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PACS.75.30.Fv { Spin-density waves.

PACS.71.45.Lr { Charge-density-wave system s.

PACS.73.20.Mf { Collective excitations.

A bstract. { W e have investigated the collective m odes ofunconventionalcharge and spin

density waves(UCDW ,USDW )in quasi-onedim ensionalsystem sin random phaseapproxim a-

tion. The density correlatorregainsitsnorm alstate form due to the phase degree offreedom

ofthe condensate. The possible e�ectofim purities is also discussed. From this,the current-

currentcorrelation function isevaluated through chargeconservation.Thespin susceptibility of

USDW rem ainsanisotropic an spiteofthelack ofany periodic m odulation ofthespin density.

In UCDW ,the spin response getsweakerin allthree directionsasthe tem perature islowered.

Unconventionaldensity waves were intensively studied over the past few years. The so

called d-density wave,which isUCDW with a gap ofdx2�y 2 sym m etry,hasattracted m uch

attention [1]. This m odelsuccessfully described m any aspects ofthe pseudogap phase of

high tem perature cuprate superconductors. Also d-wave SDW can account for the anom a-

lously sm allm agnetic ordering in URu2Si2 [2,3]. In quasi-one dim ensionalsystem s, our

UCDW m odeldescribessuccessfully thebehaviourofthelow tem peraturephaseof�-(BEDT-

TTF)2K Hg(SCN)4 [4{6], including the angular dependent m agnetoresistance [7]. The re-

sponse of(TM TSF)2PF6 for T < T � � 4K can be described ifthe creation ofUSDW is

assum ed on top ofthe existing SDW [8].

The e� ectofcollective m odesisvery im portantto study the dynam icsofa system . The

pole structure ofthe susceptibility isofprim e im portance [9{11]: ata given com bination of

thewavevectorand frequency,theresponsefunction can bedivergent.Thism eans,thateven

withoutexternal� eld,excitationsoccurin thesystem whosedispersion isdeterm ined by the

polesofthesusceptibility.O neway ofidentifying thecorrectorderparam eteram ong possible

candidatesisto study the unique collective m odessupported by the ground state ofa given

sym m etry [12{16],asitwasdonein unconventionalsuperconductors.

Allowingforalow tem peraturephasetransition,theG reen’sfunction ofthem odelchanges

and new type of anom alous G reen’s functions can enter (for exam ple the G or’kov type

F (i!n;k)function belonging to the ha
+

k;#
a
+

�k;"
ipaircorrelation in superconductivity). Con-

sequently new typesofinteraction channelsm ightopen dueto thenoveltypeofnonvanishing
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expectation value,which is called the  uctuation ofthe order param eter [9,10]. As a re-

sult,the sim pleRPA seriesism odi� ed,and a num berofcoupled geom etricalseriesareto be

sum m ed up.In the case ofa conventionalDW ,the collective m odesare well-known [17{22].

G enerally onecan conjecturewhetherthee� ectofRPA isorisnotto re-establish theoriginal

polestructureofthem etallicstate.Thiscan beachieved dueto thedegreeoffreedom ofthe

phase ofthe density wave orthe direction ofthe spin polarization ofSDW .Ifwe face with

a m agnetic phasetransition (with a given spin orientation,i.e.SDW ),the transverse(to the

preferred direction) spin susceptibility and the density correlation function are notrelevant

from the transition’spointofview,hence they willbe restored. The form erdoesdue to the

low energy (gapless)excitationsofthe spinsin the perpendiculardirectionswhile the latter

due to the free phase. Sim ilarly the density correlator would regain its originalform after

RPA in a CDW due to the unrestricted phase ofthe density wave,butthrough the phonon

m ediated interaction thecollectivecontribution ism odi� ed becauseofthem assenhancem ent.

The quantitieswhich areexpected to changeare the longitudinalspin susceptibility in SDW

and allthespin susceptibilitiesin CDW becausethereareno low energy excitationsbased on

the degreesoffreedom ofthe system .

From now on,weintroducetheform alism necessary to investigatethecollectivem odesin

RPA and evaluatepossibleexcitationsofthe m ain quantities.

Form alism for RPA.{ To startwith,itis usefulto introduce the spinor,which covers

the wholem om entum -spin space:

	 (k;�)=

0

B
B
@

ak;"(�)

ak�Q ;"

ak;#(�)

ak�Q ;#

1

C
C
A ; (1)

where ak;� isthe annihilation operatorofan electron ofm om entum k and spin �,Q isthe

bestnesting vector.From thisthe G reen’sfunction ofUSDW isobtained as

G (k;i!n)= �
i!n + �(k)�3 + � (k)�1�3

!2n + �(k)2 + � (k)2
; (2)

forUCDW �3 hasto be replaced with 1,where �i (i= 1;2;3)are the Paulim atricesacting

on spin space. W ith this,the interaction responsible forthe UDW form ation isdeterm ined

from thegap equation ofRef.[23]and assum ing � (k)= � sin(bky)withoutlossofgenerality,

itisgiven by

N

V
~V (k;k0;q;�;� 0)= ���;� 0(2Jy sin(bky)sin(b(k

0

y � qy))�

� 2Fy sin(bky)sin(bk
0

y))+ ��;�0(Jy � Vy)sin(bky)sin(b(k
0

y � qy)); (3)

O fcourse the interaction is able to support � cos(bky) type ofgap,but we neglected the

term sfavouring thisspeci� cwavevectordependence:they areirrelevantwith respectto RPA

becausetheycan onlyrenorm alizethecoe� cientsofthesusceptibilitiesbutareunabletodrive

the system into the desired ground state,nam ely with sinusoidalgap. This approxim ation

wasused in the� rststep ofthecalculation,nam ely in thegap equation [23],when thespeci� c

wavevector dependence ofthe gap was chosen,because the m atrix elem ents favouring this

ordering are assum ed to be the strongest. Allthe following calculations apply also to a

cosinusoidalgap. Forsim plicity we shalllim itouranalysisto q = (qx;0;0)(i.e. wavevector

pointing in the quasi-onedim ensionaldirection).
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Density correlator and com plex conductivity. { For the density-density correlator we

obtain forUDW

h[n;n]i= h[n;n]i0 +
Pi

4
h[n;A i]i0h[A i;n]i; (4)

h[A i;n]i= h[A i;n]i0 +
Pi

4
h[A i;A i]i0h[A i;n]i; (5)

whereh:::i0 m eansthetherm alaveragewithoutinteraction between  uctuations.Herei= c,

s for UCDW and USDW ,respectively. A s = �2�3 sin(bky),A c = �2 sin(bky) and both Pc

and Ps are positive.The detailed form ofthe interaction (P )can be found in Ref.[23].The

retarded productsh[n;n]i0,etc.areevaluated within the standard m ethod and we� nd

h[n;n]i0 = 2g(0)
�2

�2 � !2

�
1� 4�2F

�
; (6a)

h[n;A i]i0 = � i4g(0)�� F; (6b)

h[A i;A i]i0 = 2g(0)

�
2

Pig(0)
+ (!2 � �

2)F

�

; (6c)

whereg(0)isthedensity ofstatesattheFerm ienergy in thenorm alstateperspin,�= vF qx,

h[n;n]i0(q;!)isobtained,forexam ple,afteranalyticcontinuation from

h[n;n]i0(q;i!�)= �
1

�V

X

k;n

Tr(G (k;i!n)G (k � q;i!n�� )) (7)

and

F = (�2 � !
2)

1

2�

1Z

0

2�Z

0

tanh
�E

2

N

D
Re

sin(y)2
p
E 2 � �2 sin(y)2

dydE ; (8)

N = (�2 � !
2)2 � 4E2(�2 + !

2)+ 4� 2 sin(y)2�2; (9)

D = N
2
� 64E2!2�2(E 2

� �2 sin(y)2); (10)

is the F function which also appears in the correlation functions ofconventionalDW with

constantgap [20].Theextra sin(y)2 factorin thenum eratorofthedensity ofstatesliketerm

com eseitherfrom thegap orfrom theinteraction.Therem aining angleintegral(which isthe

Ferm isurfaceaverage)can be perform ed and afterstraightforward m anipulation ityieldsto

4� 2
F =

�2 � !2

�2

2

�

8
<

:

�Z

0

dE tanh
�E

2

�
N 1

2� D 1

�

�

�
4�2E 2

D 1

;
E

�

�

+
1

�
K

�
E

�

�

+

+
N 2

2� D 2

�

�

�
4�2E 2

D 2

;
E

�

��

+

+

1Z

�

dE tanh
�E

2

�
N 1

2E D 1

�

�

�
4�2� 2

D 1

;
�

E

�

+
1

E
K

�
�

E

�

+
N 2

2E D 2

�

�

�
4�2� 2

D 2

;
�

E

��
9
=

;
;

(11)
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where K (z) and � (n;z) are the com plete elliptic integralofthe � rst and third kind [24],

respectively and

N 1 = (� E
2
� �

2 + (E � !)2)(�2 � (2E � !)2); (12a)

D 1 = (E 2 + �
2
� (E � !)2)2 � 4�2E 2

; (12b)

N 2 = (� E
2
� �

2 + (E + !)2)(�2 � (2E + !)2); (12c)

D 2 = (E 2 + �
2
� (E + !)2)2 � 4�2E 2

: (12d)

Putting these expressionstogetherwe obtain

h[n;n]i(!;q)= 2g(0)
�2

�2 � !2
; (13)

which isthe sam e asin the norm alstate. Itisworth m entioning thatin conventionalSDW

thecoe� cientof�2 in thedenom inatoris1+ U g(o)[20],U istheon-siteCoulom b repulsion.

The strength ofinteraction is m issing here due to its zero average over the Ferm isurface

(See Eq. (3)). In the absence ofthe DW pinning,allthe m odi� cations due to the change

ofquasiparticle spectrum are exactly canceled from the contribution ofthe  uctuation of

the order param eter. The coupled RPA equations consist oftwo parts: the single particle

contribution (one bubble contribution) which arises from the therm alexcitation across the

gap and possibly from a rem nantportion ofthe Ferm isurface,and the collective partfrom

them otion ofthedensity waveasa whole(dueto thefreedom ofthephase)[25].In thecase

ofh[n;n]i,these two canceleach otherto giveback the norm alstateform .

In realsystem s,im puritiesarealwayspresent.Henceforth the easiestway to incorporate

the e� ectofim puritiesisto m odify Eq.(6c)asin Ref[20]as

h[A i;A i]i0 = 2g(0)

�
2

Pig(0)
� (�2 + !

2

p � !
2)F

�

; (14)

where !p is the pinning frequency. This is the zeroth order phason propagator,and the

inclusion of !p ensures the presence of gapped phason m ode. In general, im purities act

di� erently on UDW [26]than on conventionalDW ,butextended im puritiesare able to pin

the phase ofUDW ,inducing � nite pinning frequency [4]. Asa result,the density correlator

readsas

h[n;n]i(!;q)= 2g(0)�2
�2 � !2 + !2p(1� f)

(�2 � !2)(�2 + !2p � !2)
(15)

for both USDW and UCDW ,f = 4� 2F . The zero sound dispersion (!2 = �2) cancelsout

herecontrary to theconventionalcase[20],becausea detailed study ofthef function reveals

that f = 1+ const(�2 � !2)=� 2 in the lim it of! tends to �. The pole ofthe propagator

describesthepinned dynam icsoftheUSDW and UCDW condensateas!2 = !2p + �2.Dueto

pinning,thecondensatedoesnotm ovebelow thethreshold frequency !p.Thesound velocity

in the presenceofthe electron-phonon coupling (ge�ph )isgiven by

C = C0

r

1� g2
e�ph

lim
q! 0

h[n;n]i(0;q); (16)

whereC0 isthesound velocity withouttheelectron-phonon coupling.First,in theabsenceof

the DW pinning the sound velocity istem peratureindependentand readsas

C = C0

p
1� � (17)
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with �= 2g2
e�ph

g(0).Second,in the presenceofpinning we obtain forUDW

C = C0

p
1� �(1� �s); (18)

where �s is the static condensate density [23],�s = lim q! 0 lim !! 0 f. Since �s increases as

the tem perature decreases,wepredictincreasing sound velocity by lowering the tem perature

below itscriticalvalue Tc forboth UDW system .

From the density correlatorthe com plex conductivity in the chain direction is obtained

using chargeconservation as

�(!;q)= 2g(0)ie2!
!2 � !2p(1� f)� �2

(�2 � !2)(�2 + !2p � !2)
: (19)

From thistheopticalconductivity ofUDW readsasRe�(!)= 2g(0)e2��(!)in thepurecase,

which isessentially the sam e form ula asin the norm alstate. Note thatthisform ula applies

for UCDW because there is no m ass renorm alization associated with lattice distortion. If

conventionalCDW is deduced from the attractive Hubbard m odel[19,25],its conductivity

coincideswith thoseofa conventionalSDW (using a phonon m ediated attractiveinteraction,

the m assgetsrenorm alized in CDW ).In the q ! 0 lim itthe conductivity isthe sam e asin

conventionalSDW ,only the f function should be replaced by its version corresponding to

UDW :

�(!;0)= 2g(0)
e2

i!

�

f0 � 1�
f0!

2

!2 � !2p

�

(20)

with f0 = 4� 2Fq= 0. It approachesthe one in the norm alstate for ! � !p forUSDW and

UCDW ,while this statem ent is not true in CDW because m �=m � 1. The peak at zero

frequency in the opticalconductivity m oves to the pinning frequency,suggesting that the

prim itive m im icking ofpinning wassuccessful.

Theconductivity forelectric� eld applied in thezdirection rem ainsunchanged becausethe

interaction isunabletodressthesinglebubblecontribution duetothewavevectordependence

ofthe velocity.In the y direction wherethe gap isdeveloped,the following equation isto be

solved:

h[jy;jy]i= h[jy;jy]i0 �
Pj

4e2v2y
h[jy;jy]i0h[jy;jy]i; (21)

where Pj = � Pc,the m atrix elem entresponsible forthe UCDW instability,and the current

correlatorwithoutinteraction between  uctuationsisobtained as

h[jy;jy]i0(!;q)= 4e2v2yg(0)
1

�2 � !2
(�2 � !

2
f); (22)

which gives the param agnetic part ofthe totalconductivity. Here the explicit wavevector

dependence ofthe gap playsan im portantrole. Ifthe system possessa gap with cosine,the

interaction isunable to dressthe one bubble diagram ,hence itgivesthe totalparam agnetic

part. The RPA equation istrue only fora gap � sin(bky). Adding the diam agnetic term to

it,the com plex conductivity readsas

�yy =

�yy0 �
g(0)Pj

2
(�yy0 � �n)

1�
g(0)Pj

2

�
�yy0

�n
� 1

� ; (23)
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where�n = � 2g(0)e2v2y=i! isthenorm alstateconductivity,�yy0 istheconductivity without

RPA.O nly Ferm iliquid type correctionsare present. Hence the excitation spectrum in the

y direction is given by !2 = (1+ g(0)Pj(1� f0))�
2. This is very sim ilar to the zero sound

dispersion in the x direction in conventionalSDW in the presence ofpinning [20]. The sign

ofPj is negative for UCDW but for USDW it can be positive as well. These calculations

verify ourearlierassum ption in Ref.[23],thatthe opticalconductivity in the perpendicular

direction is given by the quasiparticle contribution,only Ferm iliquid renorm alization m ay

occur.

Spin susceptibilities. { As to the spin susceptibility, the transverse one in USDW is

expected to return to itsnorm alstate form sim ilarly to the conventionalcase and to exhibit

the trivialG oldstonem ode.TheRPA equationsread as

h[�1;�1]i= h[�1;�1]i0 +
P

4
h[�1;�1�1]i0h[�1�1;�1]i; (24)

h[�1�1;�1]i= h[�1�1;�1]i0 +
P

4
h[�1�1;�1�1]i0h[�1�1;�1]i; (25)

where

h[�1;�1]i0 =
2g(0)

�2 � !2
(�2 � 4�2!2F ); (26)

h[�1;�1�1]i0 = 4g(0)i� !F; (27)

h[�1�1;�1�1]i0 = 2g(0)

�
2

g(0)P
+ (!2 � �

2)F

�

: (28)

Putting these togetherweobtain

h[�1;�1]i= 2g(0)
�2

�2 � !2
: (29)

In the static lim it,this expression reduces to the wellknown Paulisusceptibility. The lon-

gitudinalsusceptibility ofUSDW shows only Ferm iliquid type renorm alization,hence it is

given m ainly by the one bubble contribution,which coincids with the expression found for

h[n;n]i0(q;i!�)in Eq.(7).ForUCDW thespin responseisdescribed with thisexpression in

eitherdirection. Although there isno obviousm agnetic long range orderin USDW [23],yet

it retains the spin anisotropy ofSDW :in the static,long wavelength lim it the longitudinal

susceptibility readsash[�3;�3]i= 1� �s,which vanishesasT goesto zero.Thepolebelong-

ing to the usualspin wavedispersion !2 = �2 cancelsoutsim ilarly to the caseofthe density

correlatorin the presenceofpinning.

Conclusion. { W e have studied the relevant correlation functions with random phase

approxim ation.Again asin super uid3He[9,10],thequantitywhosecorrelatorisinvestigated,

often couples to the  uctuation ofthe UDW orderparam eter and it is necessary to handle

these  uctuations on equalfooting. Due to the unrestricted phase ofthe density wave,the

density correlatorregainsitssim plenorm alstateform asitdoesin conventionalspin density

waves. In UCDW ,the phason m ass rem ains unrenorm alized because the interaction from

which this phase is originated,is electron-electron interaction and there are no retardation

e� ectsassociatedwith electron-phononinteraction[19,22].Based on averysim pleconcept[20]

thepinning ofUDW isincorporated into thetheory and thesound velocity C isexam ined in

thepresenceand absenceofthepinning.W ithoutpinningC doesnotchangecom pared tothe



Bal�azs D �ora etal.:C ollective modes in unconventional density waves 7

norm alstate value. In a pinned UDW the sound velocity increasesupon entrance in UDW .

Additionally the conductivity in the chain direction is obtained from the density correlator

through chargeconservation.Itdoesneitherchangecom pared to theonein thenorm alstate:

in the pure system Re�(!)� �(!),which inspired the � rstpioneersin this � eld to identify

the origin ofthe m echanism leading to superconductivity asCDW form ation.

By evaluating thecurrent-currentcorrelation function in theperpendiculardirections,our

previousassum ption in Ref.[23]isveri� ed:collective contributionsdo notshow up and the

quasiparticlecontribution isenough to describethe electrom agneticresponseofthe UDW .

The spin susceptibility ofUSDW showsantiferrom agneticlike anisotropy [27,28]in spite

ofthelack ofm agneticordering,whilein UCDW them agneticresponseisin uenced m ainly

by the quasiparticle contribution,leading to the freezing outofthe static susceptibilitiesat

low tem peraturesin alldirections,aswe predicted in Ref.[23].
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