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In the slave boson m ean �eld treatm entofthe t-J m odel,the ground state for sm alldoping is

a d-wave superconductor.A conventionalsuperconductorhascollective m odesassociated with the

am plitude and phase ofthe pairing orderparam eter. Here,the hopping m atrix elem ent�ij isalso

a m ean �eld order param eter. W e therefore expect that new collective m odes willbe introduced

with these additionalcom plex degreesoffreedom .W e com pute the new collective m odesand their

spectralfunctions by num erically diagonalizing the m atrix which describes the uctuations about

them ean �eld solution.W ealso show thattheSU(2)gauge theory form ulation allowsusto predict

and classify these collective m odes. Indeed,the SU(2) form ulation is essentialin order to avoid

spuriouscollective m odes asthe doping x goes to zero. The m ostim portantnew collective m odes

are the � m ode and the longitudinal and transverse � gauge m odes. The � m ode corresponds

to uctuations ofthe staggered ux phase and creates orbitalcurrent uctuations. The � gauge

m odes correspond to out-of-phase uctuations ofthe am plitudes ofthe pairing and the hopping

m atrix elem ents.W ecom putetheneutron scattering cross-section which couplesto the� m odeand

inelastic X-ray scattering cross-section which couples to the uctuation in the realpart of�ij. In

addition,weshow thatthelatteructuation at(�;�)m ay becoupled to thebuckling phonon m ode

in theLTO phaseofLSCO and m ay bedetected optically.Experim entalsearchesofthesecollective

m odeswillserve asim portanttestsofthisline ofattack on the high T c problem .

71.10.Fd,71.27.+ a,74.20.M n,74.72.-h

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

It is now a widely accepted view that the problem ofhigh Tc superconductivity is that ofdoping into a M ott

insulator.Thesim plestm odelwhich capturesthephysicsofthestrong correlation inherentin thisproblem isthet-J

m odel.Theno-double-occupantconstraintleadsnaturally toagaugetheory.Them ean �eld decouplingofthistheory

istheform allanguagewhich describesAnderson’sphysicalidea ofa resonating valencebond (RVB).1 Them ean �eld

theory indeed enjoysa num berofsuccesses.Notably itpredicted theappearanceofd-wavesuperconductivity and the

existence ofa spin gap phase in the underdoped region.2{4 The propertiesofthisspin gap phase are in rem arkable

agreem entwith those ofthe pseudogap phenom enology.M oststriking am ong theseisthatthe quasiparticlespectral

function becom esa coherentpeak with sm allspectralweight.Thisproperty em ergesnaturally outofthe m ean �eld

picture ofthe condensation ofbosons.

Despitethesesuccesses,thetheory hasnotenjoyed widefollowingbecausethegaugeuctuationsarestrongand the

theory doesnothavea wellcontrolled sm allexpansion param eter,exceptform alonessuch asthelargeN expansion.

For exam ple, Nayak5 has raised a num ber ofobjections on generalgrounds. However,we believe these general

argum entshave been adequately answered in the ensuing com m entsand discussions.6{9 Here we briey sum m arize

ourpointofview.

Initially,thegauge�eld hasin�nitecoupling in orderto enforcetheconstrainton a latticescale.Upon integrating

outhigh energyferm ionicdegreesoffreedom ,thecouplingconstantbecom esoforderunity.Then thereisachancethat

them ean �eld theoryand uctuationsaboutitm aybequalitativelycorrectatinterm ediatetem peraturescales.Atlow

energy scales,nonperturbativee�ectsrelated to com pactgaugetheoriesm ay com ein,giving riseto thephenom enon
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ofcon�nem ent. This phenom enon is wellknown at half-�lling. The m ean �eld solution gives a �-ux state with

Dirac spectrum centered about
�
� �

2
;� �

2

�
. Coupling with com pactU(1)gauge �eld leadsto con�nem entand chiral

sym m etry breaking in particlephysicslanguage,which isequivalentto N�eelordering.10 Theidea isthatwith doping,

the appearance ofdissipation suppresses con�nem ent,11 and the N�eelstate is rapidly destroyed. Then the m ean

�eld description m ay be qualitatively correctbeyond a sm all,but�nite,doping concentration.Atlow tem peratures

characterized by the boson condensation scale xt,superconductivity em erges. In this theory the superconducting

stateisdescribed astheHiggsphaseassociated with bosecondensation.(W epreferto referto thisastheHiggsphase

ratherthan bosecondensation becausethebose�eld isnotgaugeinvariant.) However,hereliesoneofthesigni�cant

failuresofthe weak coupling gauge theory description. Aslong asthe gauge uctuation istreated asG aussian,the

Io�e-Larkin law holdsand onepredictsthatthesuperuid density �s(T)behavesas�s(T)� ax� bx2T.Theax term

agreeswith experim entwhile the � bx2T term does not.12;13 Thisfailure istraced to the factthatin the G aussian

approxim ation,the current carried by the quasiparticles in the superconducting state is proportionalto xvF . W e

believethisfailureisa sign thatnonperturbativee�ectsagain becom eim portantand con�nem enttakesplace,so that

the low energy quasiparticlesnearthe nodesbehavelikeBCS quasiparticleswhich carry the fullcurrentvF .Forthe

pure gauge theory,the con�nem entalwaysoccursin (2+ 1)D howeversm allthe coupling constantofthe gauge �eld

is. W hen the bose �eld iscoupled to the gauge �eld,i.e.,Higgsm odel,itisknown thatthe con�nem entphase are

sm oothly connected to each other.14 Recently,weshowed thatin (2+ 1)D Higgsm odelthephaseshould beconsidered

con�ned everywhere.15 Thusthe appearanceofcon�nem entatlow energy scale isnotsurprising,butthe dichotom y

between thesuccessofthebosecondensation phenom enology on theonehand (in explainingthequasiparticlespectral

weightm entioned earlier)and thecon�nem entphysicsneeded to givetheproperquasiparticlecurrentson the other,

isin ouropinion one ofthe m ostprofound questionsfacing the �eld today.

To sum m arize,thecurrentstatusofthegaugetheory approach to thet-J m odelisthefollowing.W ithin m ean �eld

theory,a certain saddle-pointsolution m ay beregarded asthe\m otherstate" atsom einterm ediateenergy scale.The

m ostprom ising candidate forthis \m otherstate" appearsto be the staggered ux state,which is the saddle point

fortheSU(2)form ulation ofthet-J m odel.Thissaddlepointisan unstable�xed pointdueto gaugeuctuations.It

owsto the N�eelstate atornearhalf�lling and to the superconducting ground state at�nite doping. Thispicture

is in accordance with a recentinsightfulcom m entby Anderson,16 exceptthatwe provide a concrete description of

the unstable �xed point.Asdiscussed above,the issuesraised by thispicture areprofound and probably di�cultto

treatanalytically. In the pastfew years,we have focused on trying to substantiate thispointofview by num erical

m ethods and by predicting new experim ents. O n the num ericalfront,the study ofprojected wavefunctions have

yielded rem arkableinsights.Ivanov etal.17 reported a �nding which issurprising exceptfrom theSU(2)gaugetheory

pointofview.They discovered thatupon G utzwillerprojection ofaBCS d-wavestate,thecurrent-currentcorrelation

shows a staggered pattern,as expected for the staggered ux state. Thus there is strong num ericalevidence that

the staggered ux state and the d-wave superconducting state are intim ately related. O n the experim entalfront,

predictionshave been m ade thatthe staggered ux state m ay be stabilized in the vortex core and waysto m easure

the e�ectofthe orbitalcurrentshave been proposed.18 In thispaperwe continue work in thisdirection and ask the

question: is the superconducting ground state thatem erges outofthe gauge theory com pletely conventional,or are

there detectable consequencesofitsunconventionalorigin?

Theshortanswerto thisquestion isthatgaugetheory predictsnew collectivem odesin thesuperconductingground

statewhich haveexperim entalconsequences.UnlikeconventionalBCS theory,wheretheonly orderparam eteristhe

com plex pairing orderparam eter�,here the hopping m atrix elem ent� also functionsasan orderparam eter.Thus

itisnaturalto expectnew collective m odes. Thisproblem isform ulated generally in SectionsIIand III.In Section

IV weshow how thegaugetheory allowsusto predictthelow lying collectivem odes.Thenew m odesarethe� m ode

and the transverse and longitudinal� m odes. The � m ode generates staggered orbitalcurrent uctuations and is
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related to thecurrentuctuationsfound in theprojected wavefunctions.However,whiletheprojected wavefunctions

give only equaltim e correlation,here we obtain the fulldynam icalspectralfunction. The � gauge m odes are new

excitationsrelated to am plitude uctuationsof� and �. In SectionsV and VIwe presentnum ericalresultsofthe

spectralfunctionsand describe experim entswhich m ay couple to them .

Theapproxim ation em ployed in thispaperistotreatthesystem in theHiggsphaseby adoptingtheradialgaugefor

thebosons.G augeuctuationsaretreated attheG aussian leveland nonanalyticcorrections,such asinstantonswhich

m ay lead to con�nem ent,areneglected.Thiscan bejust�ed in term softhe1=N -expansion with N being thenum ber

offerm ion species. In the present case,N = 2 and one criterion for the validity ofthis G aussian approxim ation

is that the m agnitude ofthe order param eter uctuation is less than that ofthe m ean �eld value. As is evident

from the discussion in II and III,the m agnitude ofthe uctuation diverges as x ! 0 because the action for the

SU(2)localgaugetransform ation vanishesin thislim it.Hence theG aussian approxim ation breaksdown nearx = 0,

where the con�nem entphysicsisofvitalim portance because the nonperturbative con�gurationssuch asinstantons

contribute appreciably.Below we willshow m ainly the num ericalresultsforx = 0:1.W e have estim ted num erically

the m agnitude ofthe uctuation ofthe orderparam eters,e.g.,< (��x)
2 > atzero tem perature,and found thatitis

oftheorderofunity atx = 0:1.Thereforethegaussian approxim ation ism arginaly justi�ed in thiscase.Asanother

test,recently Honerkam p and Lee19 have com puted the shift in � using a free energy which includes the gaussian

uctuaions ofthe � m ode. They found a reduction to 55 % ofthe m ean �eld saddle pointvalue for x= .06 but for

x= .1 the reduction isonly 80 % .Thusthe e�ectofthe gaussian uctuation isrelatively undercontrolforincreasing

doping.Furtherm ore,sincethecollectivem odesappearatfairly high energy (� J)forexperim entally relevantdoping

(x � 0:1),itispossible thatthisapproxim ation isvalid atthisenergy scale,butthe ultim ate testm ustcom e from

experim ent.

II.U (1) A N D SU (2) FO R M U LA T IO N S O F T H E T-J M O D EL

W e begin with the fam iliarU(1)form ulation ofthe t-J m odel20

H =
X

< i;j>

J

�

S i� Sj �
1

4
ninj

�

� tijc
y

i�cj�: (1)

The constraintofno doubleoccupation isenforced by writing

c
y

i� = f
y

i�bi (2)

and im posing the condition
P

�
f
y

i�fi� + b
y

ibi = 1,which in turn is enforced with a Lagrangian m ultiplier �i. The

Heisenberg exchangeterm iswritten in term soffi�
21

S i� Sj = �
1

4
f
y

i�fj�f
y

j�
fi�

�
1

4

�

f
y

i"
f
y

j#
� f

y

i#
f
y

j"

�

(fj#fi" � fj"fi#) (3)

+
1

4

�

f
y

i�fi�

�

:

W e write

ninj = (1� b
y

ibi)(1� b
y

jbj): (4)

Then S i� Sj�
1

4
ninj can bewritten in term softhe�rsttwoterm sofEq.(3)plusquadraticterm s,provided weignore

the nearest-neighborhole-hole interaction 1

4
b
y

ibib
y

jbj. W e then decouple the exchange term in both the particle-hole

and particle-particlechannelsvia the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation.By introducing the SU(2)doublets22;23
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�i" =

�
fi"

f
y

i#

�

; �i# =

�
fi#

� f
y

i"

�

; (5)

the partition function iswritten in the com pactform

Z =

Z

D �D � y
D bD �D U exp

 

�

Z �

0

d�L1

!

(6)

where

L1 =
~J

2

X

< ij>

Tr[U
y

ijUij]+
~J

2

X

< ij> ;�

�

�
y

i�Uij�j� + c:c:

�

+
X

i�

f
y

i�
(@� � i�i)fi�

+
X

i

b
�
i(@� � i�i+ �)bi

�
X

ij

tijbib
�
jf

y

i�fj�; (7)

Uij =

�
� ��ij � ij

� �
ij �ij

�

(8)

with �ij representingferm ion hoppingand � ij representingferm ion pairing.In Eq.(7) ~Jij = J=4butin theliterature

~J hassom etim esbeen taken to be 3J=8.The latterhasthe advantagethatthe m ean �eld equation reproducesthat

which is obtained by the Feynm an variationalprinciple,24 butthese di�erences are wellwithin the uncertaintiesof

the m ean �eld theory.(In the m ean �eld theory,�ij =
P

�
< f

y

i�fj� > and � ij = < fi"fj# � fi#fj" > .)

A�ecketal.22 pointed outthatthet-J m odelathalf-�llingobeysan exactSU(2)sym m etryin thefunctionalintegral

form ulation. The SU(2) doublet in Eq. (5) expresses the physicalidea that a physicalup-spin can be represented

by the presence ofan up-spin ferm ion,orthe absence ofa down-spin ferm ion,once the constraintisim posed. W en

and Lee25 proposed a form ulation which obeysthe SU(2)sym m etry even away from half-�lling.The SU(2)and the

originalU(1)form ulation are equally exact,butonce approxim ationsare introduced,the SU(2)form ulation hasthe

advantagethatthe zero doping lim itx ! 0 can be sm oothly taken.W e shallseean exam pleofthisin the collective

m ode spectrum described below.In the SU(2)form ulation a doubletofbosonsisintroduced

hi =

�
b1i

b2i

�

: (9)

ThephysicalHilbertspaceistheSU(2)singletsubspace.Theelectron operatorisan SU(2)singletform ed outofthe

ferm ion and boson doublets

ci� =
1
p
2
h
y

i�i� (10)

and three Lagrangian m ultipliersa‘0i,‘= 1;2;3 are needed to projectto the SU(2)singletsubspace and im pose the

constraints

1

2
�
y

i���i� + h
y

i�hi = 0 : (11)

Now the partition function Z isgiven by

Z =

Z

D �D � y
D hD a

1

0D a
2

0D a
3

0D U exp

 

�

Z �

0

d�L2

!
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with the Lagrangian taking the form

L2 =
~J

2

X

< ij>

Tr

h

U
y

ijUij

i

+
~J

2

X

< ij> ;�

�

�
y

i�Uij�j� + c:c:

�

+
1

2

X

i�

�
y

i�

�
@� � ia

‘
oi�

‘
�
�i�

+
X

i

h
y

i

�
@� � ia

‘
oi�

‘ + �
�
hi

�
1

2

X

ij;�

tij�
y

i�hih
y

j�j� : (12)

Aspointed outin Ref.(24),Eq.(12)isclosely related to theU(1)Lagrangian Eq.(7)ifwetransform to theradial

gauge,i.e,wewrite

hi = gi

�
bi

0

�

(13)

wherebi iscom plex and gi isan SU(2)m atrix param etrized by

gi =

�
zi1 � z�i2
zi2 z�i1

�

: (14)

where

zi1 = e
i� ie

� i
� i
2 cos

�i

2
(15)

and

zi2 = e
i� ie

i
� i
2 sin

�i

2
: (16)

The angle�i in zi1 and zi2 isthe overallphasewhich isredundantand can be absorbed in the phaseofbi.

An im portantfeature ofEq.(12)isthatL2 isinvariantunderthe SU(2)gaugetransform ation

~hi = g
y

i
hi (17)

~�i� = g
y

i�i� (18)

~Uij = g
y

iUijgj (19)

and

~a‘0i�
‘ = g

y

ia
‘
0i�

‘
gi+ ig

y

i (@�gi) : (20)

Starting from Eq.(12)and m aking the above gaugetransform ation,the partition function isintegrated overbi and

gi instead ofhi and the Lagrangian takesthe form

L
0
2 =

~J

2

X

< ij>

Tr

�

U
y

ijUij

�

+
~J

2

X

< ij> ;�

�
y

i�Uij�j� + c:c:

+
1

2

X

i;�

�
y

i�

�
@� � ia

‘
0i�

‘
�
�i�

+
X

i

b
�
i

�
@� � ia

3

0i+ �
�
bi

�
X

ij;�

~tijb
�
ibjf

y

j�fi� (21)
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W ehaverem oved thetildefrom ~Uij,~�i�, ~fi�,~a
‘
0 becausetheseareintegration variables.Notethatgi hasdisappeard

from the actions and Eq. (21)is the sam e as the U(1) Lagrangian L1,with the exception thattij is now replaced

by ~tij = tij=2,�i becom esa
3
oi and,m ostim portantly,two additionalintegralsa

1
0i and a2

0i coupling to the ferm ions

appear.W enotethatin thelim itofzerodoping,thankstotheseadditionalgauge�elds,Eq.(21)m anifestly invariant

underSU(2)transform ation,whereasEq.(7)isnot. Thiswillhave im portantconsequenceswhen we considerm ean

�eld approxim ation and sm alluctuations,in thatEq.(21)willhavesm ooth x ! 0 lim itwhile Eq.(7)doesnot.

III.M EA N FIELD T H EO R Y A N D C O LLEC T IV E M O D ES

W e now considerthe m ean �eld treatm entofEq.(21)and the quadraticuctuationsaboutthe m ean �eld,which

willyield thecollectivem odes.W ework in theradialgauge,wherebi isconsidered realwithoutlossofgenerality.As

discussed afterEq.(16),thephaseofbi and �i areredundantand oneofthem can bechosen aszero.W ewilldiscuss

the alternativechoicelater,butherewe choosebi to be real.The saddlepointsolutionsare

bi = r0

�ij = �0

� i;i+ � = � 0�� or� i;j = � 0(� 1)
iy + jy

ia
‘
0i = (0;0;�0) (22)

where� = x̂ or ŷ and �x = 1;�y = � 1 correspond to d-wavepairing oftheferm ions.Thesaddlepointcorrespondsto

a physicald-wavesuperconductor,astheorderparam eterhci"ci+ �# � ci#ci+ �"i= r20� 0�� isnonzero.Them ean �eld

ferm ionicaction is

L0 = �
X

k

�
f
y

k"

f� k#

��
i!n � �k ; � � k

� � k ; i!n + �k

��
fk"

f
y

� k#

�

(23)

where �k = 2~J�0(coskx + cosky),� k = 2~J� 0(coskx � cosky),tk = 2~tr20(coskx + cosky)and �k = � �k � tk � �0.

W e writethe sm allexpansion aboutthesesaddle pointsas

bi = r0(1+ �Ri)

Uij = U
d
ij + �Uij

a
‘
0i = (�a10i;�a

2

0i;� i�0 + �a
3

0i) (24)

wherethe m ean �eld U d describesd-wavepairing,

U
d
i;i+ � = � �0�

3 + � 0���
1

: (25)

The uctuation isexpanded as

�Ui;i+ � =

3X

a= o

�U
a
��

a (26)

where �0 = I. Note �Uax and �Uay;a = 1 to 3 are realvariables,while fora = 0 are purely im aginary,and together

m ake up a totalof8 degreesoffreedom . These correspond to com plex hopping �i;i+ � and pairing � i;i+ � in the x

and y directions.

By setting the linearterm sin the sm allexpansion ofthe free energy to zero,we obtain the standard saddle point

equationsA.1 to A.3.Thesecond orderdeviation isdescribed by a 12� 12 m atrix,wherethevariablesare�Ua�,�R,

and �a‘0. The detailsare given in the appendix. Asitstandsthe m atrix isnotherm itian. O n the otherhand,ifwe
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consideria‘0 asvariables,the m atrix isherm itian for!n = 0 buthasnegative eigenvalues,i.e.,itcorrespondsto the

saddlepointofthefreeenergy in theunprojected Hilbertspace.In orderto obtain positiveeigenvalues,itisnecessary

to �rstintegrate out�a‘
0i in orderto projectto the physicalsubspace. Since thisisa G aussian integration,we m ay

equivalently consider(�Ua�;�R)asthephysicaldegreesoffreedom ,and solveforthelocal�a
‘
0i foreach con�guration.

Thisistheidea behind the�-m odelapproach in ref.(24)wherelargeuctuationsin �Uij areconsidered.Thepresent

work should be considered the low-tem peraturelim itofthe �-m odel.

Atthispointweproceed num erically,evaluatethe 12� 12 m atrix and integrateoutthe �a‘0 �elds.The rem aining

quadraticform givesa 9� 9 m atrix with 9 eigenvalues.Asexpected,thereisa softm odeassociated with thephaseof

the pairing orderparam eter.In addition,we�nd a num berofsoftm odesin the sm allx lim it.Beforepresenting the

num ericalresults,weshow how theSU(2)sym m etry allowsusto predictand classify allthesoftdegreesoffreedom .

IV .SU (2) C LA SSIFIC A T IO N O F SO FT M O D ES

In thissection wem akeuseoftheSU(2)gaugesym m etry to classify thesoftm odes.Thebasicidea isthefollowing.

Asthe tem perature isdecreased,the SU(2)sym m etry isbroken via a seriesofsym m etry breaking atthe m ean �eld

level.Forsm allx,SU(2)is�rstbroken down to U(1)atatem peraturescaleoforder ~J=2to thestaggered ux (s-ux)

state.25 Ata lowertem perature oforderxt,the bosonscondense and the gauge sym m etry isbroken com pletely. O f

course,a localgauge sym m etry cannot be broken,but the m ean �eld description is stilla usefulstarting point to

describethelow-lying collectiveexcitations,which arephysical.A fam iliarexam pleisthepairing orderparam eterof

superconductivity,which breaksthe localU(1)gauge sym m etry associated with the E& M gauge �eld atthe m ean

�eld level. W hile strictly speaking,this order param eter is not gauge invariant,it is a usefulstarting point which

leadsto the correctdescription ofthe gauge�eld via the Anderson-Higgsm echanism .

Itisusefulto distinguish between two kindsofsym m etry breakingasx ! 0.First,atx = 0 them ean �eld solution

isthe�-ux state,i.e.,�0 = � 0.ThisstatehasfullSU(2)sym m etry,which isbroken down toU(1)in thes-ux state,

where �0 6= � 0. W e shallreferto the rem aining sym m etry asthe residualU(1)sym m etry. Asx becom esnonzero,

� 0=�0 deviatesfrom unity ratherrapidly and weshallfocusourattention on thezero m odesdueto theresidualU(1)

sym m etry. Secondly,the bosonic degreesoffreedom appearatx 6= 0. Boson condensation breaksthe residualU(1)

com pletely below an energy scale oforderxt. The zero m odesthen acquire a �nite energy gap which isthe subject

ofouranalysis.

Starting from thed-wavesuperconductorm ean �eld solution described in thelastsection,weexpectthesoftm odes

to involvesm alluctuationsofthe boson aboutthe radialgaugewhich can be param etrized by the SU(2)m atrix gi

such thathi = gi

�
r0

0

�

.In addition,weinclude phase uctuation ofthe U ij m atrix which weparam aterizeby

Uij = U
d
ije

iaij� � (27)

where a‘ij;‘= 1;2;3 are three gauge �eldsliving on spatiallinks. Since SU(2)hasbeen broken down to U(1),only

one outofthree gauge �eldsrem ain softin the s-ux state.27;28 To visualize this,itisconvenientto m ake a gauge

transform ation using Eqs.(17,18,19)to the s-ux orderparam eter

U
SF
ij = w

y

iU
d
ijwj (28)

where

wj = exp

h

i(� 1)jx + jy
�

4
�
1

i

(29)

and
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U
SF
ij = � �0�

3
� i� o(� 1)

ix + jy

= � A�
3 exp

�
i(� 1)ix + jy �o�

3
�

(30)

where �0 = A cos�0 and � 0 = A sin�0. Equation (30)representsferm ion hopping with a com plex m atrix elem ent

such thata ux 4� 0 threadsthelatticeplaquettesin a staggered m anner.Atthesam etim etheboson istransform ed

to

h
SF
i = w

y

i

�
r0
0

�

=
r0
p
2

�
1

� i(� 1)ix + iy

�

(31)

and the m ean �eld a0 becom esa
SF
0 = (0;i�0(� 1)

ix + iy ;0). W e note thatU SF
ij describesa sem iconductorband with

nodes at (�=2;�=2). Ifhi were to rem ain as hi = r0

�
1

0

�

and a30 6= 0 ,we would have described an s-ux state

with sm allferm ion pockets. Instead,hi and aSF0 are rotated such that aSF0 couples to pair �elds f
y

i"
f
y

i#
and the

resulting state is gauge equivalent to the d-wave superconductor that we started out with. The advantage ofthe

s-ux representation is that U SF
ij is proportionalto �3 and is invariant under �3 rotation. Thus the residualU(1)

sym m etry isapparent.W e expectthe softm odesto be described by

~U SF
ij = U

SF
ij e

ia
3

ij�
3

(32)

and

h
0
i = g

0
i

�
r0

0

�

(33)

whereh0i iscloseto h
SF
i ,i.e.,g0i isparam etrized by Eq.(14)with � closeto �

2
and � closeto (� 1)ix + iy �

2
.In Eq.(32)

we have ignored the a1ij and a2ij gauge �elds asthey have been pushed to �nite frequencies by the Anderson-Higgs

m echanism .

In orderto visualizethe di�erentgaugechoices,itisusefulto introducethe localquantization axis

Ii = z
y

i�zi = (sin�icos�i;sin�isin�i;cos�i) : (34)

Note that Ii is independent ofthe overallphase �i. In the s-ux representation the quantization axis has been

rotated with wi given by Eq.(29)to pointalong the� y-axisin a staggered fashion.Sm alluctuationscorrespond to

�� deviation from the equatorand �� in the azim uthalangle.Thisisillustrated in Fig.1.

8



staggered flux

staggered flux

superconductor

δθ

δφ

FIG .1. Thequantization axisI in theSU(2)gaugetheory.Thenorth and south polescorrespond tothestaggered ux phases

with shifted orbitalcurrentpatterns.Allpointson the equatorsare equivalentand correspond to the d-wave superconductor.

In thesuperconducting stateoneparticulardirection ischosen on theequator.Therearetwo im portantcollectivem odes.The

� m odescorrespond to uctuationsin the polarangle �� and the � gauge m ode to a spatially varying uctuation in ��.

Itisusefulto rotatethe con�guration speci�ed by Eqs.(32)and (33)back to the radialgauge.W e obtain

~U d
ij = g

0y

i U
SF
ij e

ia
3

ij�
3

g
0
j : (35)

The advantage ofthe radialgauge is two-fold. The electron operator ci� = r0fi� and we can consider ~U d
ij as the

e�ectiveHam iltonian forelectron quasiparticles.Atthesam etim e,wecan now m akecontactwith theuctuation of

the Uij m atrix in the lastsection and interpretthe num ericalresults.

Equation (35)can be explicitly evaluated forarbitrary �,� and � and a3ij,resulting in

~U d
ij =

�
Û d
11e

� i(� i� � j) Û d
12e

� i(� i+ � j)

Û d
21e

i(� i+ � j) Û d
22e

i(� i� � j)

�

: (36)

The overallphase�i entersthe e�ective hopping ~U d
22 and e�ectivepairing

~U d
12 in the expected way,and Û d

ij isthe

�i = 0 lim itgiven by ref.[27].

Û
d
ij = � ~�ij

�

�
3 cos

�i� �j

2
+ (� 1)ix + iy �2 sin

�i� �j

2

�

� ~� ij

�

i(� 1)ix + iy cos
�i+ �j

2
� �

1 sin
�i+ �j

2

�

(37)

where

~�ij = A cos~�ij

~� ij = A�j� isin ~�ij (38)

~�ij = �0 + (� 1)ix + jy vij
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and

vij =
�i� �j

2
� a

3

ij : (39)

Note thatthe only dependence on �i,�j isvia the gauge invariantcom bination vij,which hasthe interpretation of

the gaugecurrent.Furtherm ore,for�i = �j =
�

2
,we see from Eqs.(36)and (37)that ~�ije

i(� i� � j) and ~� ije
� i(� i+ � j)

play theroleofthee�ectivehopping and pairing param eters.Thusuctuationsin �i leading to nonzero vij m eansa

uctuation in the am plitude of~�ij and ~� ij in such a way thatj~�ijj
2 + j~� ijj

2 = A 2 is�xed.Thisisshown in Fig.2.

χij

vij

vij

∆ij

Φij
Φ0

~

~

~

FIG .2. G eom etricalinterpretation ofthe uctuation ofvij. The angle ~�ij [given by Eq.(38)]ism odulated around the ux

� 0 in a staggered m anner,in such a way thatthe hopping am plitude ~� ij and the pairing am plitude ~� ij are m odulated,also

in a staggered m anner.

To m akecontactwith the collectivem odes,we write �i =
�

2
+ ��i and expand Eqs.(36,37)to �rstorderin ��i,vij

and �i.

~U d
ij � U

d
ij = � �0�

2
(� 1)ix + iy

2
(��i� ��j)+ i� 0��

(� 1)ix + iy

2
(��i+ ��j)

+
�
�0�

1 + � 0���
3
�(� 1)ix + iy

2
vij

+ i
1

2
�0(�i� �j)

+
1

2
� 0���

2(�i+ �j) (40)

wherej= i+ �,� = x̂;̂y.

Equation (40)isa m ain resultofthissection,asitallowsusto interpretthecollectivem odeswhen com pared with

Eq.(26). It predicts the location in m om entum space ofthe soft collective m odes and gives the eigenvectors. W e

classify the m odesasfollows:

uniform � :�i � �u;

staggered � :�i � �s(� 1)
ix + iy ;

uniform � :�i � �u;

staggered � :�i � �s(� 1)
ix + iy ; (41)
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W econsider�u,�s,�u,�s and vi;i+ �(� = x;y)assix slowly varyingvariablesand the�rstfourvariablesarede�ned

asfollows

1

2
(�i+ �j) = �u

1

2
(�i� �j) = (� 1)ix + iy �s

1

2
(�i+ �j) = �u

1

2
(�i� �j) = (� 1)ix + iy �s (42)

Substitution into Eq.(40)and com parison with Eq.(26)show thatatq = 0,we can identify the following collective

m odesand theireigenvectors.

G oldstone m ode: �u ; U 2
x � U 2

y

internalphase m ode: �s ; U 2
x + U 2

y

(43)

Atq = (�;�)wepickoutthecoe�cientsof(� 1)ix + iy and identify thefollowingm odesand correspondingeigenvectors.

� m ode: �u ; U 0
x � U 0

y

� gaugem ode: vi;i+ � ; �0U
1
x + � 0U

3
x ; �0U

1
y � � 0U

3
y

� m ode: �s ; U 0
x + U 0

y

(44)

The notation aU �
x + bU �

y m eans thateach com ponentofthe eigenvectoris
�
�U�x = a;�U�y = b

�
,etc.in Eq.(26)The

natureofthe collectivem odesarereadily identi�ed from theireigenvectors.Two ofthesem odeswereknown before.

The G oldstone m ode �u isthe standard one associated with the phase �u ofthe superconducting orderparam eter

� �e
� i2� u . The �s m ode correspondsto the out-of-phase oscillation ofthe phase ofthe superconducting order pa-

ram eterin the x and y directions,j� xje
� i2’ x and j� yje

� i2’ y ,such that�s =
1

2
(’x � ’y).Thisisa property ofany

d-wavesuperconductorand islabelled the internalphasem ode.

The �s m ode correspondsto the uctuation in the phaseof�ij.In BCS theory the hopping term is�xed and not

allowed to uctuate.So thisisa new degreeoffreedom specialto the gaugetheory.The slowly varying phaseof�ij

plays the role ofthe spatialcom ponent ofthe gauge �eld in the U(1) gauge theory.20 This appears as a collective

m odeatq = (�;�).W eshallseethatjustasin theU(1)theory,the �s m odeplaysthe crucialrolein producing the

correctanswerforthe superuid sti�ness�s = x.

Thenew m odesthatareofgreatestinterestto usin thispaperarethe � m odeand the� gaugem odes.Thesewill

be discussed in greaterdetaillater.
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FIG .3. The eigenvaluesatq = (0;0)and ! = 0 ofthe 9� 9 m atrix which describesuctuationsaboutthe m ean �eld asa

function ofdoping x. Shown are the eigenvalueswhich vanish asx ! 0. The eigenvaluesare given in unitsof ~J. In addition

to the G oldstone m ode corresponding to superconducting phase uctuationswhich haszero eigenvalue for allx (notshown),

we �nd the staggered � m ode [called internalphase m ode in Eq.(43)]and a continuation ofthe transverse �-gauge m ode from

q = (�;�).

Now we com pare ouranalysiswith num ericalresultsdescribed in the lastsection.In Figs.3 and 4 we plotallthe

eigenvaluesofthe 9� 9 m atrix which vanishes atx = 0 as a function ofx at! = 0 and atq = 0 and q = (�;�),

respectively. They can allbe identi�ed with our classi�cation. At q = 0 the G oldstone m ode has zero eigenvalue

forallx asexpected. The internalphase m ode risesrapidly with increasing x. In addition,we �nd a m ode with an

eigenvectorthatcorrespondsto the continuation ofthe transverse� gaugem odewe�nd atq = (�;�)to q = 0.

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

0.0

0.1
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0.7

0.8

uniform -mode

 gauge modes

e
ig
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n
va
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e
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staggered -mode

FIG .4. Sam e as Fig.3 butat q = (�;�). W e �nd the uniform � m ode,two degenerate � m odes,and a staggered � m ode

[called the � m ode in Eq.(44)].

Atq = (�;�)we �nd the � m ode and the two � gaugem odes(transverseand longitudinal)which aredegenerate.

In addition we �nd the � m ode. The vanishing ofthe eigenvalues ofallthese m odes at x = 0 is a consequence of

the SU(2)sym m etry. However,aswe discussed before,even ifj�j6= j�j,aslong asx = 0 the � m ode stillhaszero

eigenvalue and the � gauge m odes are protected by the residualU(1)sym m etry. These m odes are gapped only by

the boson condensation.

W e should m ention that in addition to these soft m odes,we found two unstable eigenstates for sm allx. Ifwe

use in Eq. (21) ~t=~J = 16=3,i.e.,~t=J = 2 and t0 = � 0:5t,which generatesa realistic Ferm isurface,the eigenvalue

correspondingtor0 uctuation isnegativeforx < 0:084.Sincer0 correspondstoholedensity,thissignalsan instability

to phaseseparation.Thisinstability iseasily suppressed by long rangeinteraction and islargely decoupled from the

m odesofinterest.A second instability occursforx < xc nearq = (0;�)and (�;0). The eigenvectorcorrespondsto

am plitude uctuationsin j�j2 + j�j2 which we identify asinstability to colum nardim erform ation. Thisinstability

is wellknown for x = 0 and can be suppressed by bi-quadratic term s.28 For the param eters m entioned above,we

�nd xc = 0:087. M ost ofour detailed num ericalresults are for x > xc. Furtherm ore these two m odes are m ostly

decoupled from the low lying m odesin Eq.(41),and doesnotdisturb theirbehaviorin the lim itx ! 0 discussed in

the followings.

W e nextdiscuss in greaterdetailthe � and the � gauge m odes. As seen in Fig.1,the � m ode is a uctuation of

I towardsthe north and south poles,and describesthe adm ixture ofthe s-ux phase.From Eq.(37)we see that�u

generatesa staggered im aginary partto the hopping m atrix elem entswhich willproduce staggered orbitalcurrents.

Thusthe physicalm anifestation ofthe � m ode isstaggered orbitalcurrentuctuations. The softnessofthe � m ode

m eansthatitisreadily excited by therm alorquantum uctuations. Thisisclearly related to the strong staggered

12



orbitalcurrent uctuations found in the projected d-wave superconductor wavefunction.17 The energy cost is low

becausethes-ux and thed-wavesuperconductorarealm ostdegeneratein energy.Theenergy di�erencearisesonly

becausea0 isdi�erentin thetwo states.Atthem ean �eld level,the energy di�erencecom esfrom theFerm ipockets

and isproportionalto x2. However,we �nd thatafterintegrating outa0,the energy costincreases,apparently due

to the enforcem ent ofthe constraintand the eigenvalue shown in Fig.3 is linear in x. W e have also com puted the

eigenvaluesfor�nite!.Itshould benoted thatthe9� 9 m atrix isnotHerm itian for�nite!m (M atsubarafrequency).

Then we m akethe analytic continuation asi!m ! ! + i� with in�nitestim al� > 0.This� can be neglected outside

ofthe particle-hole continuum ,and in thiscase the 9� 9 m atrix isHerm itian and its eigenvaluesare real. W e will

presentbelow theresultsfor(q;!)outsideoftheparticle-holecontinuum .W efound thattheeigenvaluecan be�tted

by ax � b

x
!2 � c

x
k
2 forsm all! and k = q � (�;�). The inverse x dependence ofthe coe�cientm ightbe surprising

butthe !2 and k region shrinksasx becom essm all,so thatthe x = 0 lim itissm oothly attained.Furtherm ore,the

negativecoe�cientofk 2 indicatesthattheeigenvaluehasa localm axim um atq = (�;�).A plausibledependenceis
p
(ax)2 � b0!2 � c0k2,which isreduced totheaboveform in thelim itj!j;jkj< < x.BacktotheM atsubarafrequency,

the suggested e�ectiveaction forthe � m ode is

S� =
X

k;!m

p
(ax)2 + b0!2m � c0k2j�(k;!m )j

2 (45)

in the region j!m j;jkj< < x.The sm allenergy gap ax leadsto a strong spectralweight.Thisiscon�rm ed by direct

num ericalcalculationsin the nextsection. Here itisinteresting to com pare these resultswith the SU(2)form alism

with thosein the U(1)whereonly a30 isintegrated over.The suggested action in thiscaseis

S
U (1)

�
=

X

k;!m

�
(ax)2 + b

00
!
2

m + c
00
xk

2
�
j�(k;!m )j

2
: (46)

Thereforeitisevidentthatthe SU(2)sym m etry leadsto quite di�erentx-dependence in the lim itx ! 0.

To investigate the � gauge m odes we �rst discuss x = 0. The m ean �eld solution is the �-ux phase where the

ferm ions obey the Dirac spectra with nodes at(� �

2
;� �

2
). After integrating outthe ferm ions,itis known that the

e�ective gauge�eld action ispurely transverseand given by30

S� =
X

k;!m

�0

p
k2 + !2m

�

��� �
k�k�

k2

�

a�(k;!m )a�(k;� !m ) (47)

where a� is the continuum version ofai;i+ � and k is m easured relative to (�;�). W e con�rm this by com puting

the eigenvalues for x = 0 at �nite q = (1:03�;�). The transverse m ode behaves as
p
k2 + !2m as expected while

the longitudinalm ode isexactly zero forall!m . Thisisbecause the longitudinalm ode ispure gauge (a� = r ��)

and isnota realdegree offreedom . In constrast,ifwe worked with the U(1)form ulation [Eq.(7)],we �nd thatthe

longitudinalm odehaseigenvaluecloseto j!j.Thustheaddition ofthea10 and a
2
0 in theSU(2)form ulation iscrucial.

O therwise we would have gotten a spuriouscollective m ode. Thisisa dram atic illustration ofthe advantage ofthe

SU(2)form ulation,ifoneisinterested in obtaining m eaningfulresultswhich aresm oothly connected to the undoped

case.For�nitex weseefrom Fig.3thattheeigenvalueincreaseslinearly with x forsm allx.A reasonableapproxim ate

forthe transversem ode is[for k = q � (�;�)]

S
transverse

� =
X

k;!m

�

�0

q

(a’x)
2 + k2 + !2m

��

��� �
k�k�

k2

�

v�(k;!m )v�(k;!m ) (48)

where

v� =
1

2
r �� � a� (49)
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is the continuum lim it ofvi;i+ � and �0 param eterizesthe spectralweight. Thus we expectthe transverse m ode to

show an edge singularity starting at! =
p
(a�x)

2 + k2. In Fig.5 we show the eigenvaluesofthe � gauge m odesas

function of(qx � �)=� at qy = � and !m = 0,which shows the expected dependence on qx � � from eq.(48) for

transversem ode.

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

0.07

0.08

0.09

0.10

x=0.004

longitudeinal  gauge mode

transverse  gauge mode

e
ig

e
n
va

lu
e

(q
x
- )/

FIG .5. The eigenvalue (in unitsof ~J)ofthe transverse and longitudinal� gauge m ode asa function ofkx=� = (qx � �)=�

with qy = � and !m = 0 for x = 0:004. They show the expected behaviorfor sm allx and q near (�;�)because when x = 0

and !m = 0,the transverse m ode should be linearin jkjand the longitudinalm ode should be zero forallq and !m .

At�nitex thelongitudinalm odebecom esarealdegreeoffreedom duetothebreakingoftheresidualU(1)sym m etry.

At!m = 0 and q = (�;�) the eigenvalue isa�x,degenerate with the transverse m ode. For�nite kx = qx � �,the

eigenvalueshowsa slow decreaseand then saturates.Thisisshown in Fig.5.Thisisto beexpected astheeigenvalue

iszero forall!m and q forx = 0. Asforthe spectralfunction,we justinvertthe 12� 12 m atrix num erically with

!m ! ! + i�,and we do nothave to worry aboutthe non-Herm itian nature ofthe m atrix,which willbe shown in

the nextsection. Itisworth noting thatthe longitudinalgauge m ode isthe only m ode with signi�cantcoupling to

�R and thereforeto density uctuations.

W enextdiscusstheG oldstonem ode.W eexpecttheeigenvaluetobeoftheform �s(r �)2,where� isthecontinuum

lim itofa slowly varying �u.W eindeed verify thatupon diagonalizing the9� 9 m atrix described in thelastsection,

a soft eigenvalue em erges which is linear in q2. Furtherm ore the coe�cient � s is proportionalto x. This is to be

expected in ourSU(2)form ulation,asx = 0 isan insulator.Itisinteresting to analyzehow thisresultem erges.The

pointisthatthe coe�cientof(r � u)
2 in the freeenergy com puted using Eqs.(21,40)is�f,which correspondsto the

superuid density ofa nearly half-�lled conventionalsuperconductor,and �f � 1.How do weobtain �s = x ? In the

num ericswe �nd thatthe �sq
2 m ode isa coupled m ode between �u and �s. Recallthat�s isrelated to the phase

of�ij and m ay thereforebeidenti�ed with theU(1)gauge�eld a in theU(1)form ulation.20 In thatform ulation the

freeenergy in the superconducting (Bosecondensed)statetakesthe form

F = �f(r �u � a)2 + �bjaj
2 (50)

where �b = x and �f isthe ferm ion contribution to the superuid density,which isoforderunity.Upon m inim izing

F with respectto a,wearriveatthe Io�e-Larkin form ula30 F = �s(r �u)
2 where

�s =
�b�f

�b + �f
: (51)

The screening ofr �u by the gauge �eld a convertsthe ferm ion response �f to the physicalresponse �s � x. W hen

weexpressEq.(50)in m atrix form we seethatthe freeenergy hasdiagonalcontributions�f(r �u)
2 and (�f + �b)a

2

and an o�-diagonalterm � �fr �u � a.W hen weexam inethe9� 9 m atrix,we�nd thatforsm allq,�u isonly coupled
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to �s and the form ofthe 2� 2 sub-m atrix isjustthatgiven by the abovediscussion ifweidentify a with �s.Upon

diagonalizing the 2� 2 m atrix,the soft m ode with eigenvalue �sq
2 em erges. This sim ply con�rm s that our SU(2)

form ulation containsthe sam e U(1)gauge �eld and the sam e screening m echanism isatwork. O ne consequence of

Io�e-Larkin screening isthatat�nite tem perature�s(T)= �s(0)� C x2T,i.e.,the coe�cientofthe linearT term is

proportionaltox2.W ehavealsoveri�ed num erically thatthisisthecaseby com puting�s at�niteT.Experim entally,

thereisstrongevidencethatthecoe�cientofthelinearT term isindependentofx.31 Thefactthat�s isproportional

to x can beseen m orereadily ifweassociatethephase�i with bi in Eq.(13)instead ofwith zi aswehavedoneso far.

Then itisclearthatforstatic�i,only the lastterm in Eq.(12)dependson �i� �j and thefree energy changem ust

beproportionalto r20 � x.Furtherm ore,thecoupling to ferm ion excitationsisproportionalto x,so thattheresponse

to therm alexcitations ofquasiparticles is proportionalto x2. Thus Io�e-Larkin and our uctuation theory are in

disagreem entwith experim ent.W ebelievethisisan indication thattheferm ionsand bosonsarecon�ned to becom e

electronsin the superconducting state and thatcon�nem entphysicsis beyond the G aussian uctuation considered

here.

V .N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S FO R T H E SP EC T R A L FU N C T IO N S O F T H E � M O D E A N D T H E � G A U G E

M O D ES

Asshown in Appendix A,the collectiveuctuationsaboutthe saddlepointisdescribed by the quadraticform

Se� = X �

�
M

J
�� + M

F
��

�
X �; � = 1:::12 (52)

where X � =
�
�U‘�;:::;�R;a

1
0;a

2
0;a

3
0

�
are the 12 degreesoffreedom and M F

��(q;i!m )are m ade up offerm ion bubbles

com puted in Appendix A.Herewe study the spectralfunctions

SA (q;!)= Im CA (q;i!m ! ! + i�) (53)

where

CA (q;i!m )= hA(q;i!m )A(q;� i!m )i (54)

and wefocuson threecases,the� m ode(A = �u),thetransverseand longitudinal� gaugem odes(A = vi;i+ �).Using

Eq.(44)thesearereadily expressed in term sof

hX �X �i=
�
M

J + M
F
�� 1

(55)

and com puted num erically. W e use param etersin Eq. (21)~t=~J = 16=3,i.e.,~t=J = 2 and t0=t= � 0:5,which gives

realistic ferm ion bandstructure and we show results for x = 0:1. The m ean �eld param eters are �0 = 0:376 and

� 0 = 0:255.Notethatthem axim um energy gap isE g = � k= (�;�)= 4� 0
~J W e m easureenergy in unitsof ~J and the

lattice constantissetto unity.

Itisim portanttonotethatwede�nethecorrelatorsin term softheeigenvectors[(Eq.44)]which aretheeigenvectors

fo rq = (�;�)and !m = 0.Away from (�;�),theoverlap with thetrueeigenm odeism odi�ed and otherm odesm ay

m ix in.Furtherm ore,forthe�-gaugem odes,theassignm entin Eq.(44)correspondsto \polarization" in the x̂ and ŷ

directions,and aretheappropriatelongitudinaland transversem odesonly forq along the(qx;�)direction.Thusthe

num ericalresultsshown hereshould beviewed asproviding a guideforthebehaviorofthem odesnear(�;�).In the

nextsection wewillcom pute correlation functionswhich areexperim entally observablein the entire Brillouin zone.
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FIG .6. Spectralfunction forthe � m ode forq = (qx;qy)from 0 to (�;�).A contourplotand a bird’seye view are shown.

Frequency ! isin unitsof ~J(= 3

8
J).

Figure6 showstheresultsforthe� m odeS�(q;!)with q along thediagonalqx = qy in a contourplotand also in

a bird’seyeview.W eseethatthespectralfunction showsa strong peak near! � 1:1~J (~J isde�ned afterEq.(8)and

issuggested to take the value ~J = 3

8
J)which isstrongly localized nearq = (�;�). The spectralfunction disperses

rapidly upwardsasq deviatesfrom (�;�).Thevery largepeak heightcan beanticipated from theapproxim ateform

given by Eq.(45)because the sm allvalue ofthe gap ax givesa large spectralweightupon inversion ofthe e�ective

action.Thestrong and narrow peak isresponsiblefortheorbitalcurrentuctuationsin thesuperconducting ground

state.17
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FIG .7. Spectralfunction forthe transverse � gauge m ode forq = (qx;�),i.e.,from (0;�)to (�;�).A contourplotand a

bird’seye view are shown.Frequency ! isin unitsof ~J(= 3

8
J).

Figures7 and 8 show the transverseand longitudinal� gauge m odesalong q = (qx;�). The operatorsare chosen

to be

��t = cos�0��y � sin�0��y (56)
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��‘ = cos�0��x + sin�0��x (57)

where

��� =
1

2
(
X

�

f
y

i�fi+ �� + c:c:)� �0 (58)

��� =
1

2
(fi"fi+ �# � fi#fi+ �" + c:c:)� � 0�� (59)

aretheuctuationsoftherealpartof�ij and � ij,respectively.Since�0,� 0 arereal,thesecorrespond to am plitude

uctuations. These correlatorsare readily related to the correlationsinvolving U 3
� and U 1

�,respectively. Equations

(56,57)are sim ply the resolution ofthe uctuations illustrated in Fig.2 into its com ponents along the verticaland

horizontalaxes.Near(�;�)thetwo m odesaredegenerateand show a peak around ! = 1:5~J.Thelineshapeisshown

in Fig.9.Them odeisdam ped by particle-holeexcitationsand a sharp featureappearsasthe frequency dropsbelow

the particle-hole continuum . (Recallthat the particle-hole continuum is set by the scale ! = 2E g � 2~J with our

param eters.) Thetransversem odefrequency rem ainslow butlosesspectralweightasq goesaway from �;� towards

(0;�).O n the otherhand,the longitudinalm ode dispersesupwardsand gainsin strength.
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Finally we discussanotherim portantm ode which isclosely related to the � gauge m ode. Itisthe uctuation of

the am plitude A � =
p
j�i;i+ �j

2 + j� i;i+ �j
2 and isparam etrized by

�A� = sin�0��� + cos�0��� : (60)

Unlike them odesdiscussed so far,the am plitude m odehas�nite eigenvaluein thex = 0 lim it.However,forx � 0:1

the !m = 0 eigenvalue for the � m ode has reached the value 0.493,quite close to the am plitude m ode eigenvalue

of0.669. As seen from Eqs.(56,57,60)both these m odes involve the uctuation ofthe am plitudes of� and �,and

they willadm ix for�nite frequency. Thiscom plicatesthe interpretation ofthese collective m odes. In contrast,the

eigenvalueofthe � m ode isquite low at0.155 and itsinterpretation asa collectivem ode ism oreclear.In Fig.10 we

show the spectralfunction forthe am pltidue m ode atq = (�;�).
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FIG .10. Spectralfunction ofthe am plitude m ode atq = (�;�).

V I.EX P ER IM EN TA L O B SERVA T IO N O F T H E C O LLEC T IV E M O D ES

Finally,we discusspossible experim entalconsequencesofthese collective m odes.Asdiscussed earlier,the � m ode

producesstaggered orbitalcurrents.Thesein turn generatea physicalm agnetic�eld which isstaggered and which is,

in principle,observable by inelastic neutron scattering. Here we com pute the scattering cross-section. The neutron

scattering by orbitalcurrentshasbeen considered by Hsu etal.32 and we follow theirdiscussion.W e �nd that

d�

d
dq
=
k0

k

�
m n

2�

��
4��z

V q2

� 2

I(q;!) (61)

where

I(q;!)=
2

1� e� ��h!

( �
qy

qx

� 2

(1� cosqx)Im �x;x(q;!)

+

�
qx

qy

� 2

(1� cosqy)Im �y;y(q;!)

�
1

2

�
1� e

iqx
��
1� e

� iqy
�
Im �x;y(q;!)

�
1

2

�
1� e

� iqx
��
1� e

iqy
�
Im �y;x(q;!)

)

(62)
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where��� = hJ�J�i,� = � 1:91 e�h

m n c
S istheneutron m agneticm om ent,m n istheneutron m ass,and V isthevolum e.

W e takethe currentoperatorto be the m ean �eld expression (b= b0 =
p
x)

J� = ixt
X

i�

�

f
y

i�
fi+ �� � c:c:

�

: (63)

In orderto com pute the correlation function,���,we note that any bilinear ferm ion operatorcan be written in

term sof 
y

j�U ij i fora suitable �U which in turn can be expanded according to Eq.(26)as�U i;i+ � =
P 3

a= 0
�a��

a.

The correlation function is then com puted by treating �a� as source term s and then di�erentiate the e�ective free

energy with respectto �a�.The sourceterm ssim ply m odify the e�ective action Se� [Eq.(52)]by

S
0

e�
= X �M

J
��X � + X

0
�M

F
��X

0
� (64)

where X 0
� isobtained from X � by �Ua� ! �Ua� + �a�. Upon com pleting the square and integrating outX �,we �nd

thathO a
�O

b
�iwhereO

a
� =  

y

i+ ��
a i isobtained from the appropriatem atrix elem entof

M
F
�
1� (M J + M

F )� 1M F
�
: (65)

In thisway the neutron scattering cross-section isevaluated num ericaly. W e expectthatthe scattering ispredom i-

nantly coupled to the� m odeand indeed theresultisvery sim ilarto the� m odespectralfunction shown in Fig.6.In

Fig.11weshow thelineshapeI(q;!)given by Eq.(62)in thezerotem peraturelim itatq = (�;�).In ordertoestim ate

the experim entalfeasibilty,we com pare the totalcross-section (integrated overallq and !)to the scattering from a

lattice ofS = 1

2
m om ents.Hsu etal.estim ated the totalcross-section to be about1% ofthatofspin scattering and

ourresultsarein rough agreem ent.Theexperim entaldetection ofthissignalm ay bedi�cultbecausea resonancein

the spin scattering existsaround 30 m eV atq = (�;�)forunderdoped cuprates.Thisresonanceisvery narrow in q

and !,butitsintegrated weightnear(�;�)isalso about1% ofthetotalspin scattering.Thescattering dueto the�

m odeisofcom parabletotalstrength butm orespread outin !,m aking itharderto detect.However,unlikethespin

uctuation which isisotropic,the orbitalcurrentsgive rise to an e�ective m om entwhich isperpendicularto the a-b

plane.Sinceneutron issensitiveonly to thecom onentofthem om entnorm alto theq vector,theorbitalcontribution

can in principle be extracted by varying the q vectorfrom norm alto parallelto the a-bplane.
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FIG .11. Neutron scattering intensity I(q;!)atzero tem perature vs.! (in unitsof ~J = 3

8
J)atq = (�;�).

Anotherprobe which couplesto the orbitalcurrentisRam an scattering.However,since the excitation isepected

to peak at(�;�),the large m om entum transferrequiresX-ray Ram an scattering.Itisknown thatX-ray couplesto
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m agnetic m om ents as wellas orbitalm om ents.33 The m om ent due to the orbitalcurrent is weak and corresponds

in strength to roughly 0:1�B . W hile Bragg scattering from an ordered spin m om enthasbeen observed,34 inelastic

scattering from a short-rangeorderofsuch a sm allm om entisbeyond the currentcapability ofX-ray scattering.W e

note,however,thatpolarization dependence isa powerfultood to distinguish between spin and orbitalcontributions

in X-ray scattering.33

Next we discuss the possible m easurem ent ofthe � gauge m odes. As discussed before,these m odes involve the

m odulation oftheam plitude ofthehopping param eter�ij and thepairing param eter� ij in a staggered fashion,i.e.,

with m om entum (�;�).Theam plitudeuctuationsofthesuperconducting orderparam eterisnoteasy to detectand

hasbeen experim entally observed only in the specialcaseofsuperconductivity in a chargedensity wavesystem .35;36

O n the other hand,the uctuations in �ij couples to the quasiparticle hopping m atrix elem ent. In the m ean �eld

theory wecan write an e�ective coupling as

H 1 = � xt
X

< ij> �

e
i(e=c)A ijf

y

i�fj� + c:c: (66)

whereweincludeA i;i+ � = aA � asthelatticeversion oftheelectrom agnetic�eld A .Expansion ofEq.(66)to�rstorder

in A ij yields the standard j � A coupling. W hen expanded to second order we obtain1
2
xt
�
e

c

�2
A 2
ij

�

f
y

i�fj� + c:c:

�

.

Thisgivesrise to Ram an scattering which iscoupled to uctuationsin �ij. Thiskind ofcoupling wasdiscussed by

Shastry and Shraim an37 as an explanation ofthe continuum background due to incoherent electronic excitations.

Here we expect that Ram an scattering willcouple to the transverse and longitudinal� gauge m ode. Physically,a

m odulation ofj�ijjisa m odulation ofthe bond charge density which should couple to Ram an scattering. Standard

Ram an scattering providesessentially zero m om entum transfer.In orderto coupleto the� gaugem odeat(�;�)and

to follow itsdispersion,X-ray Ram an scattering willbeneeded.Theleading contribution to inelasticX-ray scattering

originatesfrom the e
2

2m c2
A 2 term in thesingleparticleHam iltonian and thescattering cross-section isusually written

as38

d2�

d
d!
=

�
d�

d


�

T h

S(q;!) (67)

wherethe Thom son cross-section is

�
d�

d


�

T h

= r
2

0 (̂�1 � �̂2)
2 !2

!1
; (68)

r0 = e2=m c2 istheThom son radius,�̂1;!1,and �̂2;!2 aretheincidentand scatteringpolarization vectorand frequency,

respectively,and S(q;!)is the Fouriertransform ofthe electron density-density correlation function. O n a lattice,

the corresponding m atrix elem entcom esfrom the second-orderexpansion ofEq.(66)and can be written as

1

2

X

< i;j>

xt

�
e

c

�2
A
2

ij

�

f
y

i�
fj� + c:c:

�

=
x

4

�
m

m �

��
e2

m c2

�
1

2

X

i;�

A
2

�(ri)

�

f
y

i�fi+ �� + c:c:

�

(69)

where the sum is over nearest neighbors and ta2 = 1

4m � . Apart from m

m � ,which is oforder 1

2
,we see that the

couplingissim ilartothecontinuum theory,exceptthatthenum beroperatorf
y

i�
fi� isreplaced by

1

4

�

f
y

i�
fi+ �� + c:c:

�

.

Furtherm ore,afactorx arisesduetothestrongcorrelation.W eseefrom Eq.(69)thatX-rayRam an scatteringdirectly

couples to the uctuating in �ij and therefore to the � gauge m ode. It seem s that high resolution inelastic X-ray

scattering isa prom ising technique to observethe appearance ofthe � gauge m ode atlow tem peratures.The cross-

section forX-ray scattering isproportionalto < j(q;!)j2 > where
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(q;!)=
X

�

�̂
0
� �̂�(q;!)̂�� ; (70)

�̂ and �̂0aretheincom ing and outgoingphoton polarization and �̂�(q;!)istheFouriertransform ofthekineticenergy

operatorde�ned in Eq.(58).Thusthe Ram an scattering isgiven in term sof

S
�
��(q;!)= < �̂�(q;!)̂��(q;!)> : (71)

Thisiscom puted num erically using the sam em ethod described by Eqs.(64)and (65).The resultsareshown in Fig.

12 along (qx;�).
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FIG .12. Spectralfunction S
�
��(q;!)(� = x̂)for the correlation ofthe kinetic energy operator [Eq.(71)]which is m easured

by inelastic X-ray scattering. A contourplotand a bird’seye view are shown. q rangesfrom (0;�)to (�;�),i.e.,q = (qx;�).

Frequency ! isin unitsof ~J(= 3

8
J).

The spectralfunction ispeaked at(�;�)asexpected. Note thatalong the (qx;�)direction (Fig.12)the spectral

function hassim ilarstructureasthe longitudinal� gaugem ode(Fig.8).

The spectralfunction at q = (�;�) is shown in Fig.13. W e note that its shape is quite sim ilar to that ofthe

am plitude m ode shown in Fig.10. For com pleteness,we also com puted the correlation S� = < ������ > where

� � was de�ned in Eq.(59). This describes the uctuations ofthe realpart of� ij and would correspond to the

conventionalsuperconducting am plitudem ode.Asshown in Fig.14,itsshapeissim ilarto thatofthe� gaugem ode.
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FIG .14. The spectralfunction S� (q;!)atq = (�;�).

G iven that�� and �� are linearsuperpositionsof�A and �� according to Eqs.(56,60),itissurprising thattheir

spectralfunctionsarenotsim ply weighted averagesoftheam plitudeand � gaugem odes.Thereason isthatthereis

signi�cantcross-correlation between �� and ��,aswellasbetween �A and ��,i.e.,theam plitudeand � uctuations

are nottruly eigenm odes. Thisisa consequence ofthe signi�cantm ixing atx = 0:1 between these m odesat�nite

frequenciesasdiscussed earlier.Itisperhapsbetterto focuson S��;� which isexperim entally m easurable.The peak

observed in S��;� correspondsto collectiveoscillationsofthehopping m atrix elem ent.Thisisa new degreeoffreedom

not present in conventionalsuperconductors. To em phasize this point we have also com puted the \bare bubble"

response,i.e.,using M F
��

without the collective enhancem ent shown in in Eq.(65). As seen in Fig.13,the latter is

m uch m orespread outin frequency.Finally wenote thatforthe relatively high doping considered here,the � gauge

m ode appears to be closely related to the m ore conventionalsuperconductor am plitude uctuation ��� (albeit at

q = (�;�))and isdi�cultto detect.

W e note thatsince �ij couplesto the quasiparticle hopping m atrix elem ent,itin turn iscoupled to phonons. In
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Appendix B we consider the possibility that the collective m odes m ay appear as phonon sidebands which m ay be

detected optically.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N

W e have shown that in the gauge theory description ofthe t-J m odel,new collective m odes appear in the su-

perconducting ground state. The SU(2)gauge theory allowsusto classify these collective m odesand predictthem

analytically.Thesepredictionsarecon�rm ed by num ericalcom putation ofthecollectivem odespectra.In particular,

weseethattheSU(2)form ulation allowsusto sm oothly connectto thex = 0 lim it,whereasin theU(1)form ulation,

spuriousm odeswould haveappeared.

In this paper we describe the bosons in the radialgauge. It is then clear that boson dynam ics do not play a

role and that collective m odes dynam ics are entirely determ ined by the ferm ions via the ferm ion bubbles which

m ake up the m atrix M F . In Ref. (24) we proposed a �-m odelform ulation where the low-lying excitations are

param etrized by the boson h =
p
xz =

p
x

�
z1
z2

�

. W e proposed an e�ective action which included a term xzyD 0z

where D 0 = @� + eA 0 + a30�
3 [Eq.(78) Ref. (24)]. Note that this term produces a coupling between the � and �

m odesoftheform ��@��.ThisBerry’sphaseterm isabsentin thepresentpaper.ThusEq.(78)ofref.(24)disagrees

with the presentwork and webelievethatitisincorrect.W ithin the�-m odelapproach in ref.(24),oneshould have

absorbed the zy@�z term into the zya30�
3z term by a gauge transform ation and solve forthe a0‘0 term sby im posing

the constraintlocally. Thatis in fact what is done in this paper for sm all�� and ��. A sim ilar procedure can be

adopted forarbitrary � and � to generatea �-m odel.Thusthe�-m odelshould beviewed asa way to param etrizethe

low-lying uctuation oftheU ij m atrix [asin Eq.(40)]and thee�ectiveaction dependsonly on theferm ion dynam ics.

The appearanceofthe new collective m odesanswersthe question ofwhetherthe superconducting state described

by the gauge theory is any di�erent from a conventionalBCS state. The � m ode is coupled to staggered orbital

currents.Theim portanceofthese currentswasalready revealed in the G utzwillerprojected BCS wavefunction.17 In

principle,they should be observable by neutron scattering or X-ray Ram an scattering. A new collective degree of

freedom isthem oduation ofthehopping am plitudewhich isobservableby high resolution inelasticX-ray scattering.

W ealsoshow how they giveriseto side-bandsin certain phonon m odes.However,theweaknessofthecouplingm akes

itsobservation di�cult. The predictionsofthese collective m odesare unique featuresofthe slave-boson/gauge-�eld

approach to thet-J m odeland experim entalsearchesforthecollectivem odeswillserveasim portanttestsofthisline

ofapproach to the high Tc problem .
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E EFFEC T IV E A C T IO N FO R C O LLEC T IV E M O D ES

In this appendix,we sketch the calculation ofthe e�ective action forthe collective m odes up to quadratic order.

For sim plicity,we consider here the case oft0 = 0. The inclusion oft0-term is rather trivial. W e start with the

Lagrangian Eq.(21)in the text,because we considerthe superconducting ground state with the bose condensation.

Theprocedureisstandard asin theusual1/N expansion.Nam ely we�rstdividetheintegralvariablesinto them ean
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�eld (saddle point)valuesand the uctuationsasgiven in Eq.(24).Integrating overthe ferm ionic integralvariables,

wecan expand the e�ectiveaction with respectto the uctuating part�Uij,�a
3
0,�a

1
0;�a

2
0,and �R.

Then the stationary condition thatthe linearorderterm sin �Uij etc. vanish givesthe self-consistentm ean �eld

equationsas

� =

Z �

� �

dkx

2�

Z �

� �

dky

2�

� �kk

2E k

=

Z
d2k

(2�)2

� �kk

2E k

(A1)

� =

Z
d2k

(2�)2

~J�� 2

k

E k

(A2)

�0 =

Z
d2k

(2�)2

2~tk�k

E k

(A3)

wherek = coskx + cosky,�k = coskx � cosky,and E k =
p
�2
k
+ � 2

k
with �k and � k being given below eq.(23).

The G aussian uctuationsarerepresented by the quadraticterm sS2.

S2 =

Z �

0

d�

�

~J
X

i;�= x;y

�
j��ii+ �j

2 + j��ii+ �j
2
�
� r

2

0

X

i

�
2i�a30(i)�Ri+ �0(�Ri)

2
�

�
X

< i;j> �

r
2

0
~tij�Ri�Rj < f

y

i�fj� + f
y

j�fi� >

�

+
1

2
Tr[G V G V ] (A4)

where � is the inverse tem perature and the lastterm representsthe second ordercontributions from the ferm ionic

determ inant.HeretheG reen’sfunction is2� 2m atrix foreach k = (k;!n)(k:wavevector,!n:ferm ionicM atsubara

frequency).Then the explicitform ofthe lastterm in eq.(A4)is(q= (q;!m ))

1

2�V

X

q

X

k

tr[G (k � q=2)V (k� q=2;k+ q=2)G (k + q=2)V (k+ q=2;k� q=2)]; (A5)

wheretr m eansthe traceoverthe 2� 2 m atrix.TheG reen’sfunction isgiven by,

[G (k)]� 1 =

�
i!n � �k ; � � k

� � k ; i!n + �k

�

; (A6)

which isrepresented in a com pactform in term softhe Paulim atrices�1;�2;�3 as

G (k)= � [!2n + E
2

k]
� 1[i!n + � k�

1
� �k�

3]: (A7)

The m atrix V isexplicitely given by

V (k + q=2;k� q=2)=
2~J
p
�V

X

�= x;y

�

�
� i�a30(q)� ��00�(q)sink� � ��0�(q)cosk� ; � i�a10(q)� �a20(q)+ ��0�(q)cosk� + i��00�(q)cosk�

� i�a10(q)+ �a20(q)+ ��0�(q)cosk� � i��00�(q)cosk� ; + i�a30(q)� ��00�(q)sink� + ��0�(q)cosk�

�

: (A8)

Hereitisnoted that�Uij isrepresented as

�Uii+ � = � ��
0
�(i)�

3 + i��
00
�(i)+ ��0�(i)�

1
� ��00�(i)�

2 (A9)

where��(i)= �0�(i)+ i�00�(i),and � �(i)= � 0
�(i)+ i� 00

�(i).TheFouriertransform ationsofthesevariablesarede�ned

as
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�
0
�(i;�)=

1
p
�V

X

q

�
0
�(q)e

� i!m � + iq� Ri+ � =2; (A10)

and sim ilarexpressionsforothervariables.W e de�ne the 12 variablesX �(q)(� = 1;:::;12)as

X (q)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

��00x(q)

��00y(q)

��0x(q)

��0y(q)

��00x(q)

��00y(q)

��0x(q)

��0y(q)

�R(q)

�a10(q)

�a20(q)

�a30(q)

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(A11)

In the calculation ofthe ferm ionicpolarization function the following integralsareneeded.

Fab(q;!m ;k)=
1

�

X

!n

tr[G (k + q=2)�aG (k � q=2)�b]; (A12)

where�0 = 1 (unitm atrix)and �1;2;3 arePaulim atrices.Atzero tem perature,thesum m ation over!n isreduced to

the integral,i.e.,�� 1
P

!n
!

R
d!=2�,which can be doneto resultin the following 4� 4 m atrix.

F (q;!m )=
0

B
@

(!2m =4+ �+ �� + � + � � )I1 � I3; i(� + + � � )I2 + i!m (� � � � + )I1=2;

i(� + + � � )I2 + i!m (� � � � + )I1=2; (!2m =4� �+ �� + � + � � )I1 � I3;

i(�+ � � � �� � + )I1; (� �+ + �� )I2 + !m (�+ + �� )I1=2;

� i(�+ + �� )I2 + i!m (�+ � �� )I1=2; � (�+ � � + �� � + )I1;

i(� �+ � � + �� � + )I1; � i(�+ + �� )I2 + i!m (�+ � �� )I1=2

(�+ � �� )I2 � !m (�+ + �� )I1=2; � (�+ � � + �� � + )I1
(!2m =4� �+ �� � � + � � )I1 � I3; (� � + + � � )I2 + !m (� + + � � )I1=2

(� + � � � )I2 � !m (� + + � � )I1=2; (!2m =4+ �+ �� � � + � � )I1 � I3

1

C
A (A13)

where

I1(q)=
1

!4m + 2!2m (E
2
+ + E 2

� )+ (E 2
+ � E 2

� )
2

�
!2m � E 2

+ + E 2
�

2E +

+
!2m + E 2

+ � E 2
�

2E �

�

I2(q)=
1

!4m + 2!2m (E
2
+ + E 2

� )+ (E 2
+ � E 2

� )
2

�
!m (E + � E � )[!

2
m + (E + � E � )

2]

4E + E �

I3(q)=
1

!4m + 2!2m (E
2
+ + E 2

� )+ (E 2
+ � E 2

� )
2

�
(E + + E � )!

4
m

8E + E �

+
(E + + E � )

3!2m

8E + E �

+
(E + � E � )

2(E + + E � )

2

�

(A14)

The staticlim itofthese funcitonsareeasily estim ated as

I1(q;!m = 0)=
1

2E + E � (E + + E � )

I2(q;!m = 0)= 0

I3(q;!m = 0)=
1

2(E + + E � )
: (A15)

Here we have introduced the abbrebiationssuch asE � = E k� q=2 etc. Then the quadratic action S2 with respectto

the variablesX � isgiven by
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S2 =
X

q

�
X

�;�= 1;12

� ��(q)X �(q)X �(� q)

+
X

�= 1;8

~JX �(q)X �(� q)� ix(X 12(q)X 9(� q)+ X 12(q)X 9(� q))�
x�0

2
(cosqx + cosqy)X 9(q)X 9(� q):

�

(A16)

Here

� �� =
1

V

X

k

��(k)��(k)Fa(�);a(�)(q;!m ;k) (A17)

where

�(k)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

� 2sinkx
� 2sinky
2coskx
2cosky
� 2coskx
� 2cosky
� 2coskx
� 2cosky

� 4x~t(cos(kx)cos(qx=2)+ cos(ky)cos(qy=2))

� 1

� 1

� 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(A18)

and a(�)isthe index ofthe Paulim atrix corresponding to each com ponentand isgiven asa(1)= a(2)= 0;a(3)=

a(4)= 1;a(5)= a(6)= 2;a(7)= a(8)= a(9)= 3;a(10)= 1;a(11)= 2;a(12)= 3.The ferm ion bubble isanalytically

continued in the standard way asF (i!m ! ! + i�).Equation (A16)isnum erically evaluated by discretizing the 1st

Brillouin zone by 200� 200 and treating � assm allbut�nite. The convergence with respectto the num ber ofthe

lattice pointshasbeen checked.

Equation (A15) is the quadatic form s for the 12 variables X �, and by integrating over the last 3 variables

X 10;X 11;X 12(= �a10;�a
2
0;�a

3
0),we obtain the e�ective action for 9 variables,which has positive de�nite engenval-

uesforeach q= (q;!m )when the m ean �eld solution isstable.

A P P EN D IX B :C O U P LIN G O F T H E � G A U G E M O D E T O P H O N O N S

Letusconsiderthe m ode where the planaroxygen m ovesin and outofthe plane. W e focuson the oxygen m ode

becausethem assislightand thefrequency relatively low,and both featurestend to enhancethecoupling.In LSCO

and YBCO ,the oxygen isbuckled outofthe plane. (In YBCO the displacem entu0 = 0:256 Angstrom s.) Then the

out-of-planephonon m odehasa linearcoupling to theCu-O bond length and thereforeto thee�ectivehopping tand

exchangeJ.Thisproblem wasconsidered by Norm and etal.39 who concluded thatin YBCO

�tij = �tt�uij=a (B1)

�Jij = �JJ�uij=a (B2)

where they estim ate �t �
1

2
�J � 2:6 fora displacem ent�uij ofthe oxygen on the ij bond norm alto the plane.The

surprising large coupling is partly due to the fact that the displacem ent �uij is norm alized to the lattice constant

a � 4 Angstrom swhich isquite large.Letus�rstfocuson the �tij term .The m odulation ofthe Ham iltonian is

�Ht =
X

< ij> �

�tijc
y

i�cj�
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�
X

< ij> ;�

�tt
�uij

a
bib

y

jfi�f
y

j�

� �t(�0 + ��ij)xt
�uij

a
(B3)

The lastline isin the m ean �eld approxim ation,whereweretained the am plitude uctuation ��ij of�ij.

Next,recallthatthe � gaugem ode couplesto �ij via Eqs.(37)and (38),so that

��ij = � � 0(� 1)
ix + iy vij : (B4)

Com bining Eqs.(B3)and (B4),we�nd an e�ectivecoupling between thepnonon displacem entand the� guagem ode

co-ordinate

H eff = � �eff(� 1)
ix + iy

�uij

a
vij (B5)

where

�eff = �txt� 0 : (B6)

Note thata uctuation ofvij couplesto a (�;�)phonon m ode asexpected. Itturnsoutthatthe m odulation ofJ

given by Eq.(B2)doesnotcouple to the � gauge m ode. The reason isthatin m ean �eld,the m odulation ofthe J

term is �Jij(�
�
ij�ij + � �

ij� ij). This couplesto the am plitude m ode. O n the otherhand,in the � gauge m ode,the

totalm odulusj�ijj
2 + j� ijj

2 isheld �xed,asshown in Fig.2.Thusthere isno coupling between the � gaugem ode

and the phonon via the �Jij term .

W e next approxim ate the phonon as an Einstein m odel. The energy is given by 1

2
(� !2 + !20)a

2M
�
�u

a

�2
where

!0 is the frequency and M is the m ass. W e approxim ate the gauge m ode as a wellde�ned m ode at frequency !�

with energy 1

2

� �

!�
(� !2 + !2

�
)v2ij and adjust�� to m atch the spectralweight.Thecoupled phonon-� gaugem odesare

obtained by diagonalizing the 2� 2 m atrix

D
� 1 =

�
1

2

� �

!�
(� !2 + !2�) � �eff

� �eff
1

2
(� !2 + !20)a

2M

�

: (B7)

The m odesare

!
2

� =
1

2

h

(!20 + !
2

�)�

q

(!2
0
� !2

�
)2 + 4g2!4

0

i

(B8)

wherethe dim ensionlesscoupling constantis

g
2 =

4�2eff!�

a2M !4
0
��

(B9)

The phonon G reen’sfunction D = h�uij�uijiis

D =
(� !2 + !2�)

(� !2 + !2+ )(� !
2 + !2� )a

2M
: (B10)

Assum ing !0 > !�,the phonon m ode isshifted slightly upwardsin frequency to !+ buta side band appearsat!�

which isnear!�.The ratio ofthe spectralweightofthe !� side band to the !+ m ode is

R =
!2� � !2�

!2+ � !2
�

!+

!�
: (B11)

Forweak coupling g2 < < 1,weexpand the num eratorusing Eq.(B8)and replace!+ by !0 and !� by !� to obtain
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R =
g2!40

�

!2
0
� !2

�

�2

�
!0

!�

�

: (B12)

Thisresultforthe relativespectralweightisalso valid if!0 < !�.

The spectralweightratio is m ainly determ ined by the coupling constantg2. To m ake a rough estim ate,we take

M = oxygen m ass!0 � J=4 so thata2M !20 � 25eV � 200J.Taking �eff � J=4,we�nd

g
2
�

1

200

!�

!0��
: (B13)

W eestim ate�� � 1 becausewecan seefrom Fig.9 thatthespectralweightofthe� gaugem odeat(�;�),isoforder

unity.Unfortunately,g2 turnsoutto be very sm all.

Thesm allspectralweight(� 5� 10� 3 ofthem ain phonon peak)m eansthatitisprobably im possibletoobservethe

side-band by neutron scattering.O pticalm easurem entso�erhigherprecision.ForYBCO thephonon isatq = (�;�)

and do notcouple to light. LSCO o�ersa specialopportunity in thatatlow tem peratures,the lattice isin the low

tem peratureorthorhom bicphase(LTO )wherethebuckeling oftheoxygen isstaggered,i.e.,uij = u0(� 1)
ix + iy .Then

a q = 0 distortion uij = u0ij + �uij couplesto the staggered m odulation in �ij. Hence in LSCO the � gauge m ode

iscoupled to the q = 0 phonon m ode which can be studied optically eitherby absorption orby Ram an,depending

on itsactivity. The signature ofthe side band isthatitshould appearonly in the superconducting phase,because

in the norm alstate (pseudogap state)the I vectorrotatesoutofthe plane and isdisordered,so thatthe � m ode is

expected to be sm eared out. Sim ilarly,the weightofthe side band willbe reduced by applying a m agnetic �eld by

thefraction ofthesam pleoccupied by thevortex core.ThisisbecausetheI vectorisrotated to thenorth polenear

the vortex coreand the � m ode willloseitsidentity.

The above discussion was based on the assum ption that the � gauge m ode is a wellde�ned m ode and that the

am plitude m ode �A is m uch higher in frequency and plays no role. This is correct for sm alldoping but we have

seen thatforx = 0:1,the num ericalresultsshow a strong adm ixture ofthe � gaugem ode and the am plitude m ode.

Nevertheless,it is stillcorrect that the phonon couples to S���,which produces a sideband with a lineshape given

in Fig.13. Howeverwe should include the factthatthe phonon also m odulates the exchange constantaccording to

Eq.(B2)and couplesto theam plitudeuctuation aswell.Sincetheam plitudeuctuation hasa very sim ilarlineshape

(seeFig.10)to thatofS���,the�nalresultm ay stillbe interpreted asa m odulation ofthe hopping am plitude,a new

collectivedegreeoffreedom notpresentin conventionalsuperconductors.Finally,werem ark thatweonly haveresults

forT = 0,and in the x = 0:1 case the issue ofhow m uch ofthe spectralweightin S��� survivesabove Tc rem ains

open.
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