0!W hat is the nature of this in—
termm ediate state? T his isa w idely observed phenom enon in system swhich are
expected to be undergoing a superconductor to insulator transition @72},@?@]
T he physics of this anom alousm etallic state is not understood at all, even in
system s, such as the present one, w here the m icroscopic physics is believed
to be understood. (See Section 8.4 for a taste of the theoretical subtleties
nvolred.)

8.3 C lassicalphase wuctuations

W e now undertake a critical analysis of them alphase uctuations.W e will
fornow ignore the e ects of them alquasiparticle excitations, as well as the
quantum dynam icsw hich certainly dom inate the phase m ode physics at tem —
peratures low com pared to tse ective D ebye tem perature. T hese in portant
om issions w il be addressed In Section @:4 .

Superconductors and classical XY m odels W hen T Ty, the super-
conducting transition tem perature T, T , and the transition can be well
descrbed by a phase only m odel. On general symm etry grounds, the free
energy associated w ith tin e independent deform ations of the phase m ust be
of the form 4

Vehase = ( =2) dr(@ ¥ ; (74)

where the helicity m odulus, , is given by the super uid densiy, ny, and
the e ective pair mass, m , according to Eq. @?_;) Sihce v = —r is
the super uid velocity, hase is easily seen o have an Interpretation as the
kinetic energy of the super uid, hase = drngm v§=2, so that classical
phase uctuations correspond to themm ally induced pair currents. Egs. Ijjl)
and C_6-S_i) establish the sense n which the super uid density controls the
sti nessto phase uctuations.

Eqg. {_7-4) is the continuum form of the classical XY model Both in a
superconductorand in the XY model, isaperiodicvariable (de nedm odulo
2 ). Thus, we must handle the short distance physics w ith som e care to
pem it the vortex excitations which are the expression of that periodicity.
W hen this is done, typically by de ning the m odel on a lattice, it captures
the essentialphysics ofthe transition between a low tem perature ordered and
a high tem perature disordered state.

Tobe concrete, et usconsideran XY m odelon a d dim ensionalhypercubic
lattice X

Hxy = V(i 3); (75)
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where < i;9> are nearest neighbor sites and V is an even, periodic function

V)=V (+2 )=V( ), wih amaxinum at = 0 such that the Ham ilto—

nian ism inin ized by the uniform state.T he lattice constant, a, In thism odel
has a physical J'nte1p1:etatjon| i de nes the size of the vortex core. To gen—
eralize thism odel to the case ofan anisotropic (e.g. layered) superconductor,
we let both the lattice constant, a , and the potential, V. ( ), depend on the
direction,

At zero tem perature, the helicity m odulus can be sim ply com puted:

(T =0)=2R%= NVP©); (76)

where = ? a ) is the unit cell volum e. T hus, the relation between (0)
and T , the ordering tem perature ofthe m odel, dependsboth on the detailkd
form ofV and on the lattice cuto . In constructing Tabl 1 above, we have
taken V = V cos( ), and identi ed the area of the vortex core, (2) w ith the
plaquette area, a® - this is the origih of the som ewhat arbitrary = which
appears in the three din ensional expression for T . Fortuiously, for layered
materials, y = xy depends only on the spacing between planes, a,,
and not on the in-plane lattice constant.

O ne can, in principle, handle the short distance physics In a m ore system —
atic way by solving the m icroscopic problem (probably num erically) on large
system s (large com pared to (), and then m atching the resultsw ith the short
distance behaviorofthe XY m odel. In thisway, one could, in principle, derive
explicit expressions forV and a in tem s of the m icroscopic properties of a
given m aterial. H owever, no one (to the best of our know ledge) has carried
through such an analysis for any relevant m icroscopic m odel

W hatwe @ié] have done, instead, isto keep atmostthe rst2temsin a
Fourier cosine series ofEq. ¢_7-§:) .W ih the cuprates In m ind, we have studied
planar system s:

X
H = e foos( i5) + cos@ i5)g
< ij>
X
& foos( i5)9 7 (77)
<ij>

where < ij >, denotes nearest neighbors w thin a plane, and < ij >, de-
notes nearest neighbors between planes. It is assum ed that Jy, J, , and
are positive, since there is no reason to expect any frustration in the prob—
¥m, R75]and that 025,since or > 025 there isa secondary m inin um
In the potential for ;5= , which isprobably unphysical. Since din ensional
analysis argum ents of the sort m ade above are essentially lndependent of ,
varying pem itsusto obtain som e feeling forhow quantitatively robust the
resuls are w ith regard to \m icroscopic details."

P roperties of classical XY m odels The XY m odel is one of the m ost
studied m odels in physics R76].W e R74] have recently carried out a series of

How much does the
detailed shape of V
m atter?
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quantitative analytic and num erical studies ofX Y m odels (using Eg. {jz‘)) .In
particular, we have focused on the themm alevolution ofthe super uid density
and the relation betw een the super uid density and the ordering tem perature.
A slong asJ, isnonzero, thism odel is in the universality class ofthe 3D
XY model, and nearenough to T, (T) L Tj,where isthe correlation
length exponent ofthe 3D XY m odel, :67.Forsu cient anisotropy, there
m ay be a crossover from 2D criticalbehavior close (out not too close) to T,
to 3D critical behavior very near T.. In practice, this crossover is very hard
to see due to the special character of the critical phenom ena of the 2D XY
m odel; even a very weak J, signi cantly increasesthe transition tem perature.
To see this, consider the case In which J, J, ; In this lin it, one can
study the physics of the system using an asym ptotically exact interplane
mean eld theory :_BQED]. W e de ne the order param eter, m (T ) hcosf 14,
and consider the behavior of a single decoupled planar X Y model in the
presence of an extemal eld,h(T)= 2% m (T) due to themean eld ofthe
neighboring tw o planes. T he selfconsistency condition thus reads

m (T)=mp (T;h); (78)

wherem ,p (T ;h) is com puted forthe 2D m odel A sin ple estin ate for T, can
be obtained by linearizing this equation:

1= 23, 2 (Tc): (79)

Here the 2D susceptibility is
n p o
o Dpexp A Tp=0c TBp) ; (80)

where Typ is the K osterlitz-T houless transition tem perature and A  is a
nonuniversal num ber of order 1. A consequence of this is that even a very
an all interlayer coupling leads to a very large fractional increase in T,

Te Tp TpAi=lg =J,]: 1)

Only if T, Tp )=Txp 1 will there be clear 2D criticalbehavior observed
in the them odynam ics.

Tom ake contact w ith a range of experin ents it is necessary that we focus
attention not only on universalcriticalproperties, but also on otherproperties
which are at least relatively robust to changes in m icroscopic details. O ne
such property is the w idth ofthe critical region, but we are not aw are of any
system atic studies of the factors that in uence this. For the simnpl ( = 0)
isotropic 3D XY m odel, the critical region certainly does not extend further
than 10% away from T..

A nother such property is the low tem perature slope of super uid density

curves as a function of tem perature. U sing linear spin wave theory R71,278],

The super uid den— onecan obtain a low tem perature expansion ofthe in-plane helicity m odulus,

sity is linear at ow
T.
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k(T)ka(l+4) 1 Z|_6)T

2
; 2
= 10+ +0(T7) (82)

wherewe haveused a; = ay & and x = x foraplanar system and
is a nonuniversal num ber w hich depends on J,; =J; . It is easy to show éf@]
that = 1 in the two dinensionallm it (J, =Jy = 0), and that = 2=3 i
the three din ensionallm it (J; = Jx 1+ 4 )).The T -linear term is Indepen—
dent of Jy, so that we expect the slope of scaled super uid density curves,
k (T)=  0) vs. T=T., to be much less sensitive to m icroscopic param eters
(ie. m aterdial dependent properties such as doping in the cuprates) than is
k 0). That this expectation is realized can be seen from our M onte C arlo
sin ulation results presented in Fx_:]-'_2-§:

Fig.24. Super uid density vs. tem perature, scaled by the zero tem perature super—
uid density and by T., respectively, from Ref. 274 E xperin entaldata on YBCO
is depicted by the black line, and is taken from Kam alet al @7_9|] (T he data are
essentially the sam e for a range of doping concentration.) O urM onte C arlo resuls
for system size 16 16 16 are the lked symbols. Calculations are for two planes
per uni cell, wih coupling Jy = 1 wihin each plane, and J, and J? betw een
alremate planes. M onte C arlo points above T. are nonzero due to nite size e ects.

E xcept where explicitly shown, error bars are am aller than sym bol size.

In addition, we nd that there is a characteristic shape to the super uid
density vs. tam perature curves In XY m odels. W e have used M onte Carlo
sin ulations to focus on two other din ensionless nonuniversal param eters:
Ay = Te=1(0) and A, = T. , (0)=  (0), where , (0) = d  0)=dT .A; isa
m easure of how well the ground state property  (0) M easurable through
the super uid density) predicts T, which is equivalent to T In thism odel
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A, can be expressed in the m ore ntuitive form A, = T=Tex, Where Tey

x 0)= : (0), isthe estin ate 0f T, one would obtain by extrapolating from the
JIow tem perature slope of  (T) to the point at which the super uid sti ness
would vanish. O ver orders of m agnitude of couplings (0 & =Jy 1),
and throughout the range 0 25, A and A, are rem arkably robust:
A, 6 1d,and B 2 5.

8.4 Quantum considerations

In quantum system s, the dynam icsa ectsthe therm odynam ics. H ow ever, the
role of quantum e ects on the phase dynam ics is a large topic, and one in
which m any uncertainties remain. W e willbrie y discuss the sin plest case
here, m ostly to illustrate the com plexiy of the problem .

Let usconsidera smplketwo uidm odel:_B] In which a phase uctuating
superconductor is capacitively coupled to anom al uid.T he continuum lim it
of the e ective action obtained upon Integrating out the nomal uid can
be derived from sin ple hydrodynam ic considerations. From the Jossphson
relation, it follow s that the electric eld

E = (~=2e)r —: (83)

TheEuclidean e ective action is obtained by augm enting the classicalaction,
Eqg. {jé), w ith the M axwell tem , and analytically continuing to im aginary
tin e:
Z Z
S[ 1= d d-quuantum + Vphase 7 Lguantum = E D=8 ; (84)
0

where = 1=T,D k;!)= o&k;!)E k;!),and o isthenom al uid dielec-
tric function (analytically continued to m agihary tin e).Again, thise ective
action must be cuto at short distances in such a way as to preserve the
periodicity of by allow Ing vortex excitations.

An analysis of the M axwell temm , Squantun » @llow s us to illustrate som e
of the com plexity of this problem . Atk = 0 and snall!, o 4 o=i!,
where ( isthe D C.oconductivity ofthe nomal wuid. Thus, ifwe rst con-
ﬁjderﬁhe spatialcontinuum Iim it before going to low frequencies, Squan tum

. dr oj'nir 3J,where!, = 2 nT aretheM atsubara frequencies.W e
recognize the resulting action asthe continuum lim it ofan array of resistively
shunted Josephson jinctions [_2&:3(},2&31_-] RSJ). Here, the nom al uid plys
the roke of an \O hm ic heat bath ."

O n the otherhand, ifwe 1rsttake! = 0, and then k am alj, Q<F=k)2
where krr isthe Thom asFem iscreening length. In this lim i, the M axwell
term hasthe form ofa phase kinetic energy, Liquan tum ™M =2)33,wih an
e ectivemass,M / k’=kZ,] ! Inversely proportionalto an appropriately
de ned local charging energy. The resulting e ective action is the contin—
uum lim it of the \lattice quantum rotor" QR ) m odel, also a w idely studied
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probkm [83].TheRSJ and QR models have quite di erent behavior at low
tem peratures.W ithout a rather com plete understanding ofthe physics ofthe
nom al uid, it is In possible In generalto determ ine which, ifeither, ofthese
Iin its captures the essential quantum physics.

T here isnonetheless one In portant issue which can be addressed in a the—
oretically straightforward fashion: the tem perature scale below which quan-
tum e ectsdom inate.T he classicalphysicswe studied in theprevioussection The chssical to
is readily obtained from the quantum m odelby suppressing all uctuations quantum  crossover
w ith nonzero M atsubara frequency.W e thus estin ate a classical to quantum  tem perature is
crossover tem perature, Ty, by com paring the classical (! = 0) and st nite estin ated.
frequency (! = !'1 = 2 T) contrbutionsto S[ ]. This leads to the in plicit
equation for Tg;: p
Tar= ezns= om 7 85)

where ( is evaluated at tem perature T = T, frequency ! 2 T3, and
a typical mom entum , k l1=a.So ong as T T.1, the Inaghary tine
Independent (classical) eld con gurations dom inate the themm odynam ics.
C learly, depending on how good the screening is, T.; can be much sn aller
ormuch larger than T.. Ifwe approxinate ¢ by is nite frequency, k ! 0
form , this estin ate can be recast In an intuitively appealing form @Zé]:

Tal — T (86)

where 5 = e’=(a) is the quantum of conductance in which the vortex core
radius enters as the quantum of length.

R ecent theoretical developm ents have uncovered yet m ore subtleties. A -

though the low energy physics involves only phase uctuations, phase slips
(short in agihary tin e events where the phase spontaneously \slips" by 2 )
nvolve am plitude uctuations. In the presence of an ohm ic heat bath, there
are subtle, long tin e consequences of these am plitude uctuations EB:8:B {-_2:8:5].
A nother Interesting possibility is electron fractionalization. Under som e cir-
cum stances, it hasbeen proposed i_5-_§] that hc=e vorticesm ay be energetically
preferred to the usualhc=2e vortices, leading to a fractionalized state.

C om bine this exciting but incom plete jum ble oftheoretical ideasw ith the This is an in portant
ram arkably sin ple but entirely unexplained behavior cbserved experim entally unsolved problkm !
in granular superconducting Im s as they crossover from superconducting to
Insulating behavior, and one is forced to concede that the theory of quantum
phase uctuations is seriously incom plete.

8.5 A pplicability to the cuprates

Both phase and pairbreaking uctuationsarem oreprevalentat low T in the
cuprate superconductors than in conventionalBC S superconductors. T he low
super uid density providesonly a weak sti nessto themm alphase uctuations
of the order param eter. In addition, the nodes in the gap m ean that there
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are low energy quasiparticlk excitations down to arbitrarily low tem perature.
However, it is in portant to rem em ber that nodal quasiparticles occupy only
a an all fraction of the Brillbuin zone so ongas , T.

T. is unrelated to the gap in underdoped cuprates A sm entioned in
Section :_3, In underdoped cuprates, m any probes detect a pseudogap in the
nom alstate, such asNM R, STM , jJunction tunnelling, and ARPES.W hereas
BCS theory would predict T, o=2,where  isthe superconducting gap
maxin um at zero tem perature, the low tem perature m agnitude of the single
particle gap asm easured by ARPE S or tunnelling experin ents does not fol-
low this relation, qualitatively or quantitatively. O n the underdoped side, T,
Increasesw ith increasing doping, whereas  m oves in the opposite direction
in allcases studied to date.Even at optin aldoping, T, is always considerably
an aller than the BCS value of ,=2.In optin ally doped BSCCO , for exam —
pk, T. o=5,where , is the peak energy observed in low tem perature

TheARPE S experim entsprovide k-space Infom ation dem onstrating that
the gap, above and below T, hasan anisotropy consistent w ith a d-w ave order
param eter. Furthem ore, , (T) is Jargely undim inished in going from T = 0
to T = T. in underdoped sam ples, and the size and shape of the gap are
basically unchanged through the transition.A dd to this the contravariance
0fT. w ith the low tem peraturem agniude ofthe gap asthe doping is changed,
and it appearsthe gap and T are sin ply lndependent energies [:LE@,EZE:B@]T he
gap decreases w ith overdoping, which m ay be responsible for the depression
of T, in that region, so that the transiion m ay be m ore conventionalon the
overdoped side.

T. isset by the super uid density in underdoped cuprates A sem pha-
sized above, the super uid densiy in cuprates is orders ofm agniude am aller
than in conventional superconductors. R69] In addition, when the super uid
density is converted to an energy scale, it is com parable to T., whereas in
conventional superconductors this phase sti ness energy scale is far above
the transition tem perature. In those conventional cases, BC S theory works
quite well, but in the cuprates, the phase sti ness energy scale should also
be considered. .

T his is fiirther em phasized by the Uem ura plot @Q?:], which com paresthe
transition tem perature to the super uid density. For underdoped system s,
the relationship is linear w thin experin ental errors. T his is strong evidence
that T. is detemm ined by the super uid density, and therefore set by phase
ordering.

E xperim ental signatures of phase uctuations h YBCO,3D X Y crit—
ical uctuations have been cbserved in the super uid density wihin 10% of
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T. [L72,289], in plying that the tem perature dependence of the super uid
density below and near T. is govemed by phase uctuations. It needs to be
stressed that in conventionalsuperconductors, such uctuationsthat are seen
are G aussian in character| that isthey nvolve uctuations ofboth the am —
plitude and the phase of the order param eterﬁ. The purely critical phase
uctuations observed in YBCO areentirely di erent.At low tem perature (as
Iow as T = 1K @91-]) the super uid density is a linearly decreasing func—
tion of tem perature [9 W hile this linear behavior is generally believed to
be the result ofam p]Ji:ude uctuatjons of an order param eter w ith nodes, it
is di culk [148' 151' 292 293‘] from this perspective to understand why the
slope is nearly independent of x and of (=T.. This feature of the data is
naturally explained if it is assum ed that the linear tem perature dependence,
too, ar_:is_es from classical phase uctuations, but then it is hard to under—
stand [_224:] why quantum e ectswould not quench these uctuations at such
low tem peratures.

9 Lessons From W eak Coupling

9.1 Perturbative RG approach in D > 1

In recent years, Fem i liquid theory, and w ith it the characterization of the
BCS instability, has been recast in the language of a perturbative renom al-
ization group RG) treatm ent.W e w ill adopt this approach aswe reconsider
the conventionalB C S-E liashberg theory of the phonon m ediated m echanisn
of superconductivity In sim ple m etals. In particular, we are interested In ex—
ploring the interplay between a short ranged Instantaneous electron-electron
repulsion of strength and a retarded attraction @Which we can think ofas
being m ediated by the exchange of phonons) of strength , which operates
only below a frequency scale !p . A though we willm ake use of a perturba-
tive expression for the beta function which is valid only for and small
com pared to 1, the results are nonperturbative in the sense that we w ill re—
cover the nonanalytic behavior of the pairing scale, T, expected from BCS
mean eld theory.The resulks are valid for any relative strength of = and,
m oreover, the corrections due to higher order term s in the beta finction are
generally am ooth, and so are not expected to have large qualitative e ects
on the results so Iongas and arenot large compared to 1.

A 1l the resuls obtained in this section have been well understood by ex—
perts since the golden age ofm any-body theory, along w ith som e ofthem ost
Im portant higher order correctionswhich occur for oforderl (which willbe
entirely neglected here). O ur principal purpose In including this section is to
provide a sin ple derivation of these resuls in a Janguage that m ay be m ore
accessible to them odem reader.A m ost nsightfiilexposition ofthis approach

®An interesting way to identify separate G aussian and phase uctuation regin es
In YBCO ispresented in Ref. 29q See also Ref.179.
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isavailable in the articles by P olhinski, Ref. 39, and Shankar, Ref. 38, which
can be consulted wherever the reader is curious about parts of the analysis
we have skipped over. The one technicalm odi cation we adopt here is to
an ploy an energy shellRG transform ation, rather than the m om entum shell
approach adopted In Ref. :_3-§, this m ethod allow s us to handl the retarded
and instantaneous interactions on an equal footing. It can also be viewed
as an _e;_ctensjon of the analogous treatm ent of the 1D problem adopted in
Ref. 294, as discussed in the next subsection.

W e start by de ning a scale invariant ( xed point) Euclidean action for
a noninteracting Ferm igas

X
Seplwi 3]= @) @ VI 1! d!dkdkLo [ 1; ®87)

Lol 1= [ +vw ®k] ;

where dk = k¢ 'dKdk, the uni vector k is the direction ofk and k is the
digplacem ent from the Fem i surface; we have assum ed a sin ple spherical
Fermm i surface. T he treatm ent that we present here breaks down when the
Ferm i surface is nested or contains Van H ove singularities. To regularize the
theory, it is necessary to cut o the Integrals; whereas Shankar con nesk to
a narrow shell about the Fem i surface, kj< kg , we allow k to vary
from 1 to+1 ,butoon nethe! integralto a narrow shell j! j< Er .

W e now introduce electron-electron interactions. N aive power counting
leads to the conclusion that the four ferm ion tem s are m arginal, and all
higher order temm s are irrelevant, so we take

Z
Y odkydly

d+ 1
i ° j:1(2 )

bk k)+ (o J2 Bdgk: k)]
oksils) kit ky klitly  13); (88)

kiil1) okzi!2)

Sint =

where isthe Heavyside finction, and g and g are, respectively, the Instan—
taneous and retarded interactions. Signs are such that positive g corresponds
to repulsive interactions. T he distinction betw een retarded and instantaneous
Interactions is In portant so long as !'p .W e have nvoked soin rotation
Invariance in order to ignore the dependence of g and g on the soin indices.
Tt should be stressed, as already m entioned in Section "g', that this should
already be Interpreted as an e ective eld theory, in which the m icroscopic
properties that depend on the band structure away from the Fem i surface
such as m ixing with other bands, m ore com plicated three and fourbody
Interactions, etc. have already fed into the param eters that appear In the
model. W hat we do now is to address the question of what further changes
in the e ective interactions are produced when we integrate out electronic
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modes In a narrow shellbetween and e ', (*> 0 and snall), and then
rescale all frequencies according to

N

Il el; k! ek and ! e BT 89)
to restore the cuto to itsoriginal form and where, asusual, ¢ is a critical
exponent that is determ ined by the the properties of the interacting xed
point. W e will carry this procedure out perturbatively in powers of g and
g| to the one loop order we (and everyone else) analyzes, r = 0.

To rst order in perturbation theory, sin ple pow er counting Insures that
the entire e ective action is invariant under the RG transform ation, other
than the param eter !, which changes according to

d!D:d‘z !D H (90)
— T - T —
1 1
a) 1 1
1 1
1 1
—! > L

d)

——

Fig.25. The one loop diagram s that are invoked in the discussion of the renor-
m alization of the e ective interactions. a) and b) are referred to as the \C ooper
channel" and c¢) and d) as \particlke-holk channels". T he loop is m ade out of elec—
tronic propagators w ith frequencies in the shell which is being integrated. The
dashed lines represent interactions.
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To second (one loop) order, the forward scattering interactions are still
unchanged; they produce the Fem i liquid param eters, and should actually be
Included aspart ofthe xed point action and treated non-peturbatively. T his
can be done straightforw ardly, but for sin plicity w ill be ignored here. T he
one loop diagram sw hich potentially produce contributions to the beta func—
tion are shown in Fjg.:_2-§. A 11 intemal legs of the diagram s refer to electron
propagators at arbitrary m om enta but w ith their frequencies constrained to
lie in the shellwhich is being integrated out, > 3 j e '.The dashed
lines represent interactions. A 1l extemal legs are taken to lie on or near the
Fermm i surface. C kearly, the energy transfer along the interaction JJnes in the
C ooper channel, F igs. 25a and 25b isoforder ,and so for ! 5 ,gdoes
not contrbute, while In Figs. .250 and 25d there is zero ftequency transfer
along the interaction lines, and so g and g contribute equally.

Since E r ,wecan classify them agniude ofeach diagram in powersof

;any term oforder j j ! makesa logarithm ically divergent contribution to
thee ective interaction upon integration over frequency, while any term sthat
are proportionalto E ! aremuch sn aller and m ake only nite contrbutions
which can be ignored for the present purposes. W hen the C ooper diagram s,
shown in F jgs.ég:a and :_§§'b, are evaluated for zero center ofm assm om entum ,
(ie. ifthem om enta on theextemallegsareky and Xk ),thebubbl iseasily
seen to be proportional to 1. However, if the center of m ass m om entum
is nonzero (ie. if the extemalmomenta are kg + g and Ik ), the same
bubble is proportionalto 1=v §3j and hence is negligble. T he particle-hole
diagram sin F jgs.:_2-§'c and éﬁd are a bit m ore com plicated. T he bubble is zero
for totalm om entum 0, and proportionalto 1=v kr form om entum transfer
near 2ky .Thus, In m ore than one din ension, the particle hole bubbles can be
neglected entirely. W e w ill treat the 1d case separately, below .) Putting all
this together in the usualm anner, we are left w ith the one-loop RG equations
for the interactions betw een electrons on opposing sides of the Ferm isurface,

dg]_ 1

den
ar W gf ar en

where 1 refers to the appropriate Femm i surface ham onic; for the case of a
circular Fem i surface in two dim ensions, 1 is sin ply angular m om entum .
(Im plictt In this is the fact that odd 1are associated w ith interactions in the
triplet channelwhilke even 1are in the singlet channel.)

T hese equations describe the changes in the e ective Interactions upon
an in nitesin alRG transfom ation. T hey can be easily Integrated to obtain
expressions for the scale dependent interactions. H owever, these equations
are only valid so long as allthe interactions are weak (to jastify perturbation
theory) and so long as ! p . Assum ing that i is the second condition
that is violated 1rst, we can obtain expression for the e ective interactions
at this scale by Integrating to the point at which = ! ; the result is

0

(Ip) = i )= o ©2)
"7 1+ obg( o=tp) vt
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where = g= w, = = W%, the symmetry labels on g and g are kft
im plicit, and the subscript \0" refers to the nitial values of the couplings at
am icroscopic scale, o Er .

The fact that the retarded interactions do not renom alize is certainly
as noteworthy as the fam ous renom alization of . This means that i is
possbletoestin ate from m icroscopic calculationsor from high tem perature
m easurem ents, such as resistivity m easurem ents in the quasiclassical regim e
where / T.

Oncethescale = !p isreached,anew RG procedurem ust be adopted.
At this point, the retarded and instantaneous interactions are not distin—
guishable, so wem ust sin ply add them to obtain a new,e ective interaction,
T ('p)=g('p )+ g, which upon fiarther reduction of renom alizesasa
nonretarded interaction. If g f (! ) is repulsive, it willbe further reduced
w ith decreasing .However, if it is attractive in any channel, the RG ows
carry the system to stronger couplings, and eventually the perturbation the-
ory breaks down.W e can estin ate the characteristic energy scale at which
thisbreakdow n occursby Integrating the one loop equationsuntilthe running
coupling constant reaches a certain nite value 1=

1= lpe expl[ 1= (1p)7: 93)

O f course, the RG approach does not tell us how to interpret this energy
scale, other than that it is the scale at which Fem i liquid behavior breaks
down.However, we know on other grounds that this scale is the pairing scale,
and that the breakdow n ofFem i liquid behavior is associated w ith the onset
of superconducting behavior.

9.2 Perturbative RG approach in D = 1

T he one loop beta function In onedin ension, the structure ofthe pertur-
bative beta fiinction is very di erent from in higher dim ensions. In addition
to the fam iliar logarithm ic divergences In the particlke-particle (or C ooper)
channel, there appear sin ilar logarithm s in the particle-hol channel. That
these lead to a serious breakdown of Fem i liquid theory can be deduced di-
rectly from the perturbation theory, although it is only through the m agic of
bosonization (discussed in Section :_5) that i is possble to understand what
these divergences lead to.

To highlight the di erences with the higher dim ensional case, we will
treat the 1d case using the perturbative RG approach, but now taking into
account the din ension speci ¢ interference between the C ooper and particle—
hole channels. H ow ever, having belabored the derivation of the perturbative
beta function for the higher dim ensionalcase, we w ill sin ply w rite down the
result for the 1d case; the reader Interested in the details of the derivation is
referred to Refs. 294 and 295.

In 1d, there areonly tw o potentially in portantm om entum transferswhich
scatter electrons at the Femn 1 surface, as contrasted w ith the continuum of

Ferm i loguid behav-
jor breaks down at
the pairing scalk.
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possibilities in high din ension. Tt is conventional to indicate by g; the inter—
action with m om entum transfer 2ky , and by g, that with zero m om entum
transfer. If we are Interested in the case of a nearly half lled band, we also
need to keep track ofthe um klapp scattering, g3, which involvesa m om entum
transfer 2 to the lattice (see Section :_5) . Consequently, we m ust iIntroduce a
chem icalpotential, , de ned such that = 0 corresponds to the half Ilkd
band. F inally, we consider the retarded interactions, &;, &, and g3 which
operate at frequencies lessthan !p .For sin plicity, we consider only the case
of spin rotationally invariant interactions.

Theone loop RG equations (cbtained by evaluating precisely the diagram s

in Fjg.:_Z-!j'),under conditions 'p; ,are
dg. _ & do. _ & dgs _ B%
ar Vi ! ar Vi ! ar Vi !
dg g 3 1 de,
= — 1 + -t ; =0;
Y - B o+ 5%tgl T
d d!
= 2o F ©4)
ar ar Vir
w here g, g 2gandg =& g.For !'p , the sam e equations

apply, exospt now wemust set g3 = g3 = 0.And, of course, if 'y >
sin ply drop the notion of retarded interactions, altogether.

T here are m any rem arkable qualitative aspects to these equations, m any
ofwhich di erm arkedly from the analogous equations in higher din ensions.
T hem ost cbvious feature is that the retarded interactions are strongly renor—
m alized, even when the states being elin inated have energies large com pared
to !p . W hat this means is that In one din ension, the e ective electron—
phonon interaction at low energies is not sin ply related to the m icroscopic
Interaction strength.Som e ofthee ectsofthis strong coupling on the spectral
properties of quasi-one din ensional system s can be found In Refs. ég@@?i .

,we

A way from half 1ling Toseehow thisworksout, et usconsiderthe typical
case In which the nonretarded interactions are repulsive (g, and g, > 0)
and the retarded Interactions are attractive (g < 0) and strongly retarded,
'p=Er l.Far from half 1ling,wecan also set g = g3 = 0.The presence
or absence of a spin gap is determ ined by the sign ofg; . Thus, just as In the
3d case, In order to derive the e ective theory w ith nonretarded interactions
w hich isappropriate to study the low energy physics at scales an allcom pared
to !p , we Integrate out the fermm ionic degrees of freedom at scales between
Er and !p , and then com pute the e ective backscattering interaction,

ef f

9 = 93)

g lp)+ta(lp):

LS 0 de.ifq (!p)> 1 (!p )9, then the Luttinger liquid is a stabke

Ifg;
xed point, and in particular no soin gap develops. Iw‘:‘qeff < 0, however, the
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Luttinger liquid xed point is unstable; now , the system ows to a Luther-

Emery =xed pointwih a soin gap which can be detem ined In the fam iliar
way to be

s bexpl w=g{''1: (96)

T his looks very m uch like the BCS result from high din ensions. T he parallel
w ith BC S theory goeseven a bit further, since under the RG transform ation,
a repulsive g; scales to weaker values in just the sam e way as the Coulomb
pseudopotential In higher din ensions:

9@

'p)= ; 97
9 (o 1+ @@= w)log Er=!p) on

w here gf d Er ).However, n contrast to the higherdin ensionalcase, &; is
strongly renom alized; Integrating the one-loop equations, it is easy to show
that

. 3=2 9o=2 Ve
g g ('p) E
o o) - 10 i 0D -F ; (98)
1+ oL 9 '
. bg(EF=1D)£ exp[ gx=2 w1 (99)
0 w L+ @)= w)xP?

Vardous Iim its of this expression can easily be ana]yzed| we w illnot give
an exhaustive analysis here.Forg; = g. = 0, Eq. @9 ) reduces to the sam e
logarithm ic expression, EJ. {_97) , as for gy, although because g; hasthe oppo—
site sign, the resul is a logarithm ic increase of the e ective interaction; this
is sin ply the fam iliar P ejerls renom alization of the electron-phonon inter—
action.For g. < 0, this renom alization is substantially am pli ed. T hus, In
m arked contrast to the higher din ensional case, strong repulsive interactions
actually enhance the e ects of weak retarded attractions!

F inally, there isbad new saswellas good new s. A s discussed In Section 5,
the behavior of the charge m odes is lJargely determ ined by the \charge Lut—
tinger exponent, K ., which is in tum determ ined by the e ective Interaction

£ =agt+tot 29 (100)

according to the relation (See Eqg. C_l-g‘

0

K= —— (101)
1 (e Vi )

In particular, the relative strength of the superconducting and CDW uc—
tuations are determ ined by K .; the sm allerK , ie. the m ore negative g5t*,
the m ore dom lnant are the CDW  uctuations. It therefore follow s from Eg.
{__LOO) that a large negative value of gfff due to the renom alization of the
electron-phonon interaction only throw s the balance m ore strongly in favor
ofthe CDW order.For this reason, m ost quasi 1D system s w ith a soin gap
are CDW Insulators, rather than superconductors.

R epulsive inter—
actions enhance
the e ects of weak
retarded attractions.
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H alf 1ling Near half 1ling, the interference between the retarded and in—
stantaneous interactions becom es even stronger. In the presence ofUm klapp
scattering, an initially negative g. renom alizes to stronger coupling, as does
gs iself. W ithout loss of generality, we can take g3 > 0 since its sign can be
reversed by a change ofbasis. T hen we can see that both g; and g. contribute
to an in ationary growth ofg . The RG equations have been Integrated in
Ref. é?S:, and we w ill not repeat the analysis here. T he point is that all the
e ects discussed above apply stillm ore strongly nearhalf 1lling.In addition,
we now encounter an entirely novel phenom enon| we nd that thee ective
electron-phonon interaction strength at energy scale !p is strongly doping
dependent, aswell. Tt ispossble @98:], as Indeed seem s to be the case in the
m odel conducting polym er polyacetylene, for the electron-phonon coupling
to be su ciently strong to open a Pelerls gap of m agnitude 26V (roughly,
1/5 ofthe -band width) at half 1ling, and yet be so weak at a m icroscopic
scale that for doping concentrations greater than 5% , no sign ofa P elerls gap
is seen down to tem peratures of order 1K !

How m any of the features seen from this study ofthe IDEG are speci c
to one din ensional system s is not presently clear. C onversely, these resuls
prove by exam ple that fam iliar properties of Ferm i liquids cannot be taken as
generic. In particular, strongly energy and doping dependent electron phonon
Interactions are certainly possibilities that should be taken seriously in sys—
tem s that are not Fem i liquids.

10 Lessons from Strong Coupling

In certain special cases, well controlled analytic results can be obtained in
the lin it in which the bare electron-electron interactions are nonperturbative.
W e discuss several such m odels.

10.1 The H olstein m odel of interacting electrons and phonons

T he sim plest m odel of strong electron-phonon coupling is the H olstein m odel
ofan optic phonon, treated as an E Instein oscillator, coupled to a single tight
binding electron band,

X X X P2 K x?
Huoi= t K, o +HLC+ X505+ — + 2 @o2)

< i3> j j

where 115 = F c;’ cy; 1s the electron density operator and P is the m o—
m entum conjugate to x5.

In treating the interesting strong coupling physics of this problem , it is
som etin es useful to transform thism odel so that the phonon displacem ents
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are de ned relative to their nstantaneous ground state con guration. T his
is done by m eans of the uniary transform ation,

Y
U= exp[i( =K )Py15]; (103)
j
which shiftsthe origin ofoscillation asU¥xsU = x5 ( =K )fij.C onsequently,
the transform ed H am iltonian has the form
" #
X U X X p2 K x4
~ eff J J
U'HyoU = ¢ - Bid, o +HL] > fry P+ Cowm T
< i3> ] j
(104)
w here §i;j =exp[ i( =K )@ Pj)land Uers = =K .
T here are several lim its in which thism odel can be readily analyzed:
) e . P—
A diabatic lim it: Ef 'p Inthelmit 'b,where !y = K =M

is the phonon frequency and for not too large, this is jist the sort of
m odel considered in the weak coupling section, or any other conventional
treatm ent of the electron-phonon problem . Here, M igdals theoram provides
usw ith guidance, and at least fornot too strong coupling, the BC S-E liashberg
treatm ent discussed in Section -'_Ei can be applied. W hile Uger is, indeed, the
e ective interaction which entersthe BC S expression for the superconducting
T., because the uctuations ofP; are large ifM is large, it is not usefulto
work w ith the transform ed version of the H am ilttonian.

Inverse adiabatic lim it; negative U H ubbard m odel In the inverse
adiabatic Iim i, M ! 0, uctuations ofP; are negligble, so that §ij roa.
Hence, in this lin i, the H olstein m odel is precisely equivalent to the H ubbard
model, but with an e ective negative U . If Usse t, this is again a weak
coupling m odel, and w ill yield a superconducting T. given by the usualBCS
expression, although in this case wih a prefactor proportional to t rather
than !p .

In contrast, if Uere t, a strong coupling expansion is required. H ere,
we rst nd the (degenerate) ground states of the unperturbed m odel w ith
t= 0, and then perform perturbation theory in sm allt=U.f¢ . In the zeroth
order ground states, each site is either unoccupied, or is occupied by a singlet
pair of electrons. The energy of this state is  U.reN ¢!, where N ! is the
num ber of electrons. T hese states can be thought of as the statesof In nie
m ass, hard core charge 2e bosons on the lattice. There is a gap to the st
excited state of m agnide Ugss . Second order perturbation theory in the
ground statem anifold straightforw ardly yieldsan e ective H am iltonian which
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is equNa]entEgl to a m odel of hard core bosons (Lbf;bj] = i)
X X X
Hposon =  Err bibj+ H €+ Vere biblibj+ L 1 bibjbiby 11;
< i;3> < i;3> Jj
(105)
w ith nearest neighbor hopping terr = 2%=Uerr and nearest neighbor re—
pulsion Verr = 2terr. This e ective m odel is applicable for energies and
tem peratures an all com pared to Uess .
T he properties of this bosonic Ham iltonian, and closely related m odels
w here additional interactions betw een bosons are .ncluded, have been w idely
studied [_2_99',5(2@]. It has a Jarge num ber of possble phases, ncluding super-
Strong attractions oconducting, crystalline, and striped or liquid crystalline phases. T he equiva—
im pede coherent m o— Jence betw een hard core bosons and spin-1/2 operators can be used to relate
tion, and enhance thism odelto various spin m odels that have been studied in their own right.
charge ordering. However, for the present purposes, there are two clar lessons we wish to
draw from this exercise. The rst is that there are ordered states, In partic—
ular nsulating charge ordered states, which can com pete very successfully
w ith the superconducting state In strong coupling. T he second is that, even
if the system does m anage to achieve a superconducting ground state, the
characteristic superconducting T. w ill be proportional to ter¢, and hence to
the an allparam eter, t=Ucs¢ .

Large Uerf: bipolarons M ore generally, in the strong coupling lim it,
Uers t, a perturbative approach in powers of t=U.rr can be undertaken,
regardless of the value of M . Once again, the zeroth order ground states
are those of charge 2e hard core bosons, as in Eq. @(:)5:) . However, now the
phonons m ake a contrdbution to the ground state| the ground state energy
s UseeN S+ (1=2)!'p N where N is the number of sites, and the gap to
the 1rst excited state is the amaller of User and !p . Still, we can study the
properties of the m odel at energies and tam peratures an all com pared to the
gap In tem s of the hard core bosonic m odel. N ow , how ever,

ters = 2 Fiv @)
£f Ut
Vere = 4 F X); (106)
Uers
where X U,e% and
Z
F X)= dtexpf t X [I exp( =X)g: (107)

- 0

e learly, By gncy4 does not satisfy the sam e-site piece of the bosonic com m uta-
tion relation, but the hard core constraint on the by bosons corrects any errors
introduced by neglecting this.
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This is often referred to as a m odel of bipolarons. In the inverse adiabatic
Imi,F ®K)! lasX ! 0, and hence these expressions reduce to those of
the previous subsection. H owever, in the adiabatic 1m i, X L,Fy X)

e 2, 0 terr Is exponentially reduced by a Frank-C ondon factor! H ow ever,
F ®)! lasX ! 1, s0 Veer ramains substantial. C lkearly, the lessons
conceming the di culty of obtaining high tem perature superconductiity
from strong coupling drawn from the negative U Hubbard m odel apply even
m ore strongly to the case In which the phonon frequency is small A bipo—
laron m echanisn of superconductiviy is sin ply n possible unless the phonon
frequency is greater than or com parable to Uess; In the opposite 1lim i, the
exponential suppression of terr relative to the e ective Interactions, Vers,
strongly suppresses the coherent B osecondensed state, and favors various
types of insulating, charge ordered states.

10.2 Insulating quantum antiferrom agnets

W enow tum tom odelsw ith repulsive interactions.To begin w ith, we discuss
the \M ott lin it" of the antiferrom agnetic insulating state. H ere, we in agine
that there is one electron per site, and such strong interactionsbetw een them
that charge uctuations can be treated petrubatively. In this lim it, as iswell
known, the only low energy degrees of freedom involve the electron spins,
and hence the problem reduces to that of an e ective quantum H eisenberg
antiferrom agnet.

Q uantum antiferrom agnets in m ore than one dim ension In recent

them any rem arkable quantum statesthat can occur in quantum spin m odels
with su ciently strong frustration | these studies are beyond the scope ofthe
present review . On a hypercubic lattice (probably on any sin ple, bipartie
lattice) and in dim ension 2 or greater, there isby now no doubt that even the

In more than one
dimension, it is a

soin 1/2m odel (in which quantum  uctuationsarethem ost severe) hasaN eel solved probkm .

ordered ground state @ézg] C onsequently, the properties of such system s at
tem peratures and energies low com pared to the antiferrom agnetic exchange
energy, J, are detem ined by the properties of interacting spin waves. T his
physics, in tum, iswelldescribed in term s ofa simple eld theory, known as
the O (3) nonlinear sigm a m odel. W hile interesting work is still ongoing on
thisproblem , it is in essence a solved problem , and excellent m odem review s

In its ordered phase, the antiferrom agnet has: i) gapless spin wave exci-
tations, and ii) reduced tendency to phase ordering due to the frustration
of charge m otion. Since the superconducting state possesses a spin gap (ox,
for dwave, a partial gap) and is characterized by the extrem e coherence of

A ntiferrom agnetic
order is kad for
superconductivity .
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charge m otion, it is clear that both these features of the antiferrom agnet are
disadvantageous for superconductiity. Eq
T here is a body of thought [_2-25 {:_52_5] that holds that it is possble, at suf-

ciently strong doping of an antiferrom agnet to reach a state in which the
antiferrom agnetic order and the consequent low energy spin  uctuations are
elin inated and elctron itineracy is restored, which yet has vestiges of the
high energy soin wave excitations of the parent ordered state that can serve
to induce a su clently strong e ective attraction between electrons for high
tem perature superconductivity. Various strong critiques of this approach have
also been articulated {I8]. W e felthat the theoretical viability of this \spin

uctuation exchange" idea hasyet tobe m ly established.A san exam pl of
how this could be done, one could Im agine studying a two com ponent system
consisting of a planar, H eisenberg antiferrom agnet coupled to a planarFem i
Jicquid. O ne would like to see that, as som e well articulated m easure of the
strength of the antiferrom agnetian is increased, the superconducting pairing
scale lkew ise ncreases. If such a system could be shown to be a high tem per-
ature superconductor, it would establish the point of principal. However, i
has been shown by Schrie er66] that W ard identities, which are ultin ately
related to G oldstone’s theorem , In ply that long wavelength spin waves can—
not produce any pairing interaction at all. A m odelofthis sort that hasbeen
analyzed in detail is the one din ensionalK ondo-H eisenberg m odel, which is
the 1D analogue of this system [304{306]. T his system does not exhibit sig-
ni cant superconducting uctuations of any conventionalkind.W hile there
certainly does not exist a \no-go" theoram , it does not seem likely to us that
an exchange of spin waves In a nearly anitferrom agnetic system can ever give
rise to high tem perature superconductjyjtyfﬂl

20 There isa very interesting line of reasoning ﬂ}5_4] w hich takes the opposite view —
point: it is argued that the in portant point to focus on is that both the super-
conductor and the antiferrom agnet have gapless G oldstone m odes, not w hether
thosem odes are spinless or spinfiil. In this line of thought there isa near symm e—
try, which tums out to be SO (5), between the d-wave superconducting and the
N eel ordered antiferrom agnetic states. T his is an attractive notion, but it is not
clear to us precisely how this line of reasoning relates to the m ore m icroscopic
considerations discussed here.

Under circum stances in which antiferrom agnetic correlations are very short
ranged, i m ay still be possible to think of an e ective attxactj_m;l between elec—
trons m ediated by the exchange of very local spin excitations B1]. T his escapes
m ost of the critiques discussed above| neither W ard identities nor the general
incom patibility between antiferrom agnetism and easy electron itineracy have any
crisp m eaning at short distances. By the sam e token, however, it is not easy to
unam biguously show that such short range m agnetic correlations are the origin of
strong superconducting correlations in any system , despite som e recent progress
along these lines EQ'{]

21
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Spin gap in even leg H eisenberg ladders The physics of quantum anti-
ferrom agnets In one dim ension is quite di erent from that in higher dim en—
sion, since the ground state is not m agnetically ordered. H ow ever, is general
features have been well understood for m any years. In particular, for spin—
1/2 Heisenberg ladders or cylinders w ith an even num ber of sites on a rung,
quantum uctuations result in a state w ith a soin gap.This isa special case
ofa generalresult E(:)S:], known as \H aldane’s con fcture," that any 1D spin
system with an even integer number of electrons per unit cell has a spin
rotationally nvariant ground state and a nite soin gap In the exciation
spectrum . This conjcture has not been proven, but has been validated in
m any lin its and there are no known exceptions EQ: .

T he physics of interacting electronson ]adders| ie.\fat" 1D system s, will
be discussed at length below . W e believe this is an In portant, paradigm atic
system for understanding the physics ofhigh tem perature superconductivity.
The fact that even the undoped (insulating) ladder has a soin gap can be
Interpreted as a form of ncipient superconducting pairing. W here that gap
is lJarge, ie. a substantial fraction ofthe exchange energy, J, i is reasonable
to hope that doping it w ill lead to a conducting state which inherits from the
parent nsulating state this large gap, now directly interpretable as a pairing
gap.

Let us start by considering an N lg spin-1/2 H eisenberg m odel

X

H = JijS i g) H (108)

< i3>
where S; is the sph operator on site i, so Br ajbjc= £x;y;zg, f;S?] =
iy abcsf and S; $§= 3=4.Here, we still take the lattice to be In nite In
one (\parallel") direction but ofw idth N sites in the other.At tin es, we w ill
distinguish between a ladder, w ith open boundary conditions in the \perpen-—
dicular" direction, and a cylinder, w ith periodic boundary conditions in this
direction. W e w ill typically consider isotropic antiferrom agnetic couplings,
Jiy = J > 0.

Ladders with m any kgs: In the lin it of large N , it is clear that them odelcan
be viewed as a two dim ensional antiferrom agnet up to a crossover scale, be—
yond w hich the asym ptotic one din ensionalbehavior ism anifest. T his view —
point was exploited by Chakravarty @Qé] to obtain a rem arkably accurate
analytic estin ate of the crossover scale.H is approach wasto rst em ploy the
equivalence betw een the H eisenberg m odel and the quantum nonlinear sigm a
m odel. O ne feature of thism apping is that the them odynam ic properties of
the d dim ensionalH eisenberg m odelare related to a d+ 1 din ensional sigm a

22 One can hardly fail to notice that the H aldane confcture is closely related to
the conventionalband structure view that insulators are system sw ith a gap to
both charge and spin excitations due to the fact that there are an even num ber
of electrons per unit cell and allbands are either full or em pty.

Insulating  ladders
are good parents for
high tem perature

superconductors.

The spin gap

exponentially
N .

falls
w ith
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m odel, w ith an in aginary tin e direction which, by suitable rescaling, is pre—
cisely equivalent to any ofthe spatialdirections. T he properties ofthe H eisen—
bergmodelat nite tem peratures are then related to the sigm a m odelon a
generalized cylinder, which is periodic in the im aghary tin e direction w ih
circum ference ~vs=T where vy is the spin wave velocity. W hat C hakravarty
pointed out is that, through this m apping, there is an equivalence between
the H eisenberg cylinder w ith circum ference L = N a at zero tem perature and
the in nite planar Heisenberg m agnet at tem perature, T = %=L .From the
well known exponential divergence of the correlation length w ith decreasing
tem perature In the 2d system , he obtained the asym ptotic expression for the
din ensional crossover length in the cylinder,

dim aexp[0682N ]: (109)

A s this estin ate is obtained from the continuum theory, it is only well jasti-

ed In the large N Im Ji: H ow ever, com parison w ith num erical experim ents
described In Section .1]1 (som e of which predated the analytic theory @lO
revealthat i is am azingly accurate, even forN = 2, and that the distinction
between ladders and cylinders is not very signi cant, either.

This result is worth contem plating. It im plies that the special physics
of one din ensionalm agnets is only m anifest at exponentially long distances
in fat system s. C orrespondingly, it m eans that these e ects are con ned to
energies (or tem peratures) an aller than the characteristic scale

dim = Vs dim * (110)

A s a practicalm atter, i m eans that only the very narrowest system s, w ith
N no bigger than 3 or 4, will exhibit the peculiarities of one din ensional
m agnetisan at any reasonable tem perature.

To understand m ore physically what these crossover scales m ean, one
needs to know som ething about the behavior of one din ensional m agnets.
Since even leg laddersand cylindershave a spn gap, i is ntuitively clear @nd
correct) that 4 Isnothingbutthe soin gap and 41, the correlation length
associated w ith the exponential 21l of m agnetic correlationsat T = 0. For
odd leg ladders, gin is analogous to a Josephson length, where correlations
crossover from the two din ensional power law behavior associated w ith the
existence of G oldstone m odes, to the peculiar quantum critical behavior of
the one din ensional spin 1/2 H eisenberg chain.

The two g ldder: It is often useful In developing intuition to consider
lim iting cases In which the m athem atics becom es trivial, although one m ust
always be sensitive to the danger of being overly in uenced by the naive
Intuitions that result.

In the case of the two leg ladder, there exists such a lim i, J; Jy s
where J, and J, are, respectively, the exchange couplings across the rungs,
and along the sides of the ladder. Here the zeroth order ground state is a
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direct product of singlet pairs (valence bonds) on the rungs of the ladder.
P erturbative corrections to the ground state cause these valence bonds to
resonant, locally, but do not fundam entally a ect the character ofthe ground
state. T he ground state energy per site is

Eo= (3=8)% L+ (Ju=J, )%+ ::1]: 111)

Since each valence bond is nothing but a singlet pair ofelectrons, thism akes
it clear that there is a very direct sense in which the two leg ladder can be
thought of as a paired Insulator. The lowest lying spin-1 excied states are
a superposition of bond triplts on di erent rungs, and have a dispersion
relation which can easily be derived in perturbation theory:

Etripier = Jz + Jx cosk) + O (J7=Jy) : 112)

This, too, reveals som e features that are m ore general, such as a m inim al
soin gap ofmagnitude = J, I (E=J; )+ O (J7=J7)] at what would be
the antiferrom agnetic ordering w avevectork =

10.3 The isolated square

W hilke we are considering m athem atically trivial problem s, it is worth taking
a m fnute to discuss the solution of the t  J model de ned in Eq.(126),
below) on an isolated 4-site square. T he pedagogic valie of this problem ,
which isexactly diagonalizable, was rst stressed by Trugm an and Scalapino
@EZE]_T_}}JS idea was recently carried fiurther by A uerbach and collaborators
@l%,@}g], who have attem pted to build a theory of the 2D t J m odel
by linking together fiindam ental squares. T he m ain properties of the lowest
energy states of this system are given in Tabl 2 for any num ber of doped
holes.

The \undoped" state ofthis system (ie.w ith 4 electrons) isa singlet w ith
ground stateenergy E g =  3J .H owever, interestingly, it isnot in the identity
representation of the symm etry group of the problem | it is odd under 90°
rotation . If we num ber the sites of the square sequentially from 1 to 4, then
the ground state wavefunction is

# electroni= ]fly;zPA;’;4 PA1Y;4PAZY;3]:Di 113)

where PA.ly;j = PAjy;:.L = Kac,+ dac, ]=p 2 createsa singlet pair ofelectrons on
the bond between sites i and j.M anifestly, # electroni hasthe form ofan
odd superposition ofnearest neighbor valence bond states| in thissense, it is
the quintessential resonating valence bond state. T he Iowest Iying excitation
isa spin-l state with energy 2J, so the spin gap is J.

T here are level crossings asa function of J=t in the \onehole" (3 electron)
spectrum .For 0 < J=t< (8 52)=3 0263 the ground state isa soin 3/2
multiplt wih enegy E; = 2t. It is orbitally nondegenerate w ith zero
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| || Energy | Spin |M om entum

gs. ||E = 33/ S = ( P =
1% es|lE= 29s=1 P=0
|| Energy | Spin |M om entum
0< J=t< 0263
gs. E=_ 2t S = 3= P=20
1% es. E= J  J%=4+3t%|s=1=2|p = =
0263 < J=t< 2=3 h
gs. E= J J2=4+ 3t2|s = 1=2|P = =2
1% es. E= 2t S=32 P=0
2=3< J=t< 2 .
gs. E= J  J%=4+ 32|s=1=2|p = =2
1% es. E= 3J=2 t S=1=p P =
2< J=t
gs. E= 30=2 t S=1=p P =
1% es. E= J  J2=4+ 3%|s=1=2|p = =
|| Energy |Spjn|Mom entum
0< J=t< 2 .
gs. E= J=2 J°=4+82|S=0] P=0
1% es. E= 2t s=1 P = =2
2< J=t -
gs. E= J=2 J2=4+82|S=0 P=0
1% es. E= J s=Q0qp = ; =2

Table 2.The low energy spectrum ofthe4-sitet J square for0 holes (4 electrons),
1 hole (3 electrons), and 2 holes (2 electrons). The 3 and 4 hol problem s are ft
as an exercise for the reader.

mom entum (We consider the square as a 4-site chain w ith periodic boundary
conditions and refer to the m om entum along the chain.) For (8 52)=3 <
J=t < 2 the ground state has spin 1/2, is two-Hld degenerate w ith crystal
m om entum =2, and has energy E; = RI+ J2+ 1282 F2.For2< J=t,
the ground state has spin 1/2, zero m om entum , and energy E | D 3J=2 t.
Thetwohol (2 electron) ground statehasenergy E , = T+ J%2+ 32822,

and spin 0. It lies in the identiy representation of the sym m etry group.The
Jow est excitation isa gpin 1 state.For 0 < J=t< 2 i has crystalm om entum
k= =2 (ie. i hasa twofold orbialand 3-fold soin degeneracy) and has
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energy E, (S = 1) = 2t. For 2 < J=t it is orbitally nondegenerate w ith
energy E, (S = 1) = J.
O ne In portant consequence ofthis, which ©llow sdirectly from theW igner- Pair ed oorrelh-
E ckhart theorem , isthat the pairannihilation operatorthat connectsthe zero tions have d,2
hole and the two hole ground statesm ust transform asdy2> 2 .This is, per- symmetry.
haps, them ost In portant result ofthisexercise. It show sthe robustness ofthe
d wave character of the pairing In a broad class of highly correlated system s.
T he dom inant com ponent of this operator is of the form

y2

1=P1s Po3+ Bsg Pui: (114)

Tt also nclides tem s that create holes on next nearest neighbor diagonal
sites B14,315).

There area few other interesting aspects ofthis solution.In the sihgle hole
sector, the ground state ism axin ally polarized, In agreem ent w ith N agacka’s
theorem , orsu ciently large t=J, but there is a level crossing to a state w ith
an aller spin when t=J is still m oderately large. M oreover, even when the
single hole state ism axin ally polarized, the two hole state, like the zero hole
state, is always a spin singlt. Both of these features have been observed in
num erical studieson largert J clusters :_[-3_-1_‘6]

Ifwe ook stillm ore closely at the J=t ! 0 lim i, there is another inter-
esting aspect ofthe physics: It is ntuitively clear that in this lim i, the holes
should behave as spinless ferm ions. T his statem ent requires no apology in the
maxinum spin state. T hus, the lowest energy soin-1 state w ith two holeshas
energy E, (S = 1) = 2t in this lim it. It corresponds to a state n which one
spinless ferm ion has crystalm om entum k = 0 and energy  2t, and the other
hascrystalm om entum =2 and energy 0.H ow ever, w hat ism ore interesting
is that there is also a sin ple Interpretation of the two hole ground state In
the sam e representation. T he antisym m etry of the spins In their singlet state
m eans that they a ect the hole dynam ics through a Berry’s phase as if half
a magnetic ux quantum were threaded through the square. This Berry’s
phase in plies that the spinless ferm ions satisfy antiperiodic boundary condi-
tions. T he ground state is thus form ed by occupying the single Ba_rtjc]e states
wih k = =4 for a total ground state energy of E, = 2 2t, precisely
the J=t ! 0 lin i ofthe expression obtained above. T he Interesting thing is
that, in this case, it is the hole kinetic energy, and not the exchange energy,
which favors the singlkt over the triplet state. T his sin ple exercise provides
an ntuitive m otivation for the existence of various form s of \ ux phase" in
strongly Interacting system s éi]]

Finally, i is worth noting that paciir binding occurs, in the sense that
2E; E; E,> 0,0 bngasJ=t> (39 : M)J 3 02068.Wewil
retum to the issue of pair binding in Section :_2[1: wherewe w ill show a sin ilar
behavior in Hubbard and t J ladders.
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104 The spin gap proxim ity e ect m echanism

The nalstrong coupling m odelwe w ill consider consists of two inequivalent
1IDEG 'sweakly coupled together| a generalization ofa two leg ladder. Each
IDEG is represented by an appropriate bosonized eld theory| eitthera Lut—
tinger liquid or a LutherEm ery liquid.M ost in portantly, the two system s
are assum ed to have substantially di erent valies of the Ferm im om entum ,
kr and Kr .W e consider the case in which the Interactions between the two
system s are weak, but the interactionsw ithin each 1D EG m ay be arbitrarily
large. The issue we address is what changes In the properties of the cou—
pld system are induced by these interactions. For all technical details, see
Refs. 20 and 25.)

T here is an in portant intuitive reason to expect this system to exhibit a
novel form of kinetic energy driven superconducting pairing. Because kg €
Kr , sihgle particle tunnelling between the two 1DEG ’s is not a low energy
prooess| it is irrelevant in the renom alization group sense, and can be ig—
nored as anything but a high energy virtual uctuation. T he sam e conclision
holds for any weak coupling between the 2kg or 4ky densiy wave uctua—
tions. T here are only two types of coupling that are potentially in portant at
low energies: pair tunnelling, since the relevant pairs have 0 m om entum , and
coupling between long wavelength spin  uctuations.

T hem agnetic Interactions arem arginalto leading order in a perturbative
RG ana]ysjs| they tum out to be m arghhally relevant if the interactions are
antiferrom agnetic and m arginally irrelevant if ferrom agnetic @(:)4,::3(:)6] The
e ectofpurely m agnetic interactionshasbeen w idely studied in the context of
K ondo-H eisenberg chains, but w illnot be discussed here. The e ect oftriplet
pair tunnelling has only been super cially analyzed in the literature :_[2_5[3:@8,
'-§i9:]| it would be worthw hile extending this analysis, as £ m ay provide som e
insight into the origin ofthe triplet superconductiviy that hasbeen observed
recently in certain highly correlated m aterials. H owever, in the interest of
brevity, we w ill ignore these interactions.

Singlet pairtunnelling interactionsbetween thetwo 1D EG ‘shave a scaling
dim ension which depends on the nature of the correlations in the decoupled
system .U nder appropriate circum stances, they can be relevant.W hen this is
the case, the coupled system scalesto a new strong coupling xed pointwhich
exhbitsa totalspin gap and strong globalsuperconducting uctuations.This
iswhat we refer to as the soin gap proxin ity e ect, because the underlying
physics is analogous to the proxin ity e ect in conventional superconductors.
The point is that even if it is energetically costly to form pairs in one or
both of the IDEG s, once the pairs are form ed they can ooherently tunnel
between the two system s, thereby lowering their zero point kinetic energy.
U nder appropriate circum stances, the kinetic energy gain outw eighs the cost
of pairing. This m echanism is quite distinct from any relative of the BCS
m echanism | it does not nvolve an induced attraction.



Concepts in H igh Tem perature Superconductivity 91

T he explicit m odel which is analyzed here is expressed in tem s of four
bosonic elds: . and ¢ represent the charge and soin degrees of freedom
ofthe 1rst IDEG, and . and ~g of the other, as is discussed In Section
"541, above. T he H am ittonian of the decoupled system is the generalbosonized
Ham iltonian described in that section, w ith appropriate velocities and charge
Luttinger exponents, vs, Ve, ¥s, ¥, K ¢, and K¢ ifboth are Luttinger liquids,
and values of the spin gap, s and ~5 In the case of LutherEm ery liquids
(ie. if the cosine potential n the sineG ordon theory for the soin degrees
of freedom is relevant). If we ignore the long wavelength m agnetic couplings
and triplt pair tunnelling between the two systam s, the rem aining possbly
In portant interactions at low energy,

Z

Hinter = dxH for + Hpaj.r]; (115)

are the forw ard scattering (density-density and current—current) interactions
in the charge sector

Hefor = V10x Qx "o+ V20@x Q@x %5 (116)

where designates the eld dualto (see Sectjon':‘,:')), and the singlkt pair
tunnelling

p_ P P
Hpasr = J cos[ 2 sleos[ 2 “gloos[ 2 (o )]: (117)

A s discussed previously, the singlet pair creation operator nvolves both the
Son and the charge elds.

The forward scattering interactions are precisely m arginal, and should
properly be incorporated in the de nition of the xed point Ham itonian.
H pair 38 @ nonlinear interaction; the coupled problem wih nonzero J has
not been exactly solred.H owever, it is relatively straightforw ard to asses the
perturbative relevance of this Interaction, and to deduce the properties of
the m ost lkely strong coupling xed point (large J ) which govems the low
energy physics when it is relevant.

T he generalexpression for the scaling dim ension ofH 4, isa com plicated
analytic com bination of the param eters of the decoupled problem

1 A B
Paj-T-‘:E K_+_+KS+KS ; (118)
c

(o]
whereA = 1andB = 1 In theabsence ofintersystem forward scattering inter—
actions,butm oregenerally A and B are com plicated functions ofthe coupling

constants. For illustrative purposes, one can consider the explicit expression
for these ﬁcinctjons under the special circum stances V, =q =v.) K K'¢)V1;

thenA = 1 (2K Kc=vew)andB = (V. WK )?= vi  V2vewK K-.

C

Here, ifboth 1D EG ’'s are Luttinger liquids, soin rotational nvariance im plies

The smling dimen-—
sion of the pair tun—
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introduced.
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that K = K's = 1. Ifone or the other IDEG is a LutherEm ery liquid, one
should substitute K s = 0 orK's = 0 In the above expression.

P air tunnelling is perturbatively relevant if ,.;» < 2, and irrelevant oth-—
erw ise.C learly, having a preexisting soin gap in either ofthe 1D EG ’sdram at—
ically decreases pair | if there is already pairing In one subsystem , then it
stands to reason that pair tunnelling w illm ore easily produce pairing in the
other. H ow ever, even ifneither system hasa preexisting spin gap, there are a
w ide set of physical circum stances for which a3 < 2.Notice, in particular,
that repulsive intersystem interactions, Vi > 0, produce a reduction of pair-.
A gain, the physics of this is J'ntujtjye| an induced anticorrelation between
regions of higher than average electron density in the two 1DEG s m eans
that where there is a pair in one system , there tends to be a low density
region on the other which is just waiting for a pair to tunnel into i. (See,
also, Section :_é.)

In the Im it that J is lJarge, the spin  elds in both 1IDEG ’'s are locked,
which in plies a total soin gap, and the out-ofphase uctuations ofthe dual
charge phases are gapped as well. T hism eans that the only possjb]%g_ap]ess
m odes of the system inyolve the total charge phase, [c+ TcF 2,and
its dual, L+ %F 2. issin ply the total superconducting phase of
the coupled system , and the totalCDW phase.At the end ofthe day, this
strong coupling xed point of the coupled system is a LutherEm ery liquid,
and consequently has a strong tendency to superconductivity. In general,
there w ill be substantial renomm alization of the e ective param eters as the
system scales from the weak to the strong coupling xed point. Thus, i
is di cul to estin ate the e ective Luttinger param eters which govem the
charge m odes of the resulting LutherEm ery liquid.A naive estin ate, which
may wellbe unreliable, can be bemade by sinply setting J ! 1 .In this
case, allthe Induced gapsare in nite, and the velocity and Luttingerexponent
that govem the dynam ics of the rem aining m ode are

S

VK o+ v Ko+ 2V,

K ol = ; 119)
ve=K o + w=K.+ 2V
q
total 1
Ve = Z VK ¢+ Ko+ 2V Jve=K o + w=K.+ 2V;]:

11 Lessons from N um erical Studies of H ubbard and
Related M odels

High tem perature superconductivity is a result of strong electronic corre—
lations. Couple this prevailing thesis with the lack of controlled analytic
m ethods for m ost relevant m odels, and the strong m otivation for num erical
approaches becom es evident. Such num erical studies are lim ited to relatively
an allsystem s, due to a rapid grow th In com plexity w ith system size.H ow ever,
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m any ofthe interesting aspects of the high tem perature superconductors, es—
pecially those which relate to the \m echanian " of pairing, are m oderately
Jocal, involving physics on the length scale of the superconducting coherence
length .Sihce istypically a few lattice spacings in the high T com pounds,
one expects that num erical solutions of m odel problem s on clisters w ith as
few as 50-100 sites should be able to revealthe salient features of high tem —
perature superconductivity, if i exists in these m odels. M oreover, num erical
studies can guide our m esoscale ntuition, and serve as im portant tests of
analytic predictions.

N otw ithstanding these m erits, a few words of_cautjon are in order. Even
the largest systam s that have been studied so ﬁxf% are still relatively am all.
T herefore, the results are m anifestly sensitive to the shape and size of the
cluster and other nite size e ects. Som e features, especially w ith regard to
stripes, appear particularly sensitive to small dl_ahges in the m odel such as
the presence of second neighbor hopping, 525 324], the type of boundary
conditions @25], etc. Less subtlem odi cations seem to have in portant con-
sequences, too @28 m ost notably the Inclusion of long range C oulom b forces
(@lthough this has been much less studied). T his sensitivity has resulted in
oonsjderab]e controversy in the eld conceming the t:cue ground state phase

and '329 am ong others.

T he best num erical data, especially in temm s of system size, exists for
narrow Hubbard and t J ladders.W e therefore begin by considering them .
Apart from their intrinsic appeal, these systam s also o er several lessons
which we believe are pertinent to the two din ensionalm odels. T he second
part ofthis section provides a briefreview ofthe con icting resultsand view s
w hich have em erged from attem pts to extrapolate from fat laddersand am all
periodic clusters to the entire plane.

W e feel that num erical studies are essential in order to explore the im —
portant m esoscale physics of highly correlated system s, but exospt In the
few caseswhere a carefiil nite size scaling analysis has been possible over a
w ide range of system sizes, conclusions conceming the long distance physics
should be viewed as speculative. Even where the extrapolation to the ther-
m odynam ic lin it hasbeen convincingly established for a given m odel, the es—
tablished fact that there are so m any closely com peting phases in the strong
correlation 1im it carriesw ih it the corollary that sm allchanges in the H am it
tonian can som etim es tip the balance one way or the other. T hus, there are
signi cant lim itations conceming the conclusions that can be drawn from
num erical studies. In the present section we focus on the reproducble fea—
tures of the local correlations that follow robustly from the physics of strong,
short ranged repulsions betw een electrons, paying som ew hat less attention to

23 The largest are about 250 sites 52?},:3-2i] using the density m atrix renom alization
group m ethod OMRG) and _up to approxin ately 800 sites n G reen function
M onte C arlo sin ulations. [322

.. with caution.

W hat do we kam
from num erical stud-
jes?
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the various controversies conceming the actualphase diagram ofthis or that
m odel.

W e entirely om it any discussion of the technical details of the num eri-
cal calculations. M ethods that have been used inclide exact diagonalization
by Lanczos techniques, M onte C arlo sim ulations of various sorts, num erical
renom alization group approaches, and variationalansatz. T he readerwho is

Interested In such aspects is Invited to consult Reﬁ.:§§Q{§§5_.

11.1 P roperties of doped ladders

Ladder system s, that is, quasi-one din ensional system s obtained by assam —
bling chains one next to the other, constitute a bridge betw een the essentially
understood behavior of strictly one din ensionalm odels and the incom pletely
understood behavior in two din ensions. Such system s are not m erely a the—
oretical creation but are realized In nature @36,@37:] For exam ple, two kg
S = 1=2 ladders (wo coupld spin-1/2 chains) are found in vanadyl py-—
rophosphate (VO );P,0,. Sin ilarly, the cuprate com pounds SrCu,0 3 and
Sr,Cu305 consist of weakly coupled arrays of 2-leg and 3-kg ladders, re—
spectively. It is likely that ladder physics is also relevant to the high tem —
perature superconductors, at least in the underdoped regin e, where am ple
experin ental evidence exists for the fom ation of selforganized stripes.

In this section we review som e ofthem ost prom inent features ofH ubbard
and especially t J ladders.A swe shallsee the data o ers extensive support
in favor of the contention that a purely electronic m echanisn of supercon—
ductiviy requiresm esoscale structure t_l-é_i'] Speci cally, wewill nd that spin
gap form ation and pairing correlations, w ith robust d-wave-like character,
are Intim ately connected. B oth ofthese signatures of local superconductivity
appear asdistinct and universal features in the physics ofdoped ladders.N ev—
ertheless, they tend to din inish, in som e cases very rapidly, w ith the lateral
extent of the Jadder, thus strongly suggesting that such structures are essen—
tial for the attainm ent ofhigh tem perature superconductivity. In addition we
shall dem onstrate the tendency of these system s to develop charge density
wave correlations upon doping; i is natural to in agine that as the trans—
verse w idth of the Jadder tends to in nity, these density wave correlations
w ill evolve Into true two din ensional stripe order.

Spin gap and pairing correlations

H ubbard chains: Thepurely one dim ensionalH ubbard m odelcan be solred
section. H owever, like otheJ; ;n-o-d-e]-s in this section, it is a lattice femm ion
model. In analyzing i, we will encounter m any of the concepts that will

gure prom inently in our discussion of the other m odels treated here, m ost
notably the in portance of intermm ediate scales. Anyway, In m any cases, the
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Bethe ansatz equations them selves m ust be solved num erically, so we can
view thisassinply amoree cient num erical algorithm which pem itsus to
study larger system s (up to 1000 sites [_l-é_I] orm ore).
T he Hubbard Ham iltonian is
X X
Hy = t (€ . cys+ he)+ U NNy ; (120)

17

hi;jijs i

where h i denotes nearest neighbors on a ring w ith an even num ber of sites
N and N + Q elctrons.Wede nekE Q;S) to be the owest lying energy
eigenvalue w ith total spin S and \charge" Q . W henever the ground state is
a spIn singlkt we can de ne the spin gap s as the energy gap to the lowest
S = 1 excitation

s@Q)=EQ;l) E@Q;0: 121)

T he pair binding energy isde ned as
Exp@)=2EQ+1) EQ+2) EQ); (122)

where E Q) hasbeen m inim ized w ith respect to S .A positive pair binding

energy m eans that given 2N + Q + 1) electrons and two clusters, it is en—
ergetically m ore favorable to place N + Q + 2 electrons on one clister and

N + Q on the otherthan i isto putN + Q + 1 electrons on each cluster. In

this sense, a positive E, signi es an e ective attraction between electrons.
T he exact particle-hole sym m etry ofthe H ubbard m odelon a bipartite lattice

In plies that electron doping Q > 0 is equivalent to hole doping Q < 0.
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Fig.26. Pair binding energy, Epp, ofN = 4n and N = 4n + 2 site Hubbard rings
with t= 1and U = 4. From Chakravarty and K ielson. [14])
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Fig. 6 displays the pair binding energy r electrons added to Q = 0
rings. T he role of interm ediate scales is apparent: E ,;, vanishes for lJarge N
and ism axin alat an Interm ediate value of N . (T he fact that pair binding
occurs or N = 4n rings but not when N = 4n + 2 is readily understood
from low order perturbation theory in U=t I_l-é_Ju']) .M oreover, the spin gap ¢
reachesam axin um at interm ediate interaction strength, and then decreases
for Jarge values of U, as expected from its proportionality to the exchange
constant J = 4%=U i this lin it. The pair andJng energy E o, ollow s suit
w ith a sin ilar dependence, as seen from F ig. .27
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Fig.27. Pairbinding energy, E ,» (solid sym bols), and spin gap, s (open symbols),
ofal2steQ = 0 Hubbaz_:d_rjng as a function of U In units of t = 1. From
Chakravarty and K ivelson. [14])

W e have already seen the Intin ate relation between the soin gap and the
superconducting susceptbility in the context of quasi-one dim ensional su-
perconductors (see Section 3 .Further understanding of the relation betw een
pairbinding and the spin gap can be gamed by using bosonization to study
the Hubbard m odelin the largeN Iim it @4 '339] The result forN = 4n 1
is

s=;—]31]n=(N)+B2 + oz 123)

[}

pr= s+ B3N— —_— — + ::: (124)

Q

Here, v; and v, are the spin and charge velocities, respectively (in units in
which the lattice constant isuniy), and . isthe chargegap in theN ! 1
Iim it. T he constants, B j, are num bers of order unity. T he in portant lesson
of this analysis is that pair binding is closely related to the phenom enon of
soin gap form ation. Indeed, for large N , E s

Intem ediate scales
plky an important
rok.
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H ubbard and t J ladders: In the them odynam ic lim it, w here the num —
berofsitesN ! 1 ,Hubbard chains, and their strong coupling descendants
thet J chains, haveno spin gap and a sm all superconducting susceptibility,
irrespective of the doping level. In contrast, Jadder system s can exhibit both
a spin gap and a strong tendency tow ards superconducting order even in the
therm odynam ic lim it. W hile these system s are In nite In extent, the m eso—
scopic physics com es In through the niteness of the transverse din ension.
In the large U lim i and at half 1ling (one electron per site) the H ubbard
ladder is equivalent to the gpin-1/2 H eisenberg ladder
X
H;=J Si  $; 125)
hi;3i

where S; is a spin 1/2 operator, J = 4t22=U t is the antiferrom agnetic
exchange interaction, and hi; jinow signi esnearest neighbor sites of spacing
a on the ladder. A s discussed in Section :;Ld, there is a marked di erence
between the behavior of lJadders with even and odd num bers of chains or
\legs".W hike even leg ladders are spin gapped w ith exponentially decaying
spin-spin correlations, odd leg laddersare gaplessand exhib it powerlaw fallo
ofthese correlations (up to logarithm ic corrections).Thisdi erence is clearly
dem onstrated In Fjg_.:_2§ -The spin gaps orthe st fw even kg ladders are
know n num erically @lQ,?é_lC:l].

Forthe two, four, and six kg ladders, = 051(1)Jd, s= 0:17(Q1)J,and

s = 0:05(1)J, respectively. This gap appears to vanish exponentially w ith
the w idth W ofthe system , in accordance w ith the theoretical estin ate 309]

s 335Jexpl 0682 =a)], as discussed in Sectior] 10. A though odd leg
Heisenberg ladders are gapless, they are characterized by an energy scale
which has the sam e functional dependence on W as s.Below this energy,
the excitations are gapless spinons analogous to those in the H eisenberg chain
5(29:], whilke above it they are weakly interacting spin waves. Based on our
experience w ih the Hubbard rings we expect that soin gap form ation is
related to superconductiviy. A s we shall see below this is indeed the case
once the ladders are doped w ith holes. O n the face of i, this in plies that
only rather narrow ladders are good candidates for the m esoscopic building
blocks of a high tem perature superconductors.

W hen the Hubbard ladder is doped w ith holes away from half Iling, is
strong coupling description ism odi ed from the H eisenbergm odel Eq. £1:2;'5))
tothet J model

X X 1
Hy g= t (c{;scj,.s+ hxc)+ J S; $ 20 (126)
hi;ji;s hi;ji
which is de ned wih the supplm entary constraint of no doubly occupied
sites. T his is the version w hich hasbeen m ost extensively studied num erically.
U nless otherw ise stated, we w ill quote results for representative values of J=t
in the range J=t= 035 to 05.

The number of ¥kgs
m atters!

W idening the ladder
clses the gap.
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Fig.28. Spin gaps as a ﬁ,urlgt_jon of system size L for open L n. Heisenberg
ladders. From W hite et al. B1Q))

Num erical studies of the two leg Hubbard m odel Efl-]_.:,§4:2:] have dem on-
strated that doping tends to decrease the spin gap continuously from itsvalue
in the undoped system but it persists down to at least an average lling of
ni= 0:75, as can be seen from the inset in Fig. éﬁA sim ilar behavior is
observed In thet J ladder although the precise evolution of the spin gap
upon doping depends on details of the m odel [_ég- '].
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Fig.29. The spin gap as a function ofU fora half lled 2 32 Hubbard ladder.

The Inset shows s asa function of lling hni orU = 8.Energies arem easured In
=

unitsoft= 1. From Noack et al. E%@Z:])
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Pairsofholes in two leg Hubbard ort J ladders form bound pairsas can
be seen both from the fact that the pair binding energy is positive, and from
the fact that positional correlations betw een holes are Indicative of a bound
state. T he pairs have a predom nant d,2 2 symm etry as is revealed by the
relative m Inus sign between the ground state to ground state am plitudes for
adding a singlet pair on neighboring sites along and across the kgs [1:92,@1:@]
Tt seem s that the dom inance of the d,» 2 channel is universally shared by
allm odels over the entire range ofdoping that hasbeen studied. (See Section
ﬂ(_-).:’j for a discussion of this phenom enon In the 2 2 plaquette.)

T he doping dependence of the pair binding energy roughly follow s the
spdn gap in vardous versions of the two leg ladder as shown in Fig. :_5(_5 The
correlation fiinction D (1) ofthe pair eld

1= @Gy GuCoe) 27)

exhibits behavior consistent w ith a power law decay E_LQZE ézli,' 1:13:,' le_l]

D@®O=h 4+, Y1 1 : (128)

1

T here exists lessdata conceming itsdoping dependence, but from the relevant
studies ﬂ?é,@{lﬁ] w e can conclide that the pair correlations increase from the
undoped system to amaximum at x 00625 and then decrease when m ore
holes are added to the system .

Both the spin gap and the pairing correlations in doped Hubbard andt J
ladders can be appreciably enhanced by slight generalizations of the m odels.
For exam ple, the exponent 1n Eqg. Ll_2é), which depends on the coupling
strengths U=t or J=t and the doping level x, is also sensitive to the ratio of
the hopping am plitudes between neighboring sites on a rung and w ithin a
chai t; =t.By varying this param eter, the exponent can be tuned over the

range 0:9 2:1.In particular, for x = 00625 and Interm ediate va]ues of
the (repu]s:we) interaction 5 U=t 15, it can bem ade an aller than l' [192],

e Fig. .}4 This is signi cant since, as we saw In Schon'S.ﬂ., w henever

< 1 the superconducting susceptibility is the m ost divergent am ong the
various suscgptibilities of the ladder. Adding a nearest neighbor exchange
coupling, J, to Hy also leads to stronger superconductmg signatures ow Ing
to an increase In the pairm obility and binding energy @46 Them oralhere
is that details are in portant as far as they revealthe nonuniversalproperties
ofthe H am iltonians that we study, and Indicate relevant directions in m odel
space. It should also in print on us a sense of hum ility when attem pting to

t realworld data with such theoretical resuls.

W e already noted that, In contrast to the two leg ladder, the three kg
system doesnotpossessa spin gap athalf 1ling.T his situation persistsup to
holk doping ofaboutx = 1 mi= 0905,ascan be seen in Figi3127 H ow ever,
‘ The El(_)nvanjshjng soin gap in this region is presum ably a nite size e ect; see

Fig.29.

Holks like to d-pair.

D etails and their in —
portance

Another Xsson in

hum ility

Odd andwanta gap?
{D ope!
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F ig.30. The ratio ofthe pairbinding energy to the undoped spin gap as a function
ofholedopingx= 1 mi.Thediamondsarefora32 2t J ladderwith J=t= 0:3.
The circles are for a one band 32 2 Hubbard ladder w ith U=t = 12. T he squares
are for a three band Hubbard m odel of a two leg Cu-O ladder, ie. a lJadder m ade
of Cu sites where nearest neighbor sites are connected by a link containing an O
atom . Here Ug=t,q = 8, where Uy is the on-site Cu Coulomb interaction and t.q
is the hopping m atrix elem ent between the O and Cu sites. T he energy di erence
between the O and Cu sites is (p d)'=§>g = 2, and the calculation is done on a
16 2 ladder. From Jeckelm ann et al 1345])
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Fig.31. Spingap ora44 3 ladderw ith open boundartq_condjtions and J=t= 0:35
as a function of doping. From W hite and Scalapino. 347))

w ith m oderate doping a spin gap is form ed which reachesam axin um valieat
a doping kevelofx = 0:125.For the system shown here, with J=t= 0:35, the
gap is only 20 percent an aller than that of the undoped two leg H eisenberg
ladder. Upon further doping, the soin gap decreases and possbly vanishes as
x gets to be 02 or larger.
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Fig.32. Thed,: y? pair eld correlationsD (1) for three di erent densities, calcu—
Jated on 32 3 x= 0:4875) and 48 3 (x= 0042, x = 0:125) open t J ladders
wih J=t= 035. From W hite and Scalpino. {347

T he establishm ent of a spin gap is concurrent w ith the onset of pairing
correlations in the system .W hile o holes introduced into a long, half Iled
three chain ladder do not bind Elé}], indications of pamng am erge as soon
as the spin gap builds up 547 348]. As an exam ple, F 1. ,32 plots the pair

eld{pair eld correlation function ofEq. __(1_2_8) for various values of the hole
doping, de ned w ith
1= oGt A s Gar G (S H 129

1

which creates a d,: v2_ paJr around the ith site of the m dddk kg (the kg
index runs from 1 to 3) #% Tn the regin e of ow dopingx ~ 0:05, the pair eld
correlationsare neghgab]e. However, clearpair eld correlationsarepresent at
x = 0:125, where they are com parable to those In a two leg ladder under sim —
ilar conditions. The pair eld correlations are less strong at x = 0:1875; they
ollow an approxin atepow er law decay asa function ofthe distance. @1_14,::31:17:]
(T he oscillations in D (1) are produced by the open boundary conditionsused
in this calculation.) T his behavior can be understood from strong coupling
bosonization considerations I_Z-(_]‘] in which the two even m odes (w ith respect
to re ection about the center leg) form a spin gapped two leg ladder and
for an all doping the holes enter the odd m ode giving rise to a gapless one
dim ensional electron gas. A s the doping increases, pair hopping between the
two subsystem s may induce a gap in the gapless channel via the soin gap
proxin ity e ect :_@_d)]

Increasing the num ber of legs from three to four lads to behavior sin flar
to that exhibited by the two leg ladder. T he system is spin gapped and two

5 There also exists a sm all s-wave com ponent in the pair eld due to the one
din ensional nature of the cluster.

The same goes for
pairing.
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Fig.33. Thed,2 ,2 pair eld correlation D (1) at a sgparation of 1= 10 rungs as
a function ofdoping x, for 20 , _4and 16 4 open ladderswith J=t= 0:35 and 0.5.
From W hite and Scalapino. B49])

holes in a half lled four leg ladder tend to bind. T he pair exhibits features
com m on to allpairs in an antiferrom agnetic environm ent, ncluiding a d-w ave—
like sym m etry @i@]Furthersm ilarity w ith the two leg ladder is seen in the
dwavepair eld correlationsD (1) .Fjg.:_f%_i showsD (1= 10) orat J fourleg
ladderasa function ofdoping (extended s-wave correlationsarem uch an aller
In m agniude). T he pairing correlations for J=t = 0:5 Increase w ith doping,
reaching a maxinum between x = 0:15 and x = 02, and then decrease.
T he m agniude of the correlations near the m axim um is sim ilar to that ofa
two leg Hubbard ladder wih U = 8t (corresponding to J  4£=U = 0:5)
w ith the sam e doping, but sn aller than them aximum in the two kg ladder
which occurs at sm aller doping 192,341].For J=t= 0:35 the peak is reduced
In magniude and occurs at lower doping. The behavior of D (1) near the
m axin um is consistent w ith power law decay for short to m oderate distances
b_u_t_seen sto 8llm ore rapidly at long distances (perhaps even exponentially.
B5G)) _

Lastly, we present in Fig. :_34 the response of a few ladder system s to a
proxim ity pairing eld

X
Hi=d (.d

it 94 C‘f;#ciy,.n + hwxy); (130)

w hich adds and destroysa singlet electron pairalong the ladder.T he response
is given by the average d,: 2 pair eld
1 X

h 4i= h ii; 131)

N i
wih ; de ned n Eq. :Z:Z:V).W e see that the pair eld response tends to
decrease som ew hat w ith the w idth ofthe system but is overall sin ilar for the



Concepts in H igh Tem perature Superconductivity 103

tw o, three and four leg ladders. W e suspect it gets rapidly am aller for w ider
Jladders.

0.15

0.10

Fig.34. Thed,2 ,: pairing response to a proxin ity pair eld operator as a func-
tion of doping for a single chain and two, three, and four leg ladders. FO]'C the single
chain, near neighbor pairing ism easured. (From W hite and Scalapino. 347))

P hase separation and stripe form ation in ladders W e now addressthe
issue ofw hether there is any apparent tendency to form charge density and/or
spin density wave order in ladder system s, and w hether there is a tendency of
the doped holes to phase separate. Since incom m ensurate densiy wave long
range order, like superconducting order, is destroyed by quantum  uctuations
In one dim ension, we w ill again be looking prim arily at local correlations,
rather than actual ordered states. O £ course, we have In m ind that local
correlations and enhanced susceptibilities in a one dim ensional context can
be interpreted as Indications that in two din ensions true superconductivity,
stripe orxder, or phase sgparation m ay occur.

P hase Separation: Phase separation was rst und in the one dim ensional
chain B51,352] and subsequently in the two leg ladder B53{B55].As a rulk,
the phase separation line has been determ ined by calculating the coupling
J at which the com pressbility diverges. (See, how ever, R ef. 522_ ) This is in
principle an Incorrect criterion. T he com pressibility only diverges at the con—
solute point. T herm odynam ically appropriate criteria for identifying regin es
ofphase segparation from nite size studies nclude the M axw ell construction
(discussed explicitly in Section :_iz_i, below ), and m easurem ents of the surface
tension in the presence ofboundary conditions that force phase coexistence.
T he divergent com pressibility is m ost directly related to the spinodal line,
which isnot even strictly wellde ned beyondmean eld theory.Thus, while
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In m any cases the phase diagram s obtained in thisway m ay be qualitatively
correct, they are always sub fct to som e uncertainty.

M ore recently Romm er, W hite, and Scalapino @5@] have used DM RG
m ethods to extend the study to ladders of up to six legs. Since these calk
culations are carried out with open boundary conditions, which break the
translational sym m etry of the system , they have used as their criterion the
appearence of an Inhom ogeneous state w ith a hole rich region at one edge of
the Jadder and hole free regionsnear the other, which isa them odynam ically
correct criterion for phase separation .H ow ever, w here the hole rich phase has
relatively low hole density, and in all cases for the six leg ladder, they were
forced to use a di erent criterion which is not them odynam ic in character,
but is at least intuitively appealing. From earlier studies which we discuss
below ) it appears that the \uniform density" phase, w hich replaces the phase
separated state for J=t less than the critical value for phase separation, is
a \striped" state, in which the holes congregate into puddles (identi ed as
stripes) with xed number of holes, but with the density of stripes deter-
m Ined by the m ean hole density on the ladder.W ih this In m ind, Romm er
et al. com puted the interaction energy between two stripes, and estin ated
the phase separation boundary as the point at which this Interaction tums
from repulsive to attractive. T he results, summ arized in Fig. :_3-5, agree w ith
the them odynam ically determ ined phase boundary where they can be com —
pared.

1 A3
08 r ¢ 1
06 | % ]
/\m m
S G—=©1 chai %
| chain |
04 3---82 chains D
A-—A3 chains )
02 | &—= 4 chains r |
’ @® 6 chains v vy
S i
0 1 2 3 4

Fig.35. Boundary to phase separated region in t J ladders. O pen boundary
conditions were used In both the leg and rung directions except for the six leg
ladder where periodic boundary conditions were in posed along the rung. Phase
separation is realized to the right orf_tl}e curves. e 1 is the totalelectron density in
the system . From Rommeretal B54])
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For large enough values of J=t, both the single chain and the ladders
are fully phase separated into a Heisenberg phase (n.i= 1) and an em pty
phase (n.i= 0).However, the evolution of this state as J=t is reduced is
apparently di erent for the two cases.For the chain, the H eisenberg phase is
destroyed rst by holes that di use Into i; this presum ably re ects the fact
that hole m otion is not signi cantly frustrated in the single chain system .
In the ladders, on the other hand, the em pty phase is the one that becom es
unstable due to the sublin ation ofelectron pairs from the H eisenberg region.
This di erence is evident in Fjg.:_§_$ w here the phase separation boundary
occurs rst at high electron density in the chain and high hole density in
the ladders. It is also clear from looking at this gure that the value of J=t
at which phase separation rst occurs for sm all electron densities is hardly
sensitive to the w idth ofthe Jadder. H ow ever, asm ore electrons are added to
the system (rem oving holes), phase separation is realized for am aller values
of J=t In wider ladders.W hether this is an Indication that phase separation
takesplace at arbitrarily sm allJ=t for sm allenough hole densities In the two

din ensional system is currently under debate, as we discuss in Section 11 J.

\Stripes" in ladders: At intem ediate values of J=t, and not too close to
half 1ling, the doped holes tend to segregate into puddles which straddl the
ladders, as is apparent from the spatialm odulation of the m ean charge den—
sity along the ladder. Intuitively, we can think ofthis state as consisting ofan
array of stripesw ith a spacing w hich is determ ined by the doped hole density.
From this perspective, the totalnum ber of doped holes associated w ith each
puddle, N pugqie = %L, is Interpreted as ardsing from a stripe with a mean
linear density of holes, %, tin es the length of the stripe, L % (L is also the
w idth ofthe lJadder.) In the them odynam ic lim i, long wavelength quantum

uctuations of the stripe array would presum ably result in a uniform charge
density, but the ladder ends, even in the longest system s studied to date, are
a su clently strong perturbation that they pin the stripe array @57-:] In two
and three leg ladders, the observed stripes apparently always have $ = 1.
Forthe four leg ladder, typically $ = 1, but under appropriate circum stances
(especially orx = 1=8),% = 1=2 stripes are observed.In six and eight leg lad—
ders, the charge densiy oscillations are particularly strong, and corresoond
to stripes with $ = 2=3 and 1=2, respectively. Various argum ents have been
presented to identify certain of these stripe arrays as being \vertical" (ie.
preferentially ordented along the rungs of the Jadder) or \diagonal" (ie.pref-
erentially ordented at 45° to the rung), but these argum ents, w hile intuitively
appealing, do not have a rigorous basis.

2% For instance, on a long, N site, 4 kg Jadder w ith 4n holes, where n N , one
typically observes n or 2n distinct peaks in the rung-averaged charge density,
which is then interpreted as indicating a stripe array wih $ = 1 or $ = 1=2,
respectively.

Ladders phase sepa—
rate for large enough
J=t.

Stripes appear at
an aller J=t.
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W ew illretum to the resultson the w ider Jadders, below , where w e discuss
attem pts to extrapolate these resuls to two din ensions.

11.2 Properties ofthe two dim ensionalt J m odel

Ttisasubtlea airtodraw conclisionsabout the propertiesofthe two din en—
sionalHubbard andt J m odels from num ericalstudiesof nite system s.The
present num erical capabilities do not generally pem it a system atic nite size
scaling analysis. A s a result, extrapolating results from am all clusters w ith
periodic boundary conditions, typically used when utilizing M onte Carlo or
Lanczos techniques, or from strips with open boundary conditions as used
In DM RG studies, is susceptdble to criticiam 1325 '329] Tt com es as no sur-
prise then that severalkey issues conceming the ground state properties of
the two din ensionalm odels are under dispute. In the follow Ing we present a
brief account of som e of the con icting resuls and view s. H owever, at least
two things do not seem to be In dispute: 1) there is a strong tendency for
doped holes In an antiferrom agnet to clum p in order relieve the frustration of
holem otion @58:], and 2) where it occurs, hok pairinghasa d,> 2 character.
T hus, in one way or another, the local correlations that lead to stripe formm a-
tion and d-wave superconductiviy are clearly present in t  J-lke m odels!

P hase separation and stripe form ation There have been relatively few
num erical studies of large two dim ensional H ubbard m odel clusters. M onte
C arlo sin ulationson square system sw ih sizesup to 12 12 and tem peratures
down to roughly t=8 have been carried out, typically with U=t= 4 B30].A
signature of phase separation in the form of a discontinuity in the chem ical
potential as a function of doping was looked for and not found.N o evidence
of stripe fom ation was found, either. G iven the lim ited size and tem perature
range ofthese studies, and the absence ofresutsthat would pem itaM axwell
construction to determm ine the boundary of phase ssparation, it isdi cult to
reach a m oconclusion on the basis of these studies. Certainly at relatively
elevated tem peratures, holes in the Hubbard m odel do not show a strong
tendency to cluster, but i is di cul to draw conclusions conceming lower
tem perature, orm ore subtle tendencies. (Variational\ xed node" studies by
Cosentiniet al @59 are suggestlye of phase separation at an allx, but m ore
recent studies by Becca et al [360 reached the opposite conclision .)

T here arem any m ore studies of phase separation n thet J model.M ost
ofthem agree on the behavior in the regim e of very low electron density ne =
1 x 1. The critical J=t value for phase separation at vanishingly sm all
ne was calculated very accurately by Helberg and M anousakis Eé@] and was
found to be J=t = 3:4367.However, there are con icting results for system s
close to half 1ling (e 1) and with smallt J.This is the m ost delicate
region where high num erical accuracy is hard to obtain. C onsequently, there
isno agreem ent on whether the two din ensionalt J m odelphase separates
for allvalues of J=t at su ciently low hol doping x.
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Emery et al. @@@,:_3@3_3] presented a variational argum ent (recently ex—
tended and substantially in proved by E isenberg eﬁai@@ég]) that orJ=t 1
and for x less than a critical concentration, x. J=t, phase separation oc- The simation for
cursbetween a hole free antiferrom agnetic and a m etallic ferrom agnetic state. x 0 is murkier,
Since for large J=t there is clearly phase separation for all x, they proposed but...
that for su ciently sm allx, phase ssparation is likely to occur foralldJ=t.To
test this, they com puted the ground state energy by exact diagonalization of
4 4dopedt J clusters.Iftaken at face value and interpreted via aM axwell
construction, these results in ply that for any x < 1=8, phase separation oc-
curs at kast PrallJ=t> 02.Helberg and M anousakis (322,331] caloulated
the ground state energy on larger clusters ofup to 28 28 sites using G reen
function M onte Carlo m ethods. By im plem enting a M axwell construction,
they reached the sim ilar conclusion that thet J m odelphase separates for
allvalues of J=t in the low hole doping regim e.
O n the otherhand, Putikka et al. @@E}] studied this problem using a high
tem perature series expansion extrapolated to T = 0 and concluded that phase
separation only occurs above a lne extending from J=t= 38 at zero ling
to J=t= 12 at half ling. In other words, they conclided that there is no
phase separation forany x so long asJ=t< 12.Exact diaganolization resuls
for the com pressbility and the binding energy of n-hole clusters in system s
of up to 26 sites by Poiblanc Eéé] were interpreted as suggesting that the
ground state is phase separated close to half lling only ifJ=t> 1.Q uantum
M onte Carlo sin ulations of up to 242 sites using stochastic recon guration
by Calandra et al. 557_] have found a phase separation instability for J=t
05 at sin ilar doping lvels, but no phase separation for J=t < 035, whilke
earlier variationalM onte C arlo calculations @éé] reported a critical value of
J=t= 1:5.U sihg Lanczos techniques to calculate the ground state energy on
Iattices of up to 122 sites, Shin et al [369,370] estin ate the Iower critical
value for phase separation as J=t = 03 05, a som ewhat lower bound
than previously found using sin ilar num ericalm ethods le:].F nally, DM RG
calculations on w ide ladders w ith open boundary conditions in one direction
by W hite and Scalapino [320,321] Hund striped ground states for J=t= 0:35
and 0 < x < 03, but no indication of phase separation. ... It seem s that the
For com parison, we have gathered a few of the results m entioned above m odelis either phase
in Fig. :_3§‘ T he scatter of the data at the upper keft comer ofthe ne J=t separated, or very
plne is a re ection of the near linearity of the the ground state energy as close to it.
a function of doping in this region @gé]. H igh num erical accuracy is needed
In order to establish a true linear behavior which would be indicative of
phase separation. W hile there is currently no de nitive answer conceming
phase separation at an alldoping, it seem s clear that in this region the two
dim ensionalt J modelis in delicate balance, either In or close to a phase
separation instability.
The nature of the ground state for m oderately sm all J=t beyond any
phase separated regim e is also in dispute. W hile DM RG calculations on fat
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Fig.36. Phase separation boundary ofthe two din ensionalt J m odelaccording
to various num erical studies. T he dashed—dotted Iine represents the high tem per-
ature series expansion results by Puttika et al BGB] A lso shown are results from
calculations using the PowerLanczos m ethod by Shin et al f_37_Q] (open circles),
G reens function M onte C arlo sin ulations by H elberg and M anousakis B3]' (closed
circles) and by Calandra et aL BG'{ ] (open squares), and exact diagonalization of
4 4 clisters by Em ery et al -_[3_62] (x’s). @ dapted from Shin et al ,B7p])

ldders [20,321] nd striped ground states for J=t = 035 and x = 1=8,
M onte Carlo sinulations on a torus @25 ] exhibit stripes only as excied
states. W hether this discrepancy is due to nite size e ects or the type of
boundary conditions used is still not settled. (The xed node M onte Carlb
studies of Becca et al. -@ié] Iikew ise conclude that stripes do not occur in the
ground state, although they can be induced by the addition of ratherm odest
anisotropy Into thet J m odel, suggesting that they are at least energetically
com petitive.) W hilk these con icting conclusionsm ay be di cult to resolve,
it seem s nescapable to us that stripes are in portant low energy con gura—
tions of the two dimensionalt J model for an all doping and m oderatly
an all J=t.

The m ost reliable results conceming the Intemal structure of the stripes
them selves com e from studiesoffatt J ladders, where stripes are certainly
a prom inent part of the elctronic structure. In all studies of ladders, the
doped holes aggregate into \stripes" which are oriented either perpendicular
or parallel to the extended direction of the ladder, depending on bound-
ary conditions. In m any cases the spin correlations in the hole poor regions
between stripes locally resem ble those In the undoped antiferrom agnet but
su era -phase shift across the hole rich stripe. T his m agnetic structure is
vividly apparent in studies forwhich the low energy ordentational uctuations
of the spins are suppressed by the application of staggered m agnetic elds
on certain boundary sites of the ]adders| then, these m agnetic correlations
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are directly seen in the expectation values of the spins E?é] H owever, such

ndings are not universal: in the case ofthe four leg ladder, w ith stripesalong
the ladder rungs, A rrigoniet al. @28:] recently showed that In long system s
upto4 27),these antiphasem agnetic correlations are weak or nonexistent,
despite strong evidence of charge stripe correlations. Ladder studies have also
dem onstrated that stripes tend to favor a linear charge density of $ = 1=2
along each stripe E7: Speci cally, by applying boundary conditions w_h_:cih force
a single stripe to lie along the long axis of the lJadder, W hite et al B2l were
able to study the energy ofa stripe as a function of%.They ound an energy
which is apparently a sm ooth function of % (ie.wih no evidence of a non—
analyticity which would lock % to a speci c value), but with a pronounced
mininum at $ = 1=2.M oreover, w ith boundary conditions favoring stripes
perpendicular to the ladder axis, they found that for x 1=8 stripes tend
to form wih $ = 1=2 so that the gpacing between neighboring stripes is ap—
proxim ately 1=2x, whilk at Jarger x, a rst order transition occurs to \em pty
dom ain walls" with % = 1 and an inter-stripe spacing of 1=x. In the region
0:125< x < 0:17 the two types of stripes can coexist.

Tt is worth noting that the original indications of stripe order cam e from
Hartreefock treatm ents -@ii’@i@] Hartreetock stripes are prim arily spin
textures. In com parison to the DM RG results on ladders, they corresoond to
\em pty" (¢ = 1) antiphase ( -phase shifted) dom ain walls, and so are Insulat-
ing and overem phasize the spin com ponent of the stripe order, but otherw ise
capture m uch of the physics of stripe form ation rem arkably accurately.

Further insight into the physics that generates the dom ain walls can be
gained by lookingm ore closely at theirhole density and spin structures.Both
site-centered and bond-centered stripes are observed.T hey are close in energy
and each type can be stabilized by adjisting the boundary conditions B20].
Fig. 37 depicts three sitecentered stripes .n a 13 8 system with 12 holes,
periodic boundary conditions along the y direction and a -shifted staggered
m agnetic eld on the open ends ofm agnitude 0:1t. T hese stripes are quarter-

Jled antiphase dom ain walls. Fjg.:_3:8 shows a central section ofa 16 8
cluster containing tw o bond-centered dom ain walls. T his system is sin ilar to
the one considered above except that the m agnetic eld on the open ends is
not -shifted.Like their site-centered counterparts, the bond-centered stripes
are antiphase dom ain walls, but w ith one hole per two dom ain wallunit cells.

The -phase shift n the exchange eld across the stripe can probably be
traced, In both the bond—-and site-centered cases, to a gain in the transverse
kinetic energy ofthe holes. To dem onstrate this point consider a pair ofholes

They can be site- or
bond-centered.

T he topological char-

acter of spin stripes
can be inferred from

na2 2t J plquette, aswasdone in Sectjor{l:o:B .One can sim ulate the local considerations.

e ect of the exchange eld running on both sides of the El_aquette through
amean eld h which couples to the spins on the square !B78]. For the in—
phase dom ain wall such a coupling Introduces a perturbation h (57 55

27 At about the sam e tin e, N ayak and W ilczek 'ES-ZL-!‘] presented an interesting ana-—
Iytic argum ent which leads to the sam e bottom lne.
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Fig.37. Holk density and spih momentson a 13 8 cylinderw ith 12 holes, J=t=
035, periodic boundary conditions along the y direction and -shifted staggered
m agnetic eld ofm agnitude 0:t on the open edges. T he diam eter of the circles is
proportionalto the hole density 1 hnii_a.r_ld the length ofthe arrow s is proportional
to hS?i. From W hite and Scalapino. 373])

Fig.38. Hole density and spin m om ents on a central section ofa 16 8 cylinder
w ith 16 holes, J=t= 0:35, w ith periodic boundary conditions along the y direction
and staggered m _agnetjc eld ofm agnitude 0:1t on the open edges. T he notation is
sin ilar to FJ'g.@j. From W hite and Scalapino. i§7_3.])

SZ+ I§§) which, to lowest order In h, lowers the ground state energy by
K= J2+ 322.For the -shi stripe the perturbation is h (S¥ + S%

S¢ &) wih a gain of 4= J?+ 322 in energy, thereby being more

advantageous for the pair. Indeed, this physicshasbeen con m ed by several

serious studies, w hich com bine analyatic and num ericalw ork, by Zachar B79],

L and Fradkin [80], and Chemyshev et al. B81] These studies indicate

that there is a transition from a tendency for in-phase m agnetic order across
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a stripe for am all %, when the direct m agnetic interactions are dom inant, to
antiphasem agnetic order for $ > 0:3, when the transverse hole kinetic energy
is dom inant.

Superconductivity and stripes T here isno unam biguous evidence for su—
perconductivity in the Hubbard m odel. T heoriginal nitetem peratureM onte
C_alr_]cl_s:'_mu]atjons on gnall periodic clusters wih U=t = 4 and x = 0:15
B30,382] found only short range pairpair correlations. The sam e conclu—
sion was reached by a later zero tem perature constrained path M onte Carlb
calculation B83].

There are con icting results conceming the question of superconductivity
Inthet J model

In the unphysical region of large J=t, solid conclusions can be reached:
Emery et al @@2}] show ed that proxin ate to the phase sgparation boundary
at J=t 38, the hole rich phase which is actually a dilute electron phase
wih x 1) has an s-wave superconducting ground state. This result was
con m ed and extended by Helberg and M anousakis EB:2:2], who further ar-
gued that in the dilute electron lm i, x ! 1 , there is a transition from an
s-wave state for2 < J=t< 3:5 to a p-w ave superconducting state for J=t< 2,
possbly with a d-wave state at iIntermm ediate J=t. E arly Lanczos calculations

titites, such as the pair eld correlation function and the super uid density,

were com puted to search for signs of superconductivity n 4 4t J clusters.

In agreem ent w ith the analytic resuls, these studies gave strong evidence
of superconductiviy for large J=t. Interestingly, the strongest signatures of
superconductivity were found for J=t = 3 and x = 0:5 and decayed rapidly
for larger J=t. This was interpreted as due to a transition into the phase
separation region. N ote, however, that allthe studies summ arized in F jg.:_3-§
suggest that x = 05 is already Inside the region that, n the them odynam ic
Iim i, would be unstable to phase separation.) .

M ore recent M onte C arlo sin ulations by Sorella et al. @56:,257:] showed
evidence for long range superconducting order n J=t= 04 clusters of up to
242 sites w ith periodic boundary conditions and for a range ofx > 0:, as
shown in Fig. 'gg' N o signs of static stripes have been found in the param e-
ter region that was investigated in these studies. A slight tendency towards
Incom m ensurability appears in the spin structure factor at (and som etin es
above) optin aldoping, suggesting perhaps very w ea]E Eiyr_la_nl icalstripe corre—
calculations that nd striped ground states for the sam e param eters.

N otw ithstanding this controversy, these results seem to add to the general
consensus that static stripe order and superconductivity com pete. T hisisnot
to say that stripes and superconductivity cannot coexist.A swe saw , evidence
for both stripes and pairing have been found in three and four egt J
Iadders [47,349]. In fact pairing is enhanced in both of these system s when

T here is no evidence
for superconductiv-
ity in the Hubkard
m odel.

There is con icting
evidence for super—
conductivity in the
t J model

Static stripes ham per
superconductivity,
but dynam ic stripes
m ay enhance it.
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Fig.39. The superconducting order param eter P4 = 21m 1, ; P ﬁ calculated

for the largest distance on a 8 8, J=t= 0:4 cluster as function of hole doping x.
Results orx = 0:17 on a 242 site cluster are also shown. T he di erent sets ofdata

correspond to various M onte C arlo techmques T he inset show s the spin structure
factor at x = 0:1875. From Sorella et al. B87]

stripes are form ed com pared to the unstriped states found at am all doping
levels. Because of the open boundary conditions that were used in these
studies the stripes were open ended and m ore dynam ic. In posing periodic
boundary conditions in wider ladders (and also the four leg ladder) resuls
In stripes that wrap around the periodic direction. T hese stripes appear to
bem ore static, and pairing correlations are suppressed.A sim ilar behavior is
observed when the stripes are pinned by external potentials.

Further evidence for the delicate Interplay between stripes and pairing
com es from sl:udjes ofthe t £ J m odelin which a djagonaJ, sjnglg P;alr_tg'c_]e
Stripes destabilize for either sign of t°. This is probably due to the enhanoed
m obility ofthe holes that can now hop on the sam e sublattice w thout inter—
fering w ith the antiferrom agneticbackground.P airing is suppressed ort’ < 0
and enhanced fort°> 0. pg Tt is not clear whether the com plete elim ination
of stripes or on]y a s]Jght destabJJJzatJon ism ore favorable to pairing corre—
lations.Fig. AO suggests that optim alpairing occurs in between the strongly
m odulated ladder and the hom ogeneous system .

Finally, allow ing for extra hopping term s in the Ham iltonian is not the
only way tip the balance between static charge order and superconductiity.
So farwe have not m entioned the e ects of Iong range C oulom b interactions
on the properties of H ubbard related system s. T his isnot a coincidence since
the treatm ent of such Interactions in any standard num ericalm ethod is dif-

8 This is surprising since T. is generally higher for hole doped cuprates (believed
to have t° < 0) than i is for electron doped cuprates (which have > 0).
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Fig.40. Holedensity perrung fora 12 6 ladderw ith periodic boundary conditions
along the rungs, 8 holes, J=t= 035 and a) £ 0andb) £ 0.c) and d) depj'ct_:l:he
d-w ave pairing correlations for the sam e system s. From W hite and Scalapino. 324])

cul.Nevertheless, a recent DM RG study of four leg ladders w ith open and
periodic boundary conditions which takes into acoount the C oulomb poten—
tialin a selfconsistent H artree way @2:8:], gives interesting resuls. It suggests
that the Inclusion ofC oulom b interactions suppresses the chargem odulations
associated w ith stripesw hile enhancing the long range superconducting pair-
Ing correlations. At the sam e tin e the local superconducting pairing is not
suppressed. Taken together, these facts support the notion that enhanced
correlations com e from long range phase ordering between stripes w ith welk-
established pairing. T his enhanced phase sti ness is presum ably due to pair
tunnelling betw een stripes produced by increased stripe uctuations.

12 D oped A ntiferrom agnets

T he undoped state of the cuprate superconductors is a strongly insulating
antiferrom agnet. It isnow w idely believed that the existence of such a parent
correlated Insulator is an essential feature of high tem perature supercon-—



For t > J > xt,

the problem is highly
frustrated.
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duct:yji:y, as was em phasized in som e of the earliest studies of this prob—
lem [E': r120 . H ow ever, the doped antiferrom agnet is a com plicated theoretical
prob]em | to even cursorily review what is known about i would m ore than
double the size of this docum ent. In this section we very brie y discuss the
aspects ofthisproblem which we considerm ost gem ane to the cuprates, and
in particular to the phys:ics of stripes. M ore extensive review s of the sub fct

12.1 Frustration of the m otion of dilute holes in an
antiferrom agnet

The m ost In portant local interactions in a doped antiferrom agnet are well
represented by the large U Hubbard m odel, thet J m odel, and their various
relatives. To be concrete, we w ill focus on thet J Vm odel-[§é3] (a slight
generalization of the t J model, Eqg. '(126), to which it reduces for for
V= J=4)

X n o X
H= t ¢, ¢ +he: o+ £JS:  $+ Vninyg;  (132)
< ;3> ; < ;3>
P
where S ; = ocz ; 0G; o isthe spin ofan electron on site i.Here are

thePaulim att:loes and < i;§> signi esnearest neighborsiteson a hypercubic
Jattice In d din ensions. T here is a constraint of no double occupancy on any
site,

ni= d, o =0;1: (133)

T he concentration ofdoped holes, x, is taken to be m uch sm aller than 1, and
isde ned as X

x=N 1 ny; (134)

where N is the num ber of sites.

T he essential feature of this m odel is that i embodies a strong, short
range repulsion between electrons, m anifest In the constraint of no double
occupancy. T he exchange integral J arises through virtualprocesses w herein
the Interm ediate state hasa doubly occupied site, producing an antiferrom ag—
netic coupling. D oping is assum ed to rem ove electrons thereby producing a
\hol" orm issing spin which ism cbile because neighboring electrons can hop
into itsplace with am plitude t.

Like a good gam e, the rules are sin ple: antialign ad-pcent spins, and let
holes hop. And lke any good gam e, the w Inning strategy is com plex. T he
ground state of this m odelm ust sin ultaneously m inin ize the zero point ki~
netic energy of the doped holes and the exchange energy, but the two tem s
com pete. The spatially con ned wavefunction of a localized hole has a high
kinetic energy; the t term acocounts for the tendency of a doped hole to de-
localize by hopping from site to site. However, as holes m ove through an
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antiferrom agnet they scram ble the spins: each tim e a hole hops from one site
to is nearest neighbor, a soin is also m oved one register in the lattice, onto
the wrong subhttice. So it is In possible to m inin ize both energies sin ulta—
neously in d > 1.M oreover, in the physically relevant range of param eters,
t> J > tx, neither energy is dom inant.O n the one hand, because t> J, one
cannot sin ply perturb about the t= 0 state which m inin izes the exchange
energy.O n the otherhand, because J > tx one cannot sin ply perturb about
the ground state of the kinetic energy.

A number of strategies, usually involving further generalizations of the
m odel, have b_e_en applied to the study ofthJspJ:ob]em ncluding:largen @90],
large S [B91,392], large d B93], snallt=J B62], large t=J [362,394,395], and
various num erical gt:udjes of nite size clusters. (Som e of the latter are re—
viewed In Section ;L]_.:) For pedagogic purposes, we w ill fram e aspects of the
ensuing discussion in tem s of the large d behavior of the m odel since i is
tractable, and involves no additional theoretical technology, but sin ilar con—
clisions can be drawn from a study ofany ofthe analytically tractable 1im its
listed above?% .One comm on Eaturefo_‘l of these solutions is a tendency ofthe
doped holes to phase separate at an allx. T he reason for this is intuitive: n
a phase separated state, the holes are expelled from the pure antiferrom ag—
netic fraction ofthe system , where the exchange energy ism inin ized and the
hole kinetic energy is not an issue, whik in the hole rich regions, the kinetic
energy of the holes ism Inin ized, and the exchange energy can be neglected
to zeroth order since J < t=Xyich, Where X iq, is the concentration of doped
holes in the hole rich regions.

W e em ploy the ollow Ing large din ension strategy.W e take asthe unper- A large dim ension

turbed Ham iltonian the Ising piece of the interaction: expansion
X
HO= stfsjz+ Vl’lil'lj H (135)
< i;3>

and treat as perturbations the XY piece of the interaction and the hopping:

J, X .
H,= 2 S Sj + hwec: ; (136)
< i;3>
X n o
Hy= t g, c; +her o asm
< i3>

E xpansigr_1§ derived in pow ers 0ofJ, =J, and t=J, can be reorganized in pow ers
of 1=d, B3] at which point we willagain set J, = J, J as In the origihal
model Eqg. {132)), and allow the ratio t=J to assum e physical valies.

°In some ways, the Jarge S lin it is the m ost physically transparent of all these
appxoaches| see Ref. -392' for further discussion.

° Tt is still controversial w hether or. not phase separamon isuniversalin d= 2 and
3 at sm allenough x| see Refs. -322 BZE} 658 -369 896{698
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O ne hole in an antiferrom agnet It is universally recognized that a key
principle goveming the physics of doped antiferrom agnets is that the m otion
of a singk hol is highly frustrated. To illustrate this point, it is convenient
to exam Ine it from the perspective of a large din ension treatm ent in which
the m otion of one hole in an antiferrom agnet is seen to be frustrated by a
\string" keft in ¥swake (see Fig.41), which costs an energy oforder @ 1)J
tim es the length ofthe string. T he unperturbed ground state of one hol on,
say, the \black" sublattice, is N =2-fold degenerate (equal to the number of
black sublattice sites), once a direction forthe N eelorder is chosen (the other
N =2 degenerate ground states describbing a hole on the \red" sublattice form
a dispint H ibert space under the operation of H; and H ;). T hese ground
states are only connected in degenerate perturbation theory ofthird orhigher
oxder, via, eg. two operations of H, and one of H;. They are connected

PUTLE il tit
lolTl:;,ll ..... OTlZD'll ..... Tol
tetlt  titlt titit

Fig.41. Frustration of one hok’sm otion in an antiferrom agnet. A s the hole hops,
it leaves behind a string of frustrated bonds designated here by dashed lines.

in perturbation theory of sixth or higher order by operations sokly of the
hopping term H; via the Trugm an -p-gcj_i] term s, In which a hole traces a'n_yl
closed, nonintersecting path two steps less than two full circuits; see Fig.42
for an exam ple (such pathsbecom e In portant when J t). In thism annera
hole can \eat its own string".O w Ing to such processes a hole can propagate
through an antiferrom agnet. H owever, the high order in the perturbation
series and the energetic barriers Involved render the e ective hopping m atrix
elem ents signi cantly an aller than their unperturbed valies.

Two holes in an antiferrom agnet In early work on high tem perature
superconductivity, it was often clain ed that, whereas the m otion of a single
hole is Inhibited by antiferrom agnetic order, pair m otion appears to be en—
tirely unfrustrated. Tt was even suggested {L9] that thism ight be the basis of
a novel, kinetic energy driven m echanism ofpajr:ing| perhaps the rst such
suggestion.However, a aw w ith this argum ent was revealed In the work of
T rugm an E?E:i], who showed that thism ode of propagation of the hole pair is
frustrated by a quantum e ect which originates from the ferm ionic character
of the background spins. W hilk Trugm an’s original argum ent was based on
a carefll analysis of num erical studies In d = 2, the same essential e ect



Concepts in H igh Tem perature Superconductivity 117

Yol [¥¢ ¢

- 4 -

VT o
ot .[f0
VT

12 -

O« |« e

<> O« €O

I T (k)

Fig.42. Trugm an tem s. (@) A holem oving one and a halftin esaround a plaquette
translates a degenerate ground state w ithout leaving a frustrated string of spins
behind. ) The energy of the interm ediate states In units of J. The hole has to
tunnel through this barrier as it m oves. From R ef. '§>9_E} .

can be seen analytically in the context of a large d expansion. The e ective
Ham iltonian of two holes can be w ritten as ollow s @93_]:

X X
HSME = yett ddeje  TF ddeja + 0 a=d);  (38)

< i;3> < i;j;k>

where < i;j;k > signi es a set of sites such that i and k are both nearest

neighbors of j, and the ci’ creates a hol at site 1. To lowest order in (1=d),

USf = v J=4 and T*ff = ®=Jd.For states w ith the two holes as nearest

neighbors, H §** can be block diagonalized by Fourier transom , yielding d

bands of elgenstates labeled by a band index and a B loch wavevectork .The

result is that d 1 of these bands have energ},%,Ueff and do not disperse.

The rem aining band has energy USff + 4Teff :: , sin? ka=2), where k,

is the com ponent of k along a. This nalband, which feels the e ects of

pair propagation, has the largest energy. T his counterintuitive result follow s

from the fermm ionic nature of the background spins.A sin ilar calculation for Two hols are no
bosons wou]dkr,ji er by a m inus sign: In that case, the nalband has energy kss frustrated.
Ut 4reft Cai: , sin? k,=2), which ismuch closer to what onem ight have

expegted;f]j The interference e ect for the ferm jonic problem is illustrated in

Fjg.:_42_i'.D i erentpathsthat carry the system from oneholepaircon guration

to another generally interfere w ith each other, and when two such pathsdi er

by the exchange oftw o electrons, they interfere destructively in the ferm ionic

3! This corrects sin ilar expressions In Ref. :_3-9_-33
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Fig.43. Frustration of a hok pair’s motion in an antiferrom agnet. The gure
show s a sequence of snapshots in a process that takes a pair of holes back to their
original position, but w ith a pair of spins sw itched. T he sequence is as ollow s: 1)
Initialtwo hole state. 2) A spin hasm oved two sites to the left. 3) The other spin
has m oved one site up. 4) A hole has m oved two sites to the kft. 5) A hole has
m oved up.D ue to the ferm ionic nature of the spins, the above process leads to an
Increase In the pair energy, so that pair propagation is not an e ective m echanism
ofpair binding.

case and constructively in the bosonic. It follow s from this argum ent that pair
m otion, too, is frustrated| it actually results In an e ective kinetic repulsion
between holks, rather than in pair binding’2.

M any holes: phase separation In large d, the frustration of the kinetic
energy ofdoped holes In an antiferrom agnet leads to a m iscbility gap @éfj]
P erhaps this should not be surprising, since phase separation is the generic
fate of m xtures at low tem peratures. At any nite tem perature, two-phase
coexistence occurs whenever the chem ical potentials of the two phases are
equal. In the present case, one of the phases, the undoped antiferrom agnet,
is incom pressble, which means that at T = 0 is chem ical potential lies
at an indeterm nate point w ithin the M ott gap. Under these circum stances,
phase coexistence is instead established by considering the total energy of
the system :

Etwt = Narear + Npey
=Ner +Nnln ar); 139)

2 Tt is apparent that second neighbor hopping tem s, 2, produce less frustration
of the single particle m otion, and \pair hopping" tem s, which arise naturally in
the t=U expansion ofthe H ubbard m odel, lead to unfrustrated pairm otion i_1§<}]
However, t° is generally substantially sm aller than t, and ifpairhopping is derived
from the Hubbard m odel, it is of order J, and hence relatively sm all.
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whereN ¢ and N, are the num ber of sites occupied by the undoped antifer—
rom agnet and by the hole rich phase, respectively;N = Nar + Np;ear isthe
energy per site of the antiferrom agnet and e, isthe energy per site ofthe hole

rich phase, in w hich the concentration ofdoped holesisx,ion = x W =N} ) X.

IfE o hasam ihinum wih respect to N, at a value Ny < N , there isphase
coexistence. Thism Inin ization leads to the equation
€
_ SaF & () ; (140)
1 n()

where isthe chem ical potential of the hole rich phase, and n =1 x is
the electron density in the hole rich phase.

Aswe shall see, In the lim it of large dimension, n( ) (@and hence &, as
well) is either 0 or exponentially sm all, so Eq. (140) reduces to

ar (141)

W e can see already how phase separation can transpire. A s the electron
density israised from zero (ie. starting from x = 1 and lowering x), the chem —
ical potential of the electron gas increases. Once  reaches eyr , the added
electrons m ust go into the antiferrom agnetic phase, and the density of the
electron gas stops Increasing.W e can em ploy a an allk expansion ofthe elec—
tronic dispersion, (k)= 2td+ tk+ ::: to determ e that 2td+ tk .
Thus ifeyr < 2td, the electron gas is com pltely unstable, and there is
phase separation into the pure antiferrom agnet, and an insulating hole rich
phasewith n = 0.In this case, x. = 1.0 therw ise, the densiy ofthe electron
gas is
d Py
2A4 kg 2R 4 ( + 2td)=t
n= — — = —-— — : (142)
d 2 d 2

Here A4 is the hypersurface area of a d dim ensional uni sphere. In large
d, the energy per site of the pure antiferrom agnet approaches that of the
classicalN eel state:

ey = d V L+ 0 @a=d)]: (143)

1N

From this, i ollows that the hol rich phase is lnsulating (ie. i has no
electrons) ifJ 4V > 8tand it ismetallic (x < 1) ifJ 4V < 8t.H owever,
even w hen the hole rich phase ism etallic, its electron density is exponentially
an all (as prom ised):

2 e Jg oav 7
n=1 Xx= Pp= - 1 EeT— L+ 0 @@=d1; (144)
d 8t
- q -
w herew e have used the asym ptotic large d expression B93]A 4 4 (E=)d2,

Asﬂhst:catedjnFjg.:_éfé_L'jn larged, so ongas0 < x < X, the ground state of

Phase separation oc—
curs kebw a criti-
cal concentration of
doped hoks.
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Fig.44. Phase diagram ofthet J modeldeduced from large the d expansion.
In the gure, we have set d = 2. \Twophase" labels the region in which phase
separation occurs between the pure antiferrom agnet and a hole rich phase, \SC"
labels a region of s-wave superconductjyjjig,_and \M " labels a region of m etallic
behavior. At param etxj'ca']y_sn allJg=t/ 1= d, a ferrom agnetic phase intervenes at
sn alldoping. From Ref.393.

thet J V modelisphase separated, w ith an undoped antiferrom agnetic
region and a hole rich region which, if8t> J 4V, isa Fermm iliquid ofdilute
electrons, orif8t < J 4V, isan insulator. (U nder these sam e circum stance,
ifx. < x < 1, the ground state is a uniform , Fermm i liquid m eta]fﬁ_.)

In the low dim ensions of physical interest, such asd = 2 and d = 3, the
quantitative accuracy of a large dim ension expansion is certainly suspect.
N onetheless, we expect the qualitative physics of d = 2 and d = 3 to be
captured in a large din ension treatm ent, since the lower critical din ension
ofm ost Iong range T = 0 ordered states isd = 1.For com parison, in FJg:fIS
we reproduce the phase diagram ofthe2D t J m odelwhich wasproposed by
Helberg and M anousakis 522:] on the basis ofM onte C arlo studies of system s
with up to 60 electrons. There is clearly substantial sin flarity between this
and the large D result in FJg:_4§'

In one sense phase separation certainly can be thought of as a strong
attractive interaction between holes, although in reality the m echanisn is
m ore properly regarded as the efction of holes from the antiferrom agnet:f‘-’:
T he characteristic energy scale ofthis interaction is set by m agnetic energies,
SO one expects to see phase sgparation only at tem peratures that are amall
com pared to the antiferrom agnetic exchange energy J .

33 This statem ent neglects a possbl subtlety due to the K ohn-Luttinger theorem .
3% Like sal crystallizing from a solution of salt water, the spin crystal is pure.
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Fig.45. Phasediagram ofthet J modelin two dim ensions at zero tem perature,
deduced from num erical studies w ith up to 60 electrons. \T wo-phase" labels the
region of phase separation, \s-SC " labels a region of s-w ave superconductivity, and
\F " labels a region of ferrom agnetism . This gure is abstracted from Helberg and
M anousakis {323].

122 Coulomb frustrated phase separation and stripes

W ere holes neutral, phase separation would be a physically reasonable solu—
tion to the problem of frustrated holem otion in an antiferrom agnet.B ut there
is another com petition ifthe holes carry charge. In this case, ull phase sepa-
ration is In possible because ofthe In nite Coulomb energy densiy i would
entail. T hus, there is a second com petition between the short range tendency
to phase separation embodied In thet J model, and the long range piece
of the Coulomb Interaction. The com prom ise solution to this second level
of frustration results in an em ergent length scale @@Q]| a crossover betw een
phase separation on short length scales, and the required hom ogeneity on
long length scales. D epending upon m icroscopic details, m any solutions are
possble El(_i]_;] which are Inhom ogeneous on interm ediate length scales, such
as checkerboard pattems, stripes, bubbles, or others.

O fthese, the stripe solution is rem arkably stable In sim ple m odels @52:,
@952;:4@@], and m oreover isw idely observed In the cuprates i_é].A stripe state is
a unidirectional densiy wave state| we think of such a state, at an ntuitive
level, as consisting of altemating strips of hole rich and hole poor phase. A
fully ordered stripe phase has charge density wave and spin densiy wave
order interleaved.

Certain aspects of stripe states can be m ade precise on the basis of long
distance considerations. If we consider the Landau theory @5] of coupled
order param eters for a spin density wave S wih ordering vector k and a
charge density wave w ith ordering vector q, then if 2k g Where ,1n
this case, m eans equalm odulo a reciprocal lattice vector), then there is a

Stripes are a uni-
directional density
wave.
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cubic tetm In the Landau free energy allow ed by sym m etry,

Feoupling =  stripe [ aSk g+ CLC:: (145)

T here are two In portant consequences of this tem . F irstly, the system can
low er itsenergy by locking the ordering vectors ofthe spin and charge density
wave com ponents of the order, such that the period of the soin order is
tw ice that of the charge order. At order param eter level, is the origin of the
antiphase character ofthe stripe order35' Secondly, because thisterm is linear
in , itmeansthat ifthere isspin order, < Sx >6 0,therem ustneoessal::uy:ia
be charge order, < ¢ >$6 0, although the converse is not true.

The Landau theory also allow s us to distinguish three m acroscopically
distinct scenarios for the onset of stripe order. If charge order onsets at a
higher critical tem perature, and spin order either does not occur, or onsets
at a low er critical tem perature, the stripe order can be called \charge driven ."
If spin and charge orderonset at the sam e criticaltem perature, but the charge
order is parasitic, in the sense that < 5 > < S¢ >?2, the stripe order is
\spin driven ." F inally, if charge and spin order onset sin ultaneously by a st
order transition, the stripe order is driven by the Symb:IOSJS between charge
and spin order. T his is discussed in m ore detail in Ref. .45

T he antiphase nature of the stripes was rst predicted by the H artree—
Fock theory and hasbeen con m ed asbeing them ost probab]e outcom e in
various later, m ore detailed studies ofthe problem [32(_),._329 '380 '404] In this
case, the spin texture undergoes a  phase shift across every charge stripe,
so that every other spin stripe has the opposite N eel vector, cancelling out
any m agnetic intensity at the comm ensurate wavevector, < ; > . This
situation [05,406] has been called \topolgical doping." And, indeed, the
predicted factor of two ratio between the soin and charge periodicities has
been cbserved In allwell established experin ental realizations of stripe order
iIn doped antiferrom agnets. t_4-:/.] Still, it is in portant to rem em ber that non—
topological strpes are also a byial possbilty B73,380,356,03,407,404),
and we should keep our eyes open for this form of order, aswell”

In the context of frustrated phase separation, the fom ation of inhom o—
geneous structures is predom inantly a statem ent about the charge density,
and its scale is set by the C oulom b Interaction. T his has severalin plications.
F irstly, this m eans that charge stripes m ay begin to selfforganize (at least
locally) at relatively high tem peratures, ie. they are charge driven in the
sense described above :f?f Secondly, charge density wave order alw ays couples

5 In the context of Landau-G inzbery theory, the situation is som ew hat m ore com —
plex, and whether the soin and charge order have this relation, or have the sam e
period tums out to depend on short distance physics, see footnote I37| and [403]

3% Here, we exclude the possbility of perfectly circular spiral spin order, In which
Ref< S>g Imf< S >g= Oand Ref< S >4F [Imf< S >gF 6 0.

7 For exam pl, an analogous Landau theory of stripes near the Neel state must
include the order param eter S , which favors in-phase dom ain walls ﬂilq?i]

® I HartreeFock theory, stripes are spin driven.
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Iinearly to lattice distortions, so we should expect dram atic signatures of

stripe form ation to show up In the phonon spectrum . Indeed, phonons m ay

signi cantly a ect the energetics of stripe form ation E[4:O:'9]. T hirdly, although

we are used to thinking of density wave states as insulating, or at least as

having a dram atically reduced density of states at the Fem ienergy, this is

not necessarily true. If the average hole concentration on each stripe is de- Com petition sets the
term ined prin arily by the com petition betw een the Coulom b Interaction and hok  concentration
the Iocaltendency to phase separation, the linear hole densiy per site along on a stripe.

each stripe can vary as a function of x and consequently there is no reason

to expect the Ferm ienergy to lie n a gap or pseudogap . In essence, stripes

m ay be intrinsically m etallic, or even superconducting.M oreover, such com —

pressble stripes are highly prone to lattice comm ensurability e ects which

tend to pin the interstripe spacing at com m ensurate values. C onversely, if

the str:npes are a consequence of som e sort of Fem i1 surface nesting, as is

stripe period alw ays adjists precisely so astom amtajn a gap orpseudogap at
the Fem i surface: there is alw ays one doped hol per site along each charge
stripe. T his insulating behavior is likely a generic feature of all localm odels
of stripe form atjon @65 a]though more sophjstjcated treatn ents can lead to
In short, stripe order is theoretically expected to be a comm on form of
selforganized charge ordering In doped antiferrom agnets. In a d-din ensional
striped state, the doped holes are concentrated in an ordered array ofparallel
d 1) din ensionalhypersurfaces: solitonsin d = 1, \riversof charge" n d =
2, and sheets of charge In d = 3.T his \charge stripe order" can either coexist
w ith antiferrom agnetian w ith tw ice the period (topological doping) or w ith
the sam e period as the charge order, or the m agnetic order can be destroyed
by quantum or them al uctuations of the spins. M oreover, the stripes can \Stripe ghsses" and
be insulating, conducting, or even superconducting. It is in portant to recall \stripe liquids" are
that ord < 4 quenched disorder is alw ays a relevant perturbation for charge also possibke.
density w aves, [{111'] so ratherthan stripe ordered states, J:ealexper:m entsm ay
often require interpretation in term s ofa \stripe glass" [5112{'415 .Fially, for
m any purposes, it is useful to think of system s that are not quite ordered,
but have substantial short range stripe order as low frequency uctuations,
asa \ uctuating stripe liquid".W e w ill present an exam ple of such a state
In the next subsection.

12.3 A voided critical phenom ena

Let us exam Ine a sin ple m odelof Coulom b frustrated phase separation.W e
seek to embody a system wih two coexisting phases, which are forced to
Interleave due to the charged nature of one of the phases. To account for
the short range tendency to phase separation, we include a short range \fer-
rom agnetic" interaction which encourages nearest neighbor regions to be of
the sam e phase, and also a long range \antiferrom agnetic" interaction w hich
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prevents any dom ain from grow Ing too large:
X Qat 2X Si

H= L s; s+ :
ST T RL Ry

< i;3> i6 j

(146)

Here Sy isan N com ponent unit vector, S; $= 1, L isa nearest neighbor
ferrom agnetic nteraction, Q is an antiferrom agnetic \C oulomb" term w hich
represents the frustration (and is always assum ed an all, Q L), d is the
spatial din ension, < i;j > signi es nearest neighbor sites, a is the lattice
constant, and R 5 is the location of Jattice site j. The Ising N = 1) version
of this m odel is the sin plest coarse grained m odel EE@,@E] of Coulomb
frustrated phase separation, in which Sy = 1 represents a hole rich, and
Sy = 1 a hole poor region. In this case, L > 0 is the surface tension of
an Interface between the two phases, and Q is the strength of the Coulomb
frustration. W hilke the phase diagram of this m odel has been analyzed @i@]
at T = 0, it is fairly com plicated, and its extension to nite tem perature
properties of this m odel can be obtained @i@,@i&}] exactly in the large N
Iim it.

T(Q)

Q

Fig.46. Schem atic phase diagram of the model In Eq. @'_IQQ) of avoided critical
phenom ena. T he thick black dot m arks Tc Q@ = 0), the ordering tem perature in the
absence of frustration; this is \the avoided criticalpoint".Notice that Tc Q@ ! 0) <
T.@Q = 0).From Ref.'(_ll_S%.

F ig.{46 show sthe phase diagram frthism odel.Both orQ = 0andQ 6 0,
there is a low tem perature ordered state, but the ordered state is fundam en—
tally di erent for the two cases. For the unfrustrated case, the ordered state
is hom ogeneous, whereas w th frustration, there is an em ergent length scale
In the ordered state which govems the m odulation of the order param eter.
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Tobe speci ¢, In dimensionsd > 2 and forN > 2, there isa low tem perature
ordered unidirectional spiralphase, w hich one can think ofas a sort of stripe
ordered phase @Z:L?}] Clarly,asQ ! 0,themodulation length scalemust di-
verge, so that the hom ogeneous ordered state is recovered. H ow ever, like an
antiferrom agnet doped w ith neutralholes, there is a discontinuous change in
thephysics from Q = Otoany niteQ:ford 3,lm, 0T Q) T(O") is
strictly lessthan T, (0) . In otherwords,an in nitesim alam ount of frustration
depresses the ordering tem perature discontinuously.

A Ythough forany nieQ the system doesnot experience a phase transi-
tion as the tem perature is lowered through T (0), the avoided critical point
heavily In uences the short range physics. For tem peratures In the range
T.(0)> T > T, (0" ), substantial lJocal order develops. An explicit expression
for the spin—spin correlator can be obtained in this tem perature range: At
distances less than the correlation length  (T) of the unfrustrated m agnet,
Rij < ¢ (T), the correlator is critical,

S: s @Ry P 147)

but for Ionger distances, Ri5 > ((T), it exhibits a dam ped version of the
G oldstone behavior ofa uctuating stripe phase,

d 1

hS §l (8.=R;i_j)T cosK Rij]exp[ Ris]: (148)

At T.Q), the wavevector K is equal to the stripe ordering wavevector of

the low tem perature ordered state, K (T.) = @Q=L)'"*.A s the tem perature

is raised, K decreases until it vanishes at a disorder lIne m arked T in the
gure. T he Inverse dom ain size is given by

q

T)= Q=L)* K2(@T): (149)

For a broad range of tem peratures (which does not narrow asQ ! 0), this
modelisin a uctuating stripe phase n a sense that can be m ade arbitrarily
precise for am allenough Q .

124 The cuprates as doped antiferrom agnets

G eneral considerations There is no question that the undoped parents
of the high tem perature superconductors are M ott Insulators, In which the
strong short range repulsion betw een electrons is responsible or the nsulat-
ing behavior, and the residuale ects ofthe electron kinetic energy (superex—
change) lead to the observed antiferrom agnetism . Indeed, one of the great
theoretical trium phs of the eld is the com plete description, based on inter—
acting spin waves and th_e_r_es_u_]t_jng nonlinear sigm a m odel, ofthe m agnetism
However, i is certainly less clear that one should mnevitably view the su—
perconducting m aterials as doped antiferrom agnets, especially given that we

Thism odelexhibits a
\ uctuating stripe"
phase.

Our theoretical
understanding of
the undoped an-
tiferrom agnets is
extolld.
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have presented strong reasons to expect a rst order phase transition be-
tween x = 0 and x > 0.Nonetheless, m any experin ents on the cuprates are
suggestive of a doped antiferrom agnetic character. In the rst place, various
m easurem ents of the density ofm obile charge, J'ncludjng the super ujd den—

and the H a]lnum ber [21,423], are all consistent w ith a density proportjonal
to the doped hok density, x, rather than the total hole density, 1 + x, ex—
pected from a band structure approach.M oreover, over a broad range of
doping, the cuprates retain a clearm em ory of the antiferrom agnetisn ofthe
parent correlated insulator. Localm agnetisn abounds.NMR, SR, and neu-
tron scattering nd evidence (som e of which is summ arized in Sectjon.42) of
static, orslow Iy uctuating, spin pattems, including stripes, soin glasses, and
perhaps staggered orbital currents. Static m agneticm om ents, orslowly uc—
tuating ones, are hard to reconcile w ith a Fem i liquid picture. There JS a]so
som e evidence from STM of local electronic inhom ogeneity [__LOO '101I '423]
In BSCCO , Indicative of the short range tendency to phase separate. The
Ferm iliquid state In a sin plem etalishighly structured in k-space, and so is
highly hom ogeneous (rigid) in real space. This is certainly in contrast w ith
experin ents on the cuprates which indicate signi cant real space structure.

Stripes There is Increasingly strong evidence that stripe correlations, as a
speci ¢ feature of doped antiferrom agnets, occur In at last som e high tem -
perature superconducting m aterials. T he occurrence of stripe phases In the
high tem perature superconductors in partjcular, and In doped antjferrom ag-
Indeed, it is clear that a fair fraction of the theorethal Jnferenoes dJscussed
in Section :_l-g-._Z are, at least n broad outline, applicable to a large num ber
ofm aterials, ncluding at least som e l:u_gh tem perature superconductors [@'].
In particular, the sem inaldiscovery [26]that in La;s xNdp4SriCuO4, st
charge stripe order, then soin stripe order, and then superconductivity onset
at successively lower critical tem peratures is consistent w ith Coulomb frus-
trated phase separation. (See F Jg__:.flj in Section :_4;5 .) Som ew hat earlier w ork
on the closely related nickelates [427] established that the charge stripes are,
indeed, antiphase dom ain walls in the spin order.

C ontroversy ram ains as to how universal stripe phases are in the cuprate
superconducting m aterials, and even how the observed phases should be pre-
cisely characterized. This is also an exciting topic, on which there is con—

° The theoretical predictions predated any clear body of well accepted experi-
m ental facts, although In all aimess i m ust be adm itted that there was som e
em pirical evidence of stripe-like structures which predated all of the theoretical
inquiry: Even at the tim e of the rst HartreeFock studies, there was already
dram atic experin entalevidence {424,-423] of lncom m ensurate m agnetic structure
In Laz x SxCuOy4.
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siderable ongoing theoretical and experin ental study. W e w ill defer further
discussion of this topic to Section 3.

12.5 A dditional considerations and alternative perspectives

There are a num ber of additional aspects of this problem which we have
not discussed here, but which we feel warrant a m ention. In each case, clear
discussions exist in the literature to which the interested reader is directed
for a uller exposition.

P honons There isno doubt that strong electron-phonon coupling can drive
a system to phase separate. Strong correlation e ects necessarily enhance
such tendencies, since they reduce the rigidiy ofthe electron w avefunction to
spatialm odulation. (See, eg., the 1D exam ple In Section :_5:2 ) In particular,
when there is already a tendency to som e form of charge ordering, on very
general grounds we expect i to be strongly enhanced by electron-phonon
Interactions.

T his observation m akesusvery leery ofany attem pt at a quantitative com —
parison betw een results on phase separation or stripe form ation In thet J or
Hubbard m odelsw ith experim ents in the cuprates, w here the electron-phonon
Interaction is m anifestly strong Eléi-_!] C onversely, there should generally be
substantial signatures of various stripe—related phenom ena in the phonon dy-
nam ics, and this can be used to obtain an experin ental handl on these
behaviors [160]. Indeed, there exists a parallel developm ent of stripe-related
theories ofhigh tem perature superconductivity based on C oulom b frustration
of a phase separation instability which is driven by strong electron-phonon
Interactions @é,:_él:,@é?}] The sin ilarity between m any of the notions that
have em erged from these studies, and those that have grow n out of studies of
doped antiferrom agnets illistrates both how robust the consequences of frus—
trated phase separation are in highly correlated system s, and how di cul it
is to unam biguously identify a \m echanism " for it. For a recent discussion of
m any ofthe sam e phenom ena discussed here from this altemative view point,
sce Ref. :_52_5 .

Spin-P eierls order A nother approach to this problem , which em erges nat—
urally from an analysis ofthe largeN Iim it ﬂ_7-]_J'], is to view the doped system

as a \spin-Peierls" insulator, by which wem ean a quantum disordered m ag—
net In which the uni cell size is doubled but soin rotational nvariance is
prese::vedfﬁ‘I W hilke the undoped system is certainly antiferrom agnetically or—
dered, it is argued that when the doping exceeds the critical value at which
spin rotational symm etry is restored, the doped M ott Insulating features of

40 A tematively, this state can be viewed as a bond-centered charge density wave
et
3q,431).
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the resulting state are better view ed as ifthey arose from a doped spin-P eierls
state.M oreover, since the soin-P eierls state has a soin gap, it can pro tably
be treated asa crystalofC ooper pairs, which m akes the connection to super—
conductivity very natural Finally, asm entioned in Section :_7!, this approach
has a natural connection w ith various spin liquid ideas.

Interestingly, i tums out that the doped soin-Pelerls state also generi-
cally phase separates @99,@5@ {@Eé].w hen the e ect of long range Coulom b
J'nteractj_op_s are included, the result is a staircase of comm ensurate stripe
phases [434]. Again, the convergence of the pictures em erging from diverse
starting points convinces us of the generality of stripey physics in correlated
system s.Fora recent discussion ofthe physics of stripe phases, and their con—
nection to the cuprate high tem perature superconductors approached from
the large N /spin-P elferls perspective, see Ref. :{l§5: .

Stripes in other system s It isnot only the robustness of stripes in various
theordes that warrants m ention, but also the fact that they are observed, in
one way or another, in diverse physical realizations of correlated electrons.
Stripes, and even a tendency to electronic phase separation, are by now well
docum ented In the m anganjtes| the colbssal m agnetoresistance m aterials.
(For recent discussions, w hich review som e of the Iiterature, see Refs. :_Lj,@é
and ﬂ(:)@ .) This system , like the nickelates and cuprates, is a doped antiferro
m agnet, so the analogy is quite precise.

A Ythough the m icroscopic physics of quantum Hall system s is quite dif-
ferent from that of doped antiferrom agnets, it has been realized for som e
tine @37_,@32:1] that in higher Landau lvels, a sim ilar dram a occurs due to
the interplay between a short ranged attraction and a long range repulsion
betw een electrons which gives rise to stripe and bubble phases. E vidence of
these, aswellasquantum H allnem atic phases, @ié,@éé] hasbecom e Increas—
Ingly com pelling In recent years. For a recent review , see EL?S:'].) On amore
speculative note, it has been noticed that such behaviorm ay be expected in
the neighborhood ofm any rst order transitions in electronic system s, and i
hasbeen suggested that various charge inhom ogeneous statesm ay play a role
in the apparent m etalinsulator transition ocbserved in the two dim ensional
electron gas E@@]

Qi

13 Stripes and H igh Tem perature Superconductivity

In this article, we have analyzed the problem ofhigh tem perature supercon—
ductivity in a highly correlated electron liquid, w ith particular em phasis on
doped antiferrom agnets.W e have identi ed theoretical issues, and even som e
solutions. W e have also discussed aspects of the physics that elude a BCS
description. T his is progress.

H owever, we have not presented a single, uni ed solution to the problem .
Contrast thiswih BC S, a theory so elegant it m ay captured in haiku:
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Instability
O fa tranquilFem isea {
B roken symm etry.

O foourse, to obtain a m ore quantitative understanding of particular m ateri-
alswould require a few m ore verses| wem ight need to study the E liashberg
equations to treat the phonon dynam ics n a m ore realistic fashion, and we
m ay need to include Fem i liquid corrections, and we m ay also have to wave
our hands a bit about , etc. But basically, in the context of a single ap—
proxin ate solution of a very sin ple m odel problem , we obtain a rem arkably
detailed and satisfactory understanding of the physics. And while we m ay
not be able to com pute T, very accurate]y| it does, after all, depend expo—
nentially on param eters| we can understand what sort of m etals w ill tend
to be good superconductors: m etals w ith strong electron-phonon coupling,
and consequently high room tem perature resistances, are good candidates,
as are m etals w ith large density of states at the Fermm ienergy. W e can also
com pute various din ensionless ratios of physical quantities, predict dram atic
coherence e ects which do depend on m icroscopic details), and understand
the qualitative e ects of disorder.

T he theory of high tem perature superconductivity presented here reads
m ore like a Russian novel, w th exciting chapters and fascinating characters,
but there are m any intricate subplots, and the pages are awash in fam iliars,
din inutives, and patronym ics. To som e extent, this is probably unavoidable.
F luctuation e ectsm atter in the superconducting state: the phase ordering
tem perature, T , is approxin ately equalto T, and the zero tem perature co—
herence length, ¢, isa couple of lattice constants. In addition, the existence
of one orm ore physical pseudogap scales (the T ’s) in addition to T, m eans
that there are m ultiple distinct qualitative changes in the physics In going
from high tem perature to T = 0.M oreover, various other types of ordered
states are seen In close proxin iy to or in coexistence w ith the superconduct-
ing state. T hus, it ism ore plausible that we w ill w eave together a qualitative
understanding of the basic physics in term s of a number of e ective eld
theories, each capturing the in portant physics in som e range of energy and
length scales. Ideally, these di erent theories w illbe nested, w ith each e ec—
tive H am ittonian derived as the low energy lim it of the preceding one.

W hile not as satisfying as the uni ed description of BC S-E liashberg—
M igdaltheory, there is certainly am ple precedent for the validiy ofthiskind
ofm uliscale approach. T he num ber of quantitative predictionsm ay be lim —
ited, but we should expect the approach to provide a sin pl understanding
of a lJarge num ber of qualitative observations. In fact, we m ay never be able
to predict T, reliably, or even whether a particular m aterial, if m ade, will
be a good superconductor, but a successfiil theory should certainly give us
som e guidance conceming what types of new m aterials are good candidate
high tem perature superconductors @4:13,@4:2_]

B efore we continue, we w ish to state am a pr change ofem phasis.Up until

W e outline a lkss
am bitious goal for
theory.

W enow consider ap—
plicability .
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this point, we have presented only resuls that we consider to be on secure
theoretical footing. T hat is, w e have presented a valid theory}i ﬂ‘ W enow allow
ourselves free rein to discuss the applicability of these ideas to the realworld.
In particular, we discuss the cuprate high tem perature superconductors, and
whether the salient physics therein nds a natural explanation in tem s of
stripes In doped antiferrom agnets. Various open issues are laid out, aswell
as som e general strategies for addressing them .

13.1 Experim ental signatures of stripes

At the sin plest level, stripes refer to a broken symm etry state In which the
discrete translational symm etry of the crystal is broken In one direction:
stripes isa temm for a unidirectional density wave. \C harge stripes" refer to a
unidirectional charge density wave (CDW ). \Spin stripes" are unidirectional
colinear spin density waves (SDW ) :fzj M ore subtle local form s of stripes, such
as stripe liquids, nem atics and glasses are addressed in Section Elé:Z .

W here do stripes occur in the phase diagram ? A s discussed in Sec—
tions :_1-14' and :_L-@‘, holes doped Into an antiferrom agnet have a tendency to
selforganize into rivers of charge, and these charge stripes tend to associate
w ith antiphase dom ain walls in the soin texture.A s shown in Section @2 .:2,
stripe order is typically either \charge driven," in which case spin order on—
sets (if at all) at a tem perature less than the charge ordering tem perature,
or \spin driven," if the charge order onsets as a weak parasitic order at the
sam e tem perature as the spin order. To the extent that stripes are Indeed a
consequence of Coulom b frustrated phase separation, we expect them to be
charge driven, In this sense.

N eutron scattering has proven the m ost usefl probe for unam biguously
detecting stripe order. N eutrons can scatter directly from the electron spins.
H owever, neutrons (and, for practical reasons, X -raysaswell) can only detect
charge stripes indirectly by in aging the induced lattice distortions. A Irerma-
tively, (as discussed in Section -'_123) since spin stripe order in plies charge
order, the m agnetic neutron scattering itself can be viewed as an indirect
m easure of charge order. Since stripe order is unidirectional, i should ide-
ally show up In a di raction experin ent as pairs of new Bragg peaks at

4l H igh tem perature superconductivity being a contentious eld, it w illnot surprise
the reader to leam that there is controversy overhow im portant each ofthe issues
discussed above is to the physics of the cuprates. A s the eld progresses, and
especially as new data are brought to light, it m ay be that In a future version
of this article we, too, m ight change m atters of em phasis, but we are con dent
that no new understanding w ill challenge the validity ofthe theoretical constructs
discussed untilnow .

Spiral SDW order has som ew hat di erent character, even when unidirectional,
and is not generally included in the class of striped states.

42
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positionsk = Q 2 & where é is the uni vector perpendicular to the
stripe direction, is the stripe period, and Q is an appropriate duciary
point. For charge stripes, Q is any reciprocal lattice vector of the underlying
crystal, while for soin stripes, Q iso set from thisby the N eel ordering vec—
tor, < ; > .W here both spin and charge order are present, the fact that
the charge stripes are associated w ith m agnetic antiphase dom ain walls is
re ected in the fact that gpin = 2 charger Or equivalently Kcharge = 2Kspin -
Lajg xNdp.sSrCuO, LNSCO) is str:npe ordered, and the onset of stripe
ordering w ith tem perature is clear. F ig. .47 shows data from neutron scat-
tering, NQ R, and suscgptibility m easurem ents L413] In thism aterial, charge
stripes form at a higher tem perature than spin stripes. N ote also that static
charge and spoin stripes coexist w ith superconductivity throughout the super—
conducting dom e. In fact experin ents revealquartets ofnew B ragg peaks, at
Q 2 %= andQ 2 y= .In thism aterial, the reason for this is understood
to be a bilayer e ect| there is a crystallographically In posed tendency for
the stripes on neighboring planes to be ordented at right angles to each other,
giving rise to two equ:ya]ent pairs of peaks. Charge and soin peaks have also
been detected [1_143] in neutron scattering studiesofLa; .g75sBag.i25 xS CuO 4.

La, e Ndg Sr.Cuo,

140 T

L TNQR i
120 B ® T_ (diffraction) 7
® T (diffraction)

100 T, (susceptibility)
80

60 -

Temperature (K)

40 F

o’wwvw‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\\\
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Sr concentration, x

Fig.47. Blue data points refer to the onset of charge inhom ogeneity. Red data
points denote the onset of lncom m ensurate m argggm'c peaks. G reen data points are
the superconducting Tc.From Ichikawa et al KB13]

Spin stripe order has also been observed from elastic neutron scatter—
ing In La, xS, CuO, (LSCO) for dopings between x = 02 and x = 05
w here the m aterial is not superconducting at any T ; these stripes are called

LNSCO

LBCO

LSCO
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diagonal, because they lie along a direction rotated 45° to the Cu-©O bond
direction [164].Above x = 05 [444], the stripes are verticalJ, ie. along the
Cu-© bond direction, and the sam ples are superconducting at low tem pera—
ture. For dopings between x = 05 and x = :13, the stripes have an ordered
(static) com ponent. In the region x = 13 to x = 25, incom m ensurate m ag—
netic peaks have been detected w ith inelastic neutron scattering. Because of
the close resem blance between these peaks and the static order observed at
low er doping, this can be unam biguously interpreted as being due to slow Iy
uctuating stripes.

Neutron scattering has also detected spin stripes in La;CuO4+  LCO)
wih = 12 :L4_4;5]. In this m aterdal, static stripes coexist w ith supercon-—
ductivity even at optin al doping. In the T, = 42K samples (the highest
T. for this fam ily thus far), superconductivity and spin stripe order onset
sin ultaneously [_1§§‘,§§EE].App]jcatjon ofamagnetic eld suppresses the su-
perconducting transition tem perature, but has little e ect on the ordering
tam perature of the spins [{lﬂé].

In very underdoped nonsuperconducting LSCO , because the stripes lie
along one of the orthorhombic axes, it has been possible to con m i4:4:7,
@éé] that stripe order leads, as expected, to pairs of equivalent B ragg spots,
indicating unidirectional densiy wave order. In both superconducting LSCO
and LCO , quartets of equivalent B ragg peaks are observed w henever stripe
order occurs. This could be due to a bilayer e ect, as n LNSCO, or due
to a large distance dom ain structure of the stripes within a given plane,
such that di erent dom ains contribute weight to one or the other of the two
pairs of peaks. H ow ever, because the stripe character In these m aterdals so
closely resembles that in LN SCO , there is no real doubt that the observed
ordering peaks are associated w ith stripe order, as opposed to som e form of
checkerboard order.

In YBaCu;06+y (YBCO), ncomm ensurate spin uctl,_lqtg'o_n_s_hgye k_)gen
identi ed throughout the superconducting doping range. [145;160 ,:_1_6:3;_4_4:9]
By them selves, these peaks which are only observed at frequencies above a
rather substantial spin gap) are sub ct to m ore than one possble interpreta-
tion [fl§(§], although their sin ilarity [flﬂ] to the stripe signals seen In LSCO
is strong circum stantial evidence that they are associated w ith stripe uctu-
ations. R ecently, this interpretation has been strongly reinforeed by several
additional observations. N eutron scattering evidence [__L§I§] hasbeen found of
static charge stripe order In underdoped YBCO wih y= 35 and T = 3%K.
T he charge peaks persist to at least 300K . The presence of a static stripe
phase n YBCO means that inelastic peaks seen at higher doping are very
likely uctuations ofthis ordered phase. In addition, phonon anom alies have

43 W e shoud say m ostly vertical. Carefiil neutron scattering work i_l-ggz,:f:{%!] on
LSCO and LCO has shown that the incom m ensurate peaks are slightly rotated
from the Cu O bond direction, corresponding to the orthorhom bicity of the
crystal.
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been linked to the static charge stripes at y = 35, and used to detect charge

uctuations at y = % '[L60]. By studying a partially detw inned sam ple w ith
y= ®,wiha?2 :1 ratio ofdom ains of crystallographic orientation, M ook and
collaboratorswere able to show that the quartet of ncom m ensuratem agnetic
peaks consists of two nequivalent pairs, also with a 2:1 ratio of Intensities
in the two directions @525] This con m s that in YBCO, as well, the sig—
nalarises from unidirectional spin and chargem odulations (stripes), and not
from a checkerboard-lke pattem.

Em pirically, charge stripe form ation precedes spin stripe form ation as the
tem perature is low ered, and charge stripes also om at higher tem peratures
than T..Both types of stripe form ation m ay be a phase transition, or m ay
sin ply be a crossover of local stripe ordering, depending upon the m aterial
and doping. W here it can be detected, charge stripe formm ation occurs at a
higher tem perature than the fom ation of the pairing gap ;i”' consistent w ith
the spin gap proxin ity e ect (see Section!'10.4).

A lthough som e neutron scattering has been done on BiSr,CaCu,0 g4
BSCCO), the probe has only produced weak evidence of signi cant incom —
m ensurate structure [1_153] The weak coupling of planes In BSCCO m akes
neutron scattering di cul, as it isdi cukt to grow the requisite large crys—
tals.However, BSCCO isvery well suited to surfaoe probes such asARPES
and STM . Recent STM data, both wih E154] and w ithout [455] an exter—
nalm agnetic eld have revealed a static m odulation in the local densiy of
states that is very rem Iniscent of the incom m ensurate peaks observed w ith
neutron scattering. Indeed, in both cases, the Fourier transform ofthe STM
In age exhibits a clear quartet of incom m ensurate peaks, jist lke those seen
In neutron scattering n LSCO and YBCO .Here, however, unlke in the neu-
tron scattering data, phase inform ation is available in that Fourier transfom .
U sing standard im age enhancem ent m ethods, this phase inform ation can be
exploited [_55@‘] to directly con m that the quartet of intensity peaks is a
consequence of a dom ain structure, In which the observed density of states
m odulation is locally one dim ensional, but w ith an ordentation that sw itches
from dom ain to dom ain. The use of STM as a probe of charge order is new K
and there ism uch about them ethod that needs to be better understood [456
before de nitive conclusions can be reached, but the resuls to date certainly
look very prom ising.

Finally, strking evidence of electronic anisotropy has been seen in un-
twinned crystals of La;, xSip,Cu0, &K = 0'02 0:04) and YBaCuOg:y
y = 035 1:0) by Ando and collaborators .[98] The resistivity di ers in
the two In—plane directions In a way that cannot be readily accounted for
by crystalline anisotropy alone. It is notabl that In YBCO , the anisotropy
Increases asy is decreased. T hat is, the electrical anisotropy increases as the
orthorhom bicity is reduced. In som e cases, substantial anisotropy persists up
to tem peratures as high as 300K . Furthem ore, ory < 0:6, the anisotropy

* See our discussion of the pseudogap (s) in Section Eﬂ:ﬂ
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Increases w ith decreasing tem perature, m uch as would be expected [4!:5?] for
an electron nem atic. T hese observations from transport correlate well w ith
the evidence from neutron scattering @523], discussed above, of substantial
ordentational order of the stripe correlations in YBCO , and w ith the sub-
stantial, and largely tem perature independent anisotropy of the super uid
density observed in the sam em aterial. t_l-?z'] T ogether, these observations con-
stitute in portant, but still prelin nary evidence of a nem atic stripe phase in
the cuprates.

13.2 Stripe crystals, uids, and electronic liquid crystals

Stripe ordered phases are precisely de ned in termm s of broken symm etry. A
charge stripe phase spontaneously breaks the discrete translational sym m etry
and typically also the point group sym m etry (eg.four-old rotationalsym m e
try) ofthe host crystal. A soin stripe phase breaks spin rotationalsym m etry
aswell. W hile experin ents to detect these orders In one or another speci ¢
materialm ay be di cult to In plem ent for practical reasons and because of
the com plicating e ects of quenched disorder, the issues are unam biguous.
W here these broken symm etries occur, it is certainly reasonable to conclide
that the existence of stripe order is an established fact. T hat this can be said
to be the case In a num ber of superconducting cuprates is responsible for the
upsurge of interest In stripe physics.

Tt ismuch m ore com plicated to de ne precisely the ntuitive notion ofa
\stripe ujd"ES;_ O perationally, it m eansthere issu cient short ranged stripe
oxder that, for the purposes of understanding the m esoscale physics, it ispos—
sble to treat the system as if it w ere stripe ordered, even though translational
sym m etry isnot actually broken. It ispossible to In agine interm ediate stripe
liquid phases which are translationally invardiant, but which stillbreak som e
symm etries which directly re ect the existence of local stripe order. The
sin plest exam ple of this is an \electron nem atic" phase. In classical liquid
crystals, the nem atic phase occurs when the constituent m olecules are m ore
or less cigar shaped. It can be thought of as a phase in which the cigars are
preferentially aligned in one direction, so that the rotationalsym m etry of free
Soace isbroken (lkaving only rotation by  intact) but translational sym m e~
try isunbroken.In a very direct sense, this pattem ofm acroscopic sym m etry
breaking is thus encoding inform ation about the m icroscopic constituents of
the liquid. In a sin ilar fashion, we can envisage an electron nem atic as con—
sisting of a m elted stripe ordered phase In which the stripes m eander, and
even break Into nite segm ents, but m aintain som e degree of ordentational
order| for instance, the stripes arem ore lkely to lie in the x rather than the
y direction; see F ig. '48

One way to think about di erent types of stripe order is to im agine
sta]:tjng with an initial \classical' ordered state, w ith coexisting unidirec—

5 For the present purposes, the temm \ uctuating strjpes" js taken to be synony-
mous w ith a stripe uid. See, for exam ple, R efs. 405' and 458:
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F ig.48. Schem atic representation of various stripe phases in two dim ensions. T he
broken lines represent density m odulations along the stripes. In the electronic crys—
tal, density waves on neighboring stripes are locked in phase and pinned.T he result-
ing state is nsulating and breaks translation sym m etry in alldirections. Solid lines
represent m etallic stripes along w hich electrons can ow . T hey execute increasingly
violent transverse uctuations as the system is driven towards the transition into
the nem atic phase. T he transition itself is associated w ith unbinding of dislocations
that are seen in the snapshot of the nem atic state. T he isotropic stripe uid breaks
no spatial sym m etries of the host crystal, but retains a local vestige of stripe order.

tionalSDW andCDW order.A squantum uctuationsare increased (m etaphor—
ically, by Increasing ~), one can envisage that the soft orientational uctua-
tions of the spinswill rst cause the spin order to quantum m elt, while the
charge order ram ains. Ifthe charge order, too, isto quantum m el in a contin—
uous phase transition, the resulting state w ill still have the stripes generally
oriented in the sam e direction as In the ordered state, but with unbound
dislocations which restore translhtional sym m etry. :ﬁ If the underlying crys—
tal is tetragonal E@é], this state still spontaneously breaks the crystalpoint
group symm etry. In analogy wih the corresponding classical state, i has
been called an electron nem atic, but it could also be viewed as an electron—
ically driven orthorhom bicity. T his is still a state w ith broken sym m etry, so
In principle its existence should be unam biguously denti able from experi-

4% Tt isalso possible to view the electron nem atic frtqm_ a weak coupling perspective,

where it occurs as a Fem %gurijage instability El§9‘], som etin es referred to as a
Pom eranchuk instability. {6Q461] This instability is \natural' when the Fem i
surface lies near a Van H ove singularity. T he relation between the weak COUP_l‘il;lg
and the stripe uid pictures is currently a sub Jct of ongoing investigation K62].
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m enth_I T he order param eter can be identi ed w ith the m atrix elem ents of
any traceless sym m etric tensor quantity, for instance the traceless piece of
the dielectric or conductiviy tensors.

isotropic

Temperature

Fig.49. Schem atic phase diagram of a uctuating stripe array in a (tetragonal)

system with Purfold rotational symmetry in D = 2. Here ~! is a measure of
the m agnitude of the transverse zero point stripe uctuations.Thin lines represent
continuous transitions and the thick line a rst order transition.W e have assum ed

that the superconducting susceptibbility on an isolated strijpe divergesas T ! 0, so
that at nite stripe density, there w illbe a transition to a globally superconducting
state below a nite transition tem perature. O n the basis of qualitative argum ents,
discussed in the text, we have sketched a boundary of the superconducting phase,
Indicated by the shaded region.D epending on m icroscopic details the positions of
the quantum criticalpointsC; and C, could be interchanged.D istinctions betw een
various possible com m ensurate and Incom m ensurate stripe crystalline and sm ectic
phases are not indicated In the gure.Sin ilarly, all form s of soin order are neglected

in the interest of sin plicity.

W ith this physics in m ind, we have sketched a qualitative phase diagram ,
shown in Fig. :flé, which provides a physical picture of the consequences of
m elting a stripe ordered phase. As a function of increasing quantum and
themm al transverse stripe uctuations one expects the nsulating electronic

47 Tt is probable that when nem atic order is lost, the resulting stripe liquid phase is
not them odynam ically distinct from a conventionalm etallic phase, although the
localorder is su ciently di erent that onem ight expect them to be separated by
a rst oxder transition. H owever, it is also possible that som e m ore subtle form
of order could distinguish a stripe liquid from other electron ]qu“d phases| for
instance, it has been proposed by Zaanen and collaborators @@4] that a stripe
Jiquid m ight posses an interesting, discrete topological order w hich is a vestige of
the antiphase character of the m agnetic correlations across a stripe.
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crystal, which exists at low tem peratures and am all ~, to evolve eventually
into an isotropic disordered phase. At zero tem perature this m elting occurs
In a sequence of quantum transitions 52: The rstisa rstorder transition
into a am ectic phase, then by dislocation unbinding a continuous transition
leads to a nem atic phase that eventually evolves (by a transition that can be
continuous in D = 2, but is rst order in a cubic system ) into the isotropic
phase. Sin ilar transitions exist at nite tem perature as indicated in Fjg.:_zl_é.

W e have also sketched a superconducting phase boundary in the sam e

gure. P rovided that there is a spin gap on each stripe, and that the charge
Luttinger exponent K . > 1=2, then (as discussed in Section "gJ) there is a di-
vergent superconducting susceptibility on an isolated stripe. In this case, the
superconducting T is determ ined by the Jossphson coupling betw een stripes.
Since, as discussed in Section E, the m ean Josephson coupling increases w ith
iIncreasing stripe uctuations, T. also rises w ith increasing ~ throughout the
an ectic phase. W hik there is currently no well developed theory of the su—
perconducting properties of the nem atic phase;?g} to the extent that we can
think ofthe nem atic asbeing locally am ectic, it is reasonable to expect a con—
tinued increase in T, acrossm uch, orallofthe nem atic phase, as shown in the

gure. H ow ever, as the stripes lose their local integrity tow ard the transition
to the isotropic phase we expect, assum ing that stripes are essential to the
m echanisn ofpairing, that T, willdecrease, as shown.

T he study ofelectronic liquid crystalline phases is in its infancy. Increas—
Ingly unam biguous experin ental evidence of the existence of nem atic phases
has been recently reported in quantum Hall system s @28:'@5@'@59:'952'@:6@
In addition to the prelin inary evidence of such phases in highly under-
doped cuprates discussed above. O ther m ore exotic electronic liquid crys—
talline phases are being studied theoretically. This is a very prom ising area
for obtaining precise answers to well posed questions that m ay yield critical
Inform ation conceming the in portant m esoscale physics of the high tem per—
ature superconductors.

13.3 Ourview ofthe phase diagram | R eprise

Since them otion ofdilute holes in a doped antiferrom agnet is frustrated, the
m Inin ization oftheir kinetic energy is a com plicated, m ultistage process.W e
have argued that this is accom plished in three stages: (@) the form ation of
static or dynam icalcharge inhom ogenetty (stripes) at Ty, i, ©) the creation
oflocalspin pairsat T,,,, ,which createsa spin gap, and (c) the establishm ent
ofa phase-coherent superconducting state at T.. . T he zero point kinetic energy
is lowered along a stripe In the rst stage, and perpendicular to the stripe In
the second and third stages. Steps (@), ), and (c) above are clkarcut only if

theenergysca]esarewe]lseparated thatis, if Ty, 500 > > Tpair > > Tc.Onthe

& Some very prom ising recent progress tow ard deve]op:ng am ]CIOSCOp]C theory of
the electron nem atic phase has been reported in Refs. -459 and |465

Superconducting
elkctronic Tioquid
crystals

Tt's all about kinetic
energy.
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underdoped side at least, ifwe identify T, and T, ;, with the appropriate
observed pseudogap phenom ena (see Section 3 ;5) there isa substantial (ifnot
enom ous) sgparation of these tam perature scales.

P seudogap scales At high tem peratures, the system m ust be disordered.
A stem perature is low ered, the antiferrom agnet efectsholes, and charge stripe
correlations develop. This m ay be either a phase transition or a crossover.
W e have called this tem perature T ;. In FJg:;Lg' .Even if it is a phase tran—
sition, for Instance a transition to a stripe nem atic state, local order m ay
develop above the ordering tem perature, and probes on various tin e scales
may yield di erent answers for Ty . - A s the antiferrom agnet ejcts holes,
Jocal antiferrom agnet correlations are allow ed to develop . P robes bearing on
this tem perature nclude the K night shift, NOQR, and di raction.Ata lower
tem perature, through com m unication w ith the locally antiferrom agnetic en—
vironm ent, a soIn gap develops on stripes.W e identify this soin gap w ith the
pairing gap, and have labeled this tem perature which is alwaysa crossover)
T__. .Probesbearing on this tem perature m easure the single particle gap,

pair

and nclude ARPES, tunnelling, and NM R .

D Im ensionalcrossovers Looking at thisevolution from a broaderperspec—
tive, there are m any consequences that can be understood based entirely on
the notion that the e ective dim ensionality of the coherent electronicm otion
is tem perature dependent. At high tem peratures, before local stripe order
occurs, the electronicm otion is largely J'nooherent| i.e the physics is entirely
local. Below Ty, i, the motion crosses over from quasiOD to quasilD be-
haviors g" Here, signi cant k space structure of various response functions is
expected and therem ay wellem erge a degree of coherence and possbly pseu—
dogaps, but the electron is not an elem entary excitation, so broad spectral
functions and non-Fem i liquid behavior should be the rule. Then, at a still
lower tem perature, a 1D to 3D crossover occurs as coherent electronic m o—
tion between stripes becom es possibl. At this point coherent quasiparticles
com e to dom Inate the singlk particle spectrum , and m ore fam iliar m etallic
and/or superconducting physics w ill em erge. If the spin gap is larger than
this crossover tem perature (as i presum ably is in underdoped m aterials),
then this crossover occurs in the neighborhood of T.. However, if the soin
gap is am all, then the dim ensional crossover w ill likely occur at tem pera—
tures well above Tc, and Tc itself will have a m ore nearly BCS character,
as discussed In Section E;ﬂ this seam s to be crudely what happens in the
overdoped m aterials 470]. Since once there are w elldeveloped quasiparticles,

4% Tt is ntuitively clear that kinetic energy driven stripe form ation should kad to
increased hole m obility, as is observed, but how the fam ous T -linear ]’_ESJStJVJty
can en erges from local quasiOD physics is not yet clear. See, however, R efs. -358
.467{.469
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there is every reason to expect them to be able to m ove coherently between
planes, there is actually no substantial region of quasi2D behavior expected.
A Ythough it may be hard, without a m acroscopically oriented stripe array,
to study the dim ensional crossover by m easuring In-plane response functions,
the din ensional crossover can be studied by com paring inplane to out-of
plane behavior?d

The cuprates as quasi-lD superconductors W hen Ty, ;0 >> Tpuy > >
Tc, the m odel of a quastone dim ensional superconductor introduced in Sec—
tion :_5_.3 is applicable in the entire tem perature range below Ty, 4 - T he ap—
plication ofthese results to the overdoped side is suspect, since that iswhere
all of these energy scales appear to crash into each other.

T he tem perature dependence of the spectral response of a quastone di-
m ensional superconductorm ay be described as follow s: A t tem peratures high
com pared to both the Josephson coupling and the spin gap, the system be-
haves as a collection of Independent (gapless) Luttinger liquids. Spin-charge
separation holds, so that an added hole dissolves into a spin part and a
charge part. C onsequently the spectral response exhibits broad ED C’s and
sharp M DC’sflE In the interm ediate tem perature regine (below the spin
gap), soin-charge separation still holds, and the ARPES response still ex—
hiits fractionalized spectra, but w ith a pseudogap. In the low tem perature
phase, Josephson coupling between stripes con nes spin and charge excia-
tions, restoring the electron asan elem entary excitation, and a sharp coherent
peak em erges from the incoherent background, w ith weight proportional to
the coupling between stripes.

Thereisawealth of ARPES dataon BSCCO ,am aterialw hich lends itself
m ore to surface probesthan to di raction.H ow ever, asm entioned previously,
the presently available evidence of stripes In thism aterdal is com pelling, but
not de nitive, so it requires a leap of aith to interpret the ARPES data in
term s of stripes. T he best evidence of§t_r:1p_e§ comes from STM data which is
suggestive of Iocal stripe correlations [454,/453]. Since STM observes a static
m odulation, any stripes observed in STM can certainly be considered static
as farasARPES is oonoemedfzz A s long as the stripes have integrity over
a length scale at kast as large as s = vs= g, i ispossble for the stripes to
support superconducting pairing through the spin gap proxim ity e ect.

%% M uch of the successfiil phenom enology of dim ensional crossover deve]op_ec_l n
conjunction with the interlayer pairing m echanisn of superconductivity R1] is
explained in thisway in the context of a stripe theory.

See Section E‘ for a description of EDC’sand M D C’s.

Unfortunately,there is currently little direct experim ental inform ation concem-
ing the tem perature dependence of the_s_ujpe order In BSCCO , although what
neutron scattering evidence does exist El‘ri?i]' suggests that substantial stripe cor-
relations survive to tem peratures well above the superconducting T..

51
52
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At any rate, m any features of the ARPES spectra, especially those for
k in the antinodal region of the B rillouin zone (near ( ;0)) n BSCCO are
unlke anything seen In a conventionalm etal, and highly rem iniscent of a
quasi-lD superconductor. Above T., ARPES spectra reveal sharp MDC's
and broad ED C ’s.W e take this &_3-61 as evidence of electron fractionalization.
Below T., a wellde ned quas