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W e consider the inuence ofm agnetic excitations on the localdensity ofstates in the d-wave

superconductor.The m agnetic susceptibility iscalculated within the renorm alized t� t
0
� J m odel

and its inuence on the quasiparticle self-energy is considered using a m inim alm odeloriginally

proposed by Polkovnikov et al.[cond-m at/0203176]. W e �nd the local density of states possess

periodiccom ponentsboth along(�;0)and (�;�)directionswith theassociated wavevectorschanging

in m agnitude as the quasiparticle energy is varied. Com parison with the STM experim entreveals

thatthe calculated LD O S m odulation isinconsistentwith the m easured data.

Introduction: O bservation of discernible \checker-

board" patterns in the local density of states

(LDO S) has been reported for a superconducting

Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � (BSCCO ) com pound in the m ixed

state, with the spatialperiodicity close to four lattice

constants [1]. Howald et al. reported the sam e peri-

odicity existsfor the LDO S in the sam e com pound but

withoutthe m agnetic � eld [2]. Ho� m ann etal. in turn

argued thatthisperiodicityisin factafunction ofenergy,

i.e.astheprobing biasofthescanning tunnelling m icro-

scope(STM )isvaried thespatialm odulation periodicity

also changessystem atically [3].

A num beroftheorieshaveem erged in responsetosuch

striking setofobservations[4{6].Som eofthesetheories

em phasizethepossibleem ergenceofa new orderparam -

eternearthevortex core[4]but,in view ofthelatestex-

perim ental� nding [3]m ay havedi� culty to explain how

an induced order param eter can exhibit a length scale

thatdependssm oothly on energy.An alternativeexpla-

nation advanced by W ang and Lee(W L)ascribesthepe-

riodicity to the quasiparticle scattering due to localized

im purities[5].In thisapproach scattering processescon-

nectpartsofthe underlying Ferm icontoursatdi� erent

wavevectorsasthe quasiparticleenergy isvaried.

Q uitedistinctfrom theproposalofW L isthetheoryof

Polkovnikov,Vojta,and Sachdev(PVS) [6]who showed

in a sim plem odelthata dynam icspin  uctuation m ode

with a distinct ordering wavevectorQ m ay lead to ob-

servable periodic m odulationsin the localSTM spectra

attwiceQ .They also invokethelocalim purity pinning,

which is necessary to break the translationalsym m etry

and giveriseto spatially varying LDO S.In principlethe

m echanism proposed by PVS does not depend on the

presenceofan externalm agnetic � eld.

Dynam icalspin  uctuationsare observable in a num -

ber of fam ilies of cuprates. It has been shown that

m agnetic absorption peaks occur at incom m ensurate

wavevectors(�;� � �),and (� � �;�)with � varying with

the absorption energy [7]. Brinckm ann and Lee (BL)

[8]argued thattheunderlying Ferm isurfacetopology in

the superconducting state isresponsibleforsuch incom -

m ensurateresponse.W ithin theG utzwiller-renorm alized

t� t0� J m odelthey indeed found theabsorption peaksat

(� � �;�),and (�;� � �)whileateven lowerenergies,the

incom m ensuratepeaksappearin the diagonaldirection,

(� � �0;� � �0).

Coupled with the idea ofPVS,itisworthwhileto ask

whether such incom m ensurate m agnetic spectrum will

also m odulate the LDO S atwavevectorsthatvary with

the energy. In this paper,we exam ine this issue using

them agneticspectrum calculated from therenorm alized

t� t0� J m odel.Assum ing a sim ple interaction schem e

between the spin of the quasiparticles and the m ag-

neticexcitation weevaluatethequasiparticleself-energy

and thence the spatially varying LDO S.Ultim ately our

calculation isaim ed ata com parison with the latestex-

perim entaldata[3],and in theprocesshopeto � gureout

to what extent,ifat all,the m agnetic scenario for the

observed periodicity isviable.

M ethods:W e adoptthe renorm alized t� t0� J m odel

[8]asthe starting point:
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In the above, teff = tx + (J=4)
P

�
hf

y

j�fi�i;t
0
eff =

t0x;� ij = h��� fi�fj�i, and x is the average doping.

Jeff isthe residualspin-spin interaction between quasi-

particles.

From theabovem ean-� eld Ham iltonian onecalculates

the zero-tem perature m agnetic susceptibility �0(q;i�),

and through theresidualspin-spin interaction JeffSi� Sj,

the renorm alized spin susceptibility

�(q;i�)=
�0(q;i�)

1+ J(q)�0(q;i�)
; (2)

forJ(q)= Jeff(cosqx+ cosqy). In PVS’streatm entthe

m agneticsusceptibilityisapproxim atedbyaphenom eno-

logicalform ,�P V S(q;i�)
�1 / �2+ � 2

s+ c
2(q� Q )2,where

� s is the spin gap,and Q is the ordering wavevector.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206284v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0203176


O n the other hand,the t� t0� J m odelresult for the

renorm alized m agneticsusceptibility isknown to exhibit

a continuoussetofordering wavevectorswith respectto

energy [8]. W e show a horizontalscan ofthe im aginary

part�00(q;�)with qy = � foraseriesofenergies! in Fig.

1. The incom m ensurate peaksnearqx = � are obvious,

and both thesepeaksand thelesspronounced peaksnear

qx = 0 m ovetoward qx = � when theenergy israised.In

particularthe peaksat(� � �(E );�)m ay give rise to a

m odulation in the chargesectorwith twicethewavevec-

tor [6,9],i.e. at (2� � 2�(E );2�) � (� 2�(E );0). W ith

�(E ) being a decreasing function ofenergy,one naively

expectsLDO S m odulation wavevectorsto decrease ata

higher bias as well, in qualitative agreem ent with the

experim ent[3].Below,we exam ine through explicitcal-

culation whetherthisnaiveargum entwillhold.

q
x

χ" 
(q

x, π
)

π 2π0

0.24J 

0.20J 

0.16J 

 0.12J

FIG .1. Im aginary part of the m agnetic susceptibility,

�
00
(q;�) for qy = �,and 0 < qx < 2� calculated from the

renorm alized t� t
0
� J m odelwith Jeff = 0:34J. D i�erent

plotscorrespond to � = 0:12J;0:16J;0:20J,and 0:24J.

The treatm ent can proceed by positing the e� ective

action L = LM + Lqp + Lqp�M consisting respectively

ofthe m agnetic and quasiparticle sectorsand theircou-

pling.Forthe m agneticpart[6],

LM [� ;��]=
1

2

Z

d
3
xd

3
y��(x)��1 (x � y)� (y)

�
1

2

Z

d�[���2(ri;�)+ ���2(ri;�)]: (3)

Space-tim e coordinates are denoted by x = (r;�) and

y = (r0;�0). The last term is the pinning potential,lo-

cated around ri,forthespin density wave(SDW ).Dueto

the pinning term the propagator h��(r;i!)� (r0;i!)i �

�(r;r0;i!)isno longertranslationally invariant.

The quasiparticle coupling to the  uctuating SDW is

m odelled by [6]

Lqp�M =
1

2
gS(r�)� [� (r�)+ ��(r�)]: (4)

Through thisterm the quasiparticle propagatorisin u-

enced by the collective m ode,and exhibitstranslational

sym m etry breaking. The perturbative treatm ent ofthe

e� ectiveinteraction isstraightforward,with theone-loop

resultforthe changein G reen’sfunction �G [10],

�G(r;r0;i!)=
X

r1;r2;i�

g
2(i�)�(r1� ri;i�)T(i�)�(ri� r2;i�)

� G (r� r1;i!)G (r1� r2;i!� i�)G (r2� r
0
;i!); (5)

where T(i�) = �(r = 0;i�). Frequency dependence in

the coupling g(i�) is introduced for generality. In ar-

riving atthis expression we have only keptthose term s

that break the translationalsym m etry and ignored the

space-independentself-energycorrection.AftertheW ick

rotation,i! ! ! + i�, the spatially varying LDO S is

N (r;!)= (1=�)Im �G(r;r;! + i�).

Norm ally the sum m ation
P

i�
is carried out analyt-

ically,and the resulting expression is evaluated by nu-

m ericalm eansafterthe W ick rotation i! ! ! + i�. In

ourcasetherenorm alized susceptibility �(q;i�)doesnot

possessa sim pleLehm ann expansion,which preventsthe

frequency sum m ation from being carried out. Instead

we resort to the tim e-ordered G reen’s function m ethod

(asopposed to theM atsubara G reen’sfunction m ethod)

which doesnotrequire the W ick rotation. Atzero tem -

perature LDO S can be obtained from the tim e-ordered

G reen’sfunction by (T = tim e-ordered)

N (r;!)= (1=�)sgn(!)Im �GT (r;r;!): (6)

Perturbation theory proceedsin entirely analogousm an-

ner,and we only quote the � nalresult for the G reen’s

function correction.

�GT (r;r
0
;!)= � i

X

r1;r2

Z

�

g
2(�)�T (r1�ri;�)T(�)�T (ri�r2;�)

� G T (r� r1;!)G T (r1�r2;!� �)GT (r2�r
0
;!): (7)

Thetim e-ordered susceptibility �T and G reen’sfunction

G T are obtained from their M atsubara counterpartsby

i! ! ! + isgn(!).

Results: W e evaluate Eq. (7) num erically on a large

latticeofdim ension [201� 201]using self-consistently de-

term ined param eters � m ax � 2jh���fi�fj�ij = 0:48J.

Theim puritysiteislocated atthecenter,ri = (101;101).

W e use Jeff = 0:34J, and the broadening factor

� = 0:01J in evaluating �(r;�) and G (r;!). The �-

integration isreplaced with a discrete sum ,
R

d�f(�)!

� �
P

s
f(s� �),wheresisan integer,� sm ax � s� sm ax.

The following results are taken with � � = 0:04J,and

sm ax = 14 im plying thatvirtualprocesseswith the o� -

shellenergy ofup to 0:56J aretaken into accountin the

self-energy evaluation. The com m ensurate response at

q = (�;�) in the susceptibility occurs at �res � 0:32J

forthepresentm odel,whileatenergiesaboveand below

�res,theresonanceoccursaway from (�;�)[8].O urself-

energy energy calculation therefore includese� ectsfrom

both above and below the resonance energy. W e have

con� rm ed on a sm aller lattice that using a � ner scale
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� � = 0:02J doesnotchangethe� nalresultqualitatively.

Theon-siteG reen’sfunction �GT (r;r;!)isevaluated for

a subsetofthe lattice,typically forr lying in [101� 101]

abouttheim purity center,forj!jup to 0:32J.Thereal-

space LDO S thus obtained is then Fourier-transform ed

according to N (q;!)=
�
�
P

r
e�iq�rN (r;!)

�
�.

FIG .2. Fourier-transform ed LD O S N (q;!)fortheq-range

[� �;�]� [�;�]and for� 0:32J � ! � 0:32J. Centerofeach

rectangle corresponds to q = (0;0). The intensity schem e

is with respect to each �gure,and should not be com pared

between di�erentplots. (P lease refer to attached �gure

ldosk100b-v2.jpg)

Plotsin Fig.2 show N (q;!)calculated with the cou-

pling constant g2(�) = const. Apart from the q = 0

peak,we � nd som e prom inent peaks along both diago-

nal(m eaning (� �;� �))and horizontal(m eaning (� �;0)

and (0;� �))directions. The peaksare located nearthe

endsofthe Brillouin zone ata sm allbias,and m ove to-

ward q = 0 as the bias energy is increased. A hori-

zontal(diagonal)scan ofN (q;!)allowstheidenti� cation

ofwavevectorsqh(!)(qd(!))forwhich N (q;!)isa lo-

calm axim um . The values ofqd(!) � jqd(!)j=
p
2 and

qh(!) � jqh(!)jare plotted in Fig. 4(a). Clearly both

qd(!)and qh(!)aredecreasing functionsofenergy.The

detailed shapeofN (q;!)howeverdependssom ewhaton

whetherV isnegative (electronstunneling out)orposi-

tive(electronstunneling in).

As shown in Fig. 1 the m agnetic absorption peaks

are m ostpronounced around (�;�). Note howeverthat

the G reen’s function shown in Eqs. (5) and (7) are a

product ofseveralcom plicated functions,and the m ag-

netic absorption spectrum alone doesnota priorichar-

acterizetheLDO S.In thisregard wecan loosely classify

thestructuresin �00(q;�)asthosenear(�;0);(0;�),and

those near (�;�). In the result shown in Fig. 2 con-

tributions from these two regions willundoubtedly be

m ixed. Instead,ifwe truncate the m agnetic spectrum

to bewithin a certain vicinity of(�;�),thequasiparticle

G reen’sfunction willalso be in uenced by the m agnetic

excitationsatthese wavevectors,and none from around

(�;0);(0;�). Thisisachieved by using the reduced sus-

ceptibility �red(q;�)= �(q;�)for� �=4 < qx;qy < �=4,

�red(q;�)= 0otherwise.ItsFouriertransform �red(r;�)

is used in the evaluation ofthe new LDO S,N red(r;!)

and N red(q;!), shown in Fig. 3. In this calculation

we use the cuto� g2(�) = g2(0)exp[� 0:1(�=� �)2]. For

a less sharp cuto� such as g2(�) = g2(0) or g2(�) =

g2(0)exp[� 0:1j�=� �j],we � nd no other distinguishable

structurein N red(q;!)excepta broad hum p centered at

q = 0.

FIG .3. LD O S N red(q;!)calculated with thereduced m ag-

netic susceptibility �red. Energy and m om entum ranges are

the sam e as in Fig. 2. (P lease refer to attached �gure

ldosk200e.jpg)

There is very little overlap between the two � gures

2 and 3, as also re ected in the qd(!) and qh(!) val-

ues obtained respectively from each � gure. Figure 4(b)

showsthe peak intensity position ofN red(q;!). Essen-

tially allqd(!);qh(!)aregreaterthan �=2in theN (q;!)

whilein thereduced LDO S,allqd(!),and qh(!)areless

than �=2. Furtherm ore,qd(!) and qh(!) in Fig. 4(b)

are increasing functions of energy, as opposed to Fig.

4(a) where they are decreasing. In both plots, qd(!)

and qh(!) show the sam e dependence on energy,being

both increasing orboth decreasing functions. As previ-

ously m entioned a standard G inzburg-Landau argum ent

about the coupling between SDW and charge-density-

wave(CDW )[9]im pliesthatan orderingtendency occur-

ringat(�� �;�� �)fortheSDW willlead to CDW m od-

ulations at (� 2�;� 2�). Naively,since � decreases with

energy,oneexpectsqh(!)in Fig.4(b)to bea decreasing

function of!,which is contradicted by our calculation.

In obtaining Fig.3 we (1)truncated the m agneticspec-

trum within a sm allm om entum window around (�;�)

and (2) m odi� ed the coupling g2(�). W ith this m anip-

ulation we were able to bring outfeaturesin the LDO S

which were \hidden" in the calculation that led to Fig.

2. Since the coupling constant g m ust in reality be a

function ofboth m om entum and energy,one cannotbe

too certain a prioriwhich ofthe featuresfound in Figs.

2 and 3 arem orereadily observablein an experim ent.
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FIG .4. Energy dependence of qd(!) and qh(!) (de�ned

in the text) obtained from N (q;!) (Figure (a)) and from

N red(q;!) (�gure (b)). In each �gure, four data sets are

shown for qd(! < 0) (nd),qh(! < 0) (nh),qd(! > 0)(pd),

and qh(! > 0)(ph) against j!j. Note that allthe q values

decrease with energy j!jin (a),and increase in (b).

Discussion: W e now com e to com parison ofour re-

sultwith theexperim entaldata.First,ithasbeen found

in Ref.[3]that while qd(!) increases, qh(!) decreases

at a larger bias j!j. This is in contrast to our calcu-

lation where both qd(!) and qd(!) behave analogously

with respect to energy. Secondly,experim entally m ea-
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sured kh(!)valuesarefound to lie below �=2 fora wide

rangeofenergiesand hole doping,which m ay be consis-

tentwith Figure4(b),butin thiscasetheenergy depen-

dence isopposite to ourcalculation.In Fig.4(a),qd(!)

and qh(!) values are ratherhigh which,translated into

realspace,im plies LDO S m odulations on the length of

2� 4 lattice spacings.W hile such m agnetic- uctuation-

induced LDO S variationsarenotforbidden and m ayvery

wellbe observable in the future,we m ustconclude that

the LDO S m odulation based on the t� t0� J m odelof

them agneticexcitation isinconsistentwith thecurrently

known experim ent[3].

Itispossiblethattherenorm alized t� t0� J m odeldoes

notafterallcapture the quasiparticle band structure of

theBSCCO and thatin anotherm odel,oneindeed � nds

the energy dependence ofqd and qh consistentwith the

experim entwithin them agnetic uctuation scenario.For

exam ple,in W L [5],them odeladoptedisthephenom eno-

logicaltight-binding m odeloriginally proposed by Nor-

m an [11].

O n thetheoreticalside,oneshould becarefulthatthe

naive G inzburg-Landau argum ent for SDW -CDW cou-

pling m ay in som ecaseslead to predictionswhich arein-

consistentwith a fullm any-body calculation such asthis

one. Although the patterns in N (q;!) are ultim ately

due to the underlying m agnetic  uctuation,the reason

forthe particularenergy dependence ofthe m odulation

period found in Figs. 2 and 3 rem ainsunclear. Finally

an entirely di� erentm echanism such asW L’sarenotin-

com patiblewith the presentm odel,and m ay wellsim ul-

taneously lead to observablee� ectsin a given system .
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