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In the slave boson m ean eld treatm ent of the t-J m odel, the ground state for sm all doping is
a d-w ave superconductor. A conventional superconductor has collective m odes associated w ith the
am plitude and phase of the pairing order param eter. H ere, the hopping m atrix elem ent ;3 is also
amean eld order param eter. W e therefore expect that new collective m odes w ill be introduced
w ith these additional com plex degrees of freedom . W e com pute the new collective m odes and their
spectral fiinctions by num erically diagonalizing the m atrix which descrbbes the uctuations about
themean eld solution. W e also show that the SU (2) gauge theory form ulation allow s us to predict
and classify these collective m odes. Indeed, the SU (2) form ulation is essential in order to avoid
spurious collective m odes as the doping x goes to zero. The m ost in portant new collective m odes
are the m ode and the longitudinal and transverse gauge m odes. The m ode corresponds
to uctuations of the staggered ux phase and creates orbital current uctuations. The gauge
m odes correspond to out-ofphase uctuations of the am plitudes of the pairing and the hopping
m atrix elem ents. W e com pute the neutron scattering cross-section which couplesto the m ode and
Inelastic X -ray scattering cross—section which couples to the uctuation in the realpart of 5. In
addition, we show that the latter uctuation at ( ; ) m ay be coupled to the buckling phonon m ode
In the LTO phase of LSCO and m ay be detected optically. E xperin ental searches of these collective
m odes w ill serve as in portant tests of this line of attack on the high T. problem .
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I. NTRODUCTION

Tt is now a widely acospted view that the problem of high T. superconductiviy is that of doping into a M ott
nsulator. The sin plest m odelw hich captures the physics of the strong correlation inherent in thisproblem is the t-J
m odel. T he no-double-occupant constraint leads naturally to a gauge theory. Them ean eld deooup]jl;lg ofthis theory
is the form al language w hich describes A nderson’s physical idea of a resonating valence bond RV B) :'].‘ Themean eld
theory indeed enpys a num ber of successes. Notably it pr‘edjcted the appearance of d-w ave superconductivity and the
existence of a spIn gap phase in the underdoped J:egjon;.’{:(i: T he properties of this soin gap phase are In rem arkable
agreem ent w ith those of the pseudogap phenom enology. M ost strking am ong these is that the quasiparticle spectral
function becom es a coherent peak w ith an all spectralweight. T his property em erges naturally out ofthemean eld
picture of the condensation ofbosons.

D espite these successes, the theory hasnot en pyed w ide ©llow ing because the gauge uctuations are strong and the
theory does not have‘a well controlled am all expansion param eter, except form alones such as the large N expansion.
For exam ple, Nayak:E has raised a num ber of ob fctions on general grounds. H oW ever, we believe these general
argum ents have been adequately answered in the ensuing com m ents and djscussions:ﬂ{:? Here we brie y summ arize
our point of view .

Initially, the gauge eld has In nite coupling in order to enforce the constraint on a lattice scale. Upon integrating
out high energy ferm ionic degrees of freedom , the coupling constant becom esoforderunity. T hen there isa chance that
themean eldtheory and uctuationsabout im ay be qualitatively correct at Intermm ediate tem perature scales. At low
energy scales, nonperturbative e ects related to com pact gauge theoriesm ay com e In, giving rise to the phenom enon
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of con nem ent. This phenom enon is well known at half- lling. The mean eld solution givesa - ux state wih
D irac spectrum centered about 3i 3
symm etry breaking in particle physics language, w hich 'j§ equivalent to Neel order:'nggq T he idea is that w ith doping,

. Coupling w ith com pact U (1) gauge eld 'Jgads to con nem ent and chiral

the appearance of dissipation suppresses con nem ent,'il: and the Neel state is rapidly destroyed. Then the m ean

eld description m ay be qualitatively correct beyond a an all, but nite, doping concentration. At low tem peratures
characterized by the boson condensation scale xt, superconductivity em erges. In this theory the superconducting
state is described as the H iggs phase associated w ith bose condensation. W e prefer to refer to this as the H iggs phase
rather than bose condensation because the bose eld is not gauge Invariant.) H owever, here lies one of the signi cant
failures of the weak coupling gauge theory description. A s long as the gauge uctuation is treated as G aussian, the
To elarkin law holds and one predicts that the super ujcsl_c}e_nsjty s (T)behavesas ¢(T) ax bx’T.Theax tem
agrees w ith experin ent whilke the bx?T termm does not3%23 This failire is traced to the fact that in the G aussian
approxin ation, the current carried by the quasiparticles In the superconducting state is proportional to xvy . W e
believe this ailire is a sign that nonperturbative e ects again becom e in portant and con nem ent takesplace, so that
the Iow energy quasiparticles near the nodes behave lke BC S quasiparticles which carry the fiill current v . For the
pure gauge theory, the con nem ent always occurs n (2+ 1)D however sm all the coupling constant of the gauge eld
is. W hen the bose el is ooup]ec'i_to the gauge eld, ie. Higgsm odel, it is known that the con nem ent phase are
an oothly connected to each other.'i‘; Recently, we showed that In 2+ 1)D H iggsm odel the phase should be considered
con ned everyw here 1% Thus the appearance of con nem ent at low energy scale is not surprising, but the dichotom y
betw een the success of the bose condensation phenom enology on the one hand (in explaining the quasiparticle spectral
w eight m entioned earlier) and the con nem ent physics needed to give the proper quasiparticle currents on the other,
is In our opinion one of the m ost profound questions facing the eld today.

To sum m arize, the current status of the gauge theory approach to the t-J m odel is the ollow ing. W thin mean eld
theory, a certain saddle-point solution m ay be regarded as the \m other state" at som e Interm ediate energy scale. The
m ost prom ising candidate for this \m other state" appears to be the staggered ux state, which is the saddle point
for the SU (2) om ulation ofthe t-J m odel. This saddle point is an unstabl xed point due to gauge uctuations. It

ow s to the Neel state at or near half lling and to the supercon'cluctjng ground state at nite doping. This picture
is In accordance w ith a recent insightfiill com m ent by Anderson,‘lq except that we provide a concrete description of
the unstable xed point. A s discussed above, the issues raised by this picture are profound and probably di cult to
treat analytically. In the past faw years, we have focused on trying to substantiate this point of view by num erical
m ethods and by predicting new experiments. On the num erical front, the study of projcted wavefinctions have
yielded rem arkable insights. Tvanov et al."ﬁ reported a nding which is surprising except from the SU (2) gauge theory
point ofview . T hey discovered that upon G utzw iller pro fction ofa BC S d-w ave state, the current-current correlation
show s a staggered pattem, as expected for the staggered ux state. Thus there is strong num erical evidence that
the staggered ux state and the d-wave superconducting state are intim ately related. On the experin ental front,
predictions have been m ade that the staggered ux state m ay be stabilized in the vortex core and ways to m easure
the e ect of the orbital currents have been proposed.:lq In this paper we continue work in this direction and ask the
question: is the superconducting ground state that em erges out of the gauge theory com pktely conventional, or are
there detectabl consequences of its unconventional origin?

T he short answ er to this question is that gauge theory predicts new collectivem odes in the superconducting ground
state w hich have experin ental consequences. U nlke conventionalBC S theory, w here the only order param eter is the
com plex pairing order param eter , here the hopping m atrix elem ent  also functions as an order param eter. T hus
it is natural to expect new collective m odes. T his problem is form ulated generally in Sections IT and IIT. In Section
IV we show how the gauge theory allow s us to predict the Iow lying collective m odes. The new m odes arethe m ode
and the transverse and ongiudinal modes. The m ode generates staggered orbital current uctuations and is



related to the current uctuations found in the pro fcted wavefiinctions. H ow ever, w hile the pro fcted wavefunctions
give only equal tin e correlation, here we obtain the fill dynam ical spectral function. The gauge m odes are new
excitations related to am plitude uctuations of and . In SectionsV and V Iwe present num erical resuls of the

spectral functions and describe experim ents which m ay couple to them .

T he approxin ation em ployed in this paper is to treat the system in the H iggs phase by adopting the radialgauge for
thebosons. G auge uctuations are treated at the G aussian leveland nonanalytic corrections, such as instantonsw hich
m ay lead to con nem ent, are neglected. T his can be jist ed in tem s ofthe 1=N -expansion w ith N being the num ber
of ferm ion species. In the present case, N = 2 and one criterion for the validity of this G aussian approxim ation
is that the m agnitude of the order param eter uctuation is less than that of the mean eld valuie. A s is evident
from the discussion in IT and ITI, the m agniude of the uctuation diverges as x ! 0 because the action for the

U (2) Iocalgauge transform ation vanishes in this lin it. H ence the G aussian approxin ation breaks down nearx = 0,
w here the con nem ent physics is of vital In portance because the nonperturbative con gurations such as instantons
contribute appreciably. Below we w ill show m ainly the num erical results or x = 0. W e have estin ted num erically
the m agnitude of the uctuation of the order param eters, eg., < ( x)? > at zero tem perature, and fund that it is
ofthe order ofunity at x = 04.T hereﬁ)re the gaussian approxin ation ism argihaly justi ed In this case. A s another
test, recently Honerkam p and Lee'l9 have com puted the shift In  using a free energy which includes the gaussian

uctuaions ofthe mode. They found a reduction to 55 % ofthemean eld saddl point value for x= .06 but for
x= 1 the reduction isonly 80 % . Thus the e ect ofthe gaussian uctuation is relatively under control for increasing
doping. Furthem ore, since the collective m odes appear at airly high energy ( J) for experim entally relevant doping
x 0:), it is possble that this approxin ation is valid at this energy scale, but the ulin ate test m ust com e from

experin ent.

II.U (1) AND SU (2) FORMULATIONS OF THE T-UJM ODEL

W e begin with the fam iliar U (1) form ulation ofthe t-J m ode?!
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T he constraint of no double occupation is enforced by w riting
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and in posing the condition £ fi +bbi=1, whjch in tum is enforced with a Lagrangian multiplier ;. The
H eisenberg exchange temm is w ritten in termm s of £; 23
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ThenS; § l n;n; can be w ritten In temm softhe rsttwo term sofEq. (3) plus quadratic temn s, provided we ignore
the nearest—ne:ghbor hole-hole interaction 1byblbybJ W e then decouple the exchange term in both the parUc]e—ho]e
and particleparticle channels via the H ubbard-Stratonovich transfom ation. By introducing the SU 2) doub]ets@z’zi



fin £
y 7 i# = y I
iy £

the partition function is w ritten in the com pact form
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with ;5 representing ferm ion hopping and ;3 representing ferm ion pairing. In Eq. (7) Ji5 = J=4 but in the literature
J has som etin es been taken to be 3J=8. T he latter has 'tl_'le advantage that themean eld equation reproduces that
which is obtained by the Feynm an var:iatjonalpr:inc:ip]el,)@‘; but these di erences are well w ithin the uncertainties of
themean eld theory. (In themean eld theory, i5= < f{ f5 > and 45 =< finfy  Eiyfye > )

A ecketal %l pointed out that the t-J m odelat half- lling cbeysan exact SU (2) sym m etry in the finctionalintegral
formulation. The SU 2) doublkt in Eq. (5) expresses the physical idea that a physical up-spin can be represented
by the presence of an up-spin ferm ion, or the absence of a down-spin fermm ion, once the constraint is in posed. W en
and Lee?’ proposed a form ulation which obeys the SU 2) symm etry even away from half- Iling. The SU (2) and the
originalU (1) form ulation are equally exact, but once approxin ations are ntroduced, the SU (2) form ulation has the
advantage that the zero doping lim it x ! 0 can be an oothly taken. W e shall see an exam pl of this in the collective
m ode spectrum described below . In the SU (2) form ulation a doublet ofbosons is introduced

bis
h; = T : )
T he physicalH ibert space is the SU (2) singlet subspace. T he electron operator is an SU (2) singlet form ed out of the
ferm jon and boson doublets

g = p=hj (10)

and three Lagrangian m ultipliers a(;i, Y= 1;2;3 are needed to progct to the SU (2) singlet subspace and in pose the
constraints
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Now the partition finction Z is given by
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w ith the Lagrangian taking the form
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A spointed out In Ref. (24),Eq. (12) is closely related to the U (1) Lagrangian Eq. (7) ifwe transform to the radial

gauge, ie, we w rite

hy=g; % 13)
where by is com plex and g; isan SU (2) m atrix param etrized by
g= B o (14)
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w here
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and
zp = &t &7 smE : e
The angle ; In z;; and zp is the overallphase which is redundant and can be absorbed in the phase ofb;.
An in portant ffature ofEq. (12) isthat L, is invariant under the SU 2) gauge transfom ation
H;= g'h; 7)
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and
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Starting from Eq. (12) and m aking the above gauge transform ation, the partition fiinction is integrated overl; and
g; Instead ofh; and the Lagrangian takes the form
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W e have ram oved the tilde from Uy, 73 , fi , a(; because these are Integration variables. N ote that g; has disappeard
from the actions and Eqg. (21) is the same as the U (1) Lagrangian L, w ith the exception that t;; is now replaced
by 3 = ti5=2, i becomesa?; and, most in portantly, two additional integrals aj; and a; coupling to the form jons
appear. W e note that In the 1im it of zero doping, thanks to these additionalgauge elds,Eq. (21) m anifestly invariant
under SU (2) transform ation, whereas Eq.(7) is not. This will have in portant consequences when we consider m ean
eld approxin ation and an all uctuations, in that Eq. (21) willhave snooth x ! 0 lim i while Eqg. (7) does not.

III.M EAN FIELD THEORY AND COLLECTIVE M ODES

W e now considerthemean eld treatment ofEq. (1) and the quadratic uctuations about themean eld, which
w il yield the collective m odes. W e work in the radialgauge, where b; is considered realw ithout loss of generality. A s
discussed afterEq. (16), the phase ofb; and ; are redundant and one ofthem can be chosen as zero. W e w ill discuss
the altemative choice later, but here we choose by to be real. The saddle point solutions are

b= rg
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where = Roryand ,=1; y = 1 correspond to d-wave pairing ofthe ferm ions. T he saddle point corresponds to

a physical d-w ave superconductor, as the order param eter hejn Gy # CisCiy ni= rﬁ o Isnonzero. Themean eld
ferm jonic action is
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where y = 2J o (cosky + cosky), x = 2J o (cosky cosky), tyx = 2&% (cosky + cosky) and ¢ = k& 0-
W e w rite the an all expansion about these saddle points as
bi=1rl+ Ri
Uij = U% + Uj_j
ag:= (& & 1o+ &) (24)
where themean eld U9 describes d-w ave pairing,
Uy = o+ o ' : @5)
The uctuation is expanded as
X3
Ujie = u® @ @6)
a= o
where = I. Note U2 and U;;a = 1 to 3 are realvariabls, whilk for a = 0 are purely in aghary, and together

m ake up a total of 8 degrees of freedom . These correspond to com plex hopping ;;;+ and pairing 4,4+ In the x
and y directions.

By setting the linear term s in the am all expansion of the free energy to zero, we obtain the standard saddle point
equationsA 1 to A 3. The second order deviation is described by a 12 12 m atrix, w here the variables are U%*, R,
and a0 . The details are given In the appendix. A s i stands the m atrix is not hem itian. On the other hand, ifwe



consider ia(; as variables, the m atrix is hem iian for !, = 0 but has negative eigenvalues, ie., i corresoonds to the
saddle point of the free energy In the unprofcted H ibert space. In order to cbtain positive eigenvalues, it is necessary
to rst integrate out a(;i In order to proct to the physical subspace. Since this is a G aussian integration, we m ay
equivalently consider ( U?; R) asthe physical degrees of freedom , and solve for the Jocal %i foreach con guration.
This isthe idea behind the -m odelapproach in ref. (24) where lJarge uctuationsin Uiy are considered. T he present
work should be considered the low —tem perature lim it ofthe -m odel

At this point we proceed num erically, evaluate the 12 12 m atrix and integrate out the aO elds. The ram aining
quadratic form givesa 9 9m atrix with 9 eigenvalues. A s expected, there is a soft m ode associated w ith the phase of
the pairing order param eter. In addition, we nd a number of soff m odes in the an all x 1im it. B efore presenting the
num erical results, we show how the SU (2) symm etry allow s us to predict and classify all the soft degrees of freedom .

IV.SU (2) CLASSIFICATION OF SOFT MODES

In this section wem ake use ofthe SU (2) gauge sym m etry to classify the soft m odes. T he basic idea is the follow Ing.
A s the tem perature is decreased, the SU (2) symm etry is broken via a series of sym m etry breaking at themean eld
]eveL'F_orsn allx, SU (2) is rstbroken down to U (1) at a tam perature scale oforder J=2 to the staggered ux (s— ux)
state 29 At a ower tem perature of order xt, the bosons condense and the gauge sym m etry is broken com pletely. O £
course, a local gauge symm etry cannot be broken, but the mean eld description is still a useful starting point to
describe the low -lying collective excitations, which are physical. A fam iliar exam ple is the pairing order param eter of
superconductivity, which breaks the localU (1) gauge symm etry associated wih the E& M gauge eld at themean

eld level. W hilk strictly speaking, this order param eter is not gauge Invariant, it is a usefiil starting point which
Jeads to the correct description of the gauge eld via the A nderson-H iggsm echanism .

Tt isusefiil to distinguish between two kinds of sym m etry breakingasx ! 0.First,atx = 0themean eld solution
isthe - ux state,ie., o= o(.ThisstatehasfillSU ) symm etry, which isbroken down to U (1) in the s— ux state,
where ¢ 6 (. W e shall refer to the rem aining sym m etry as the residualU (1) symm etry. A s X becom es nonzero,

0= o deviates from unity rather rapidly and we shall focus our attention on the zero m odes due to the residualU (1)
symm etry. Secondly, the bosonic degrees of freedom appear at x 6 0. Boson condensation breaks the residualU (1)
com pltely below an energy scale of order xt. T he zero m odes then acquire a nite energy gap which is the sub gct
of our analysis.

Starting from the d-wave superconductorm ean eld solution described in the last section, we expect the soft m odes

to Involre sm all uctuations of the boson about the radial gauge which can be param etrized by the SU 2) m atrix g;
o

such that h; = g; 0

. In addition, we include phase uctuation of the U m atrix which we param aterize by
_ d _daijy
Uj_j = Uije (27)

w here ai‘j; Y= 1;2;3 are three gauge elds living on spatial links. Since SU (2) has been broken down to U (1), only
r=r=
one out of three gauge elds rem ain soft in the s— ux state 2724 To visualize this, it is convenient to m ake a gauge
transform ation using Egs. (17, 18, 19) to the s— ux order param eter
Uy = wilgw; ©@8)
where
h o i
wi= exp i( 1)3x*3yZ ! @9)

and



SF 3 . i+ 3
Uij = 0 1501 ¥

A Jexp i( 1)x*F 3 30)

where = Acos gand o= Ash (. Equation (30) represents ferm ion hopping w ith a com plex m atrix elem ent
such thata ux 4  threadsthe lattice plaquettes in a staggered m anner. At the sam e tin e the boson is transform ed
to

) o 1

SF _ .Y _ o
and themean el ap becomesal? = (0;i o( 1)**¥;0). W e note thatUisjF describes a sem iconductor band w ith
1
nodes at ( =2; =2). Ifh; were to ramain as h; = n 0 and ag 6 0 , we would have described an s— ux state

in

w ith sm all form don pockets. Instead, h; and aj® are rotated such that aj® ocouples to pair elds £, £}, and the
resulting state is gauge equivalent to the d-wave superconductor that we started out wih. The advantage of the
s— ux representation is that UJ" is proportionalto 3 and is invariant under s rotation. Thus the residualU (1)
symm etry is apparent. W e expect the soft m odes to be described by

UY = U et (32)
and
)= o G3)

where h{ is close to h{¥ , ie., ¢f isparam etrized by Eq. (14) with clbseto; and clseto ( 1)***¥ . InEq. (32)
we have ignored the a}‘Lj and a?lj gauge elds as they have been pushed to nie frequencies by the A nderson-H iggs
m echanism .

In order to visualize the di erent gauge choices, it is usefiil to introduce the local quantization axis

I;=2z z = (sh ;cos j;sih ;s ;7008 1) : (34)

Note that I; is independent of the overall phase ;. In the s— ux representation the quantization axis has been
rotated w ith w; given by Eq.(29) to point along the y-axisn a staggered fashion. Sm all uctuations correspond to
deviation from the equator and in the azimuthalangl. This is illustrated n Figl.
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FIG .1. Thequantization axis I in the SU (2) gauge theory. T he north and south poles correspond to the staggered ux phases
w ith shifted orbital current pattems. A llpoints on the equators are equivalent and correspond to the d-w ave superconductor.
In the superconducting state one particular direction is chosen on the equator. T here are two in portant collective m odes. T he
m odes corresoond to uctuations in the polar angle and the gauge m ode to a spatially varying uctuation In

Tt isusefuil to rotate the con guration speci ed by Egs.(32) and (33) back to the radialgauge. W e ocbtain
s 3 3
U= gu et o (35)

T he advantage of the radial gauge is two-fold. The electron operator ¢ = rpyf; and we can consider Ufj as the
e ective H am iltonian for electron quasiparticles. At the sam e tin e, we can now m ake contact w ith the uctuation of
the Uiy m atrix in the last section and interpret the num erical results.

Equation (35) can be explicitly evalnated for arbitrary , and and af-j, resulting in

2 d i( s ) *d i( i+ )
d _ 11€ 7 Upe ’
Uij ~d i st ) d i 5) (36)
Uji e Us,e

The overallphase ; entersthe e ective hopping US, and e ective pairing US, in the expected way, and [f% is the
.= 0 lin it given by ref. R7].

d L., 3 i j Letd, 2.5 1
U-lj— i3 cos > + (1) sin >
s i P
~i i DY cos——2 lsin 12 X 37)
where
~i33 = A cOs 7y
Ti3=A 5 isih Ty (38)
Y=o+ (1) vy



and

Viy = 72 a-lj H 39)
Note that the only dependence on j, 5 is via the gauge Invardant com bination v, which has the interpretation of
the gauge current. Furthem ore, or ;= ;= 3,we see from Egs.(36) and (37) that ~j;e'‘ ¢ ) and ~yye 9

play the role of the e ective hopping and pairing param eters. Thus uctuationsin ; leading to nonzero viy m eans a
uctuation in the am pliide of ~i5 and ~i; in such a way that J+i;F + 7733F = A% is xed. This is shown ;n Fig 2.

A

A 4

Xij

FIG .2. G eom etrical interpretation of the uctuation ofvi;. The angle ~;; given by Eq.(38)] ism odulated around the ux
o In a staggered m anner, in such a way that the hopping am plitude ~i; and the pairing am plitude ™~ are m odulated, also
in a staggered m anner.

To m ake contact w ith the collective m odes, we write ; = -+ 1 and expand Egs.(36,37) to rstordern  j, vy
and ie
(L)t . (L)t
Uidj Uidj= 0’ > (1 )+ 1o — ( 1+ 3)
( 1)ix+iy
1 3
+ 1z O( i j)
2
t- o (it 9 (40)
where j= i+ , = %;9.

Equation (40) isam ain resul ofthis section, as it allow s us to interpret the collective m odes w hen com pared w ith
Eg.6). It predicts the location in m om entum space of the soft collective m odes and gives the eigenvectors. W e
classify the m odes as follow s:

unifom Y ui
staggered  : i o ( 1T
uniform Ty ui

staggered 1 o ( L)*t; @1)
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Weconsider ,, s, ur sandvyir ( = X;y) assix slow ly varying variables and the rst fourvariablesare de ned
as follow s

1

E(i"’ j)= u

1 o

E(i j) = ( L)x"

1

E(i"’ j)= u

1 o

E(i )= (D*TY 42)

Substiution into Eq.(40) and com parison w ith Eg.(26) show that at g = 0, we can dentify the follow Ing collective

m odes and their eigenvectors.

G oMdstone m ode: W i UZ UZ @3)
intemalphasemode: o ; U§+U§
Atg= ( ; )wepick outthecoe cientsof ( 1) **¥ and identify the ollow ngm odes and corresponding eigenvectors.
m ode: u ; Ul UyO
gaugemode: vizy i  oUi+ oUJ i oUJ U, (44)
m ode: s ;o Uul+ US

The notation aU, + bUy m eans that each com ponent of the eigenvector is U, = a; Uy = Db ,etcin Eq.@26) The
nature of the collective m odes are readily identi ed from their eigenvectors. T wo of these m odes were known before.
The Goldstonem ode  is the standard one associated w ith the phase , of the superconducting order param eter

e 2 v, The 4 mode corresponds to the out-ofphase oscillation of the phase of the superconducting order pa—
ram eter i the x and y directions, j x® ¥ * and j y® #'v,suchthat ;= 2(, 'y). Thisisa property ofany
d-w ave superconductor and is labelled the intemal phase m ode.

The  mode corresponds to the uctuation in the phase of ;5. In BCS theory the hopping term is xed and not
allowed to uctuate. So this is a new degree of freedom special to the gauge theory. T'lge slow ly varying phase of 4
plys the role of the spatial com ponent of the gauge eld In the U (1) gauge theory.@q T his appears as a collective
modeatg= ( ; ).W e shall see that just asin the U (1) theory, the s m ode plays the crucial role In producing the
correct answ er for the super uid sti ness = x.

T he new m odes that are of greatest interest to us In this paper arethe mode and the gaugem odes. Thesewill

be discussed in greater detail later.
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FIG.3. The eigenvaluesat g= (0;0) and ! = 0 ofthe 9 9 m atrix which describbes uctuations about themean eld asa
function of doping x. Shown are the eigenvalues which vanish asx ! 0. The eigenvalues are given in units of J. In addition
to the G oldstone m ode corresponding to superconducting phase uctuations which has zero eigenvalue for allx (not shown),
we nd the staggered m ode [called intemalphase m ode in Eq.(43)] and a continuation of the transverse -gauge m ode from

a= (; ).

Now we com pare our analysis w ith num erical results describbed in the last section. In Figs.3 and 4 we plot all the
eigenvaluies of the 9 9 m atrix which vanishesat x = 0 asa function ofx at ! = Oandatg= 0Oandg= (; ),
regpectively. They can allbe identi ed wih our classi cation. At g = 0 the G oldstone m ode has zero eigenvalie
for allx as expected. T he intemal phase m ode rises rapidly w ith Increasing x. In addition, we nd a m ode w ith an
eigenvector that corresoonds to the continuation of the transverse gaugemodewe ndatg= ( ; ) tog= 0.

0.8
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o

_«"""  |uniform 6—mode

T T T
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X

FIG.4. SameasFig3butatg= ( ; ). We nd the unifom m ode, two degenerate m odes, and a staggered m ode
[called the mode In Eg.(44)].

Atg= (; )we ndthe modeandthetwo gaugem odes (transverse and longiudinal) which are degenerate.
In addition we nd the mode. The vanishing of the eigenvalues of all these m odes at x = 0 is a consequence of
the SU (2) symm etry. However, as we discussed before, even if j j$ j j as ong asx = 0 the m ode still has zero
eigenvalie and the gauge m odes are protected by the residualU (1) symm etry. T hese 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 anall x. Ifwe
use In Eq. (1) &= = 16=3, ie, t=J = 2 and 2= 05t which generates a realistic Fem i surface, the eigenvaluie
corresponding to ry  uctuation isnegative forx < 0:084. Since ry correspondsto hole density, this signalsan instability
to phase separation. T his instability is easily suppressed by long range interaction and is largely decoupled from the
m odes of Interest. A second instability occurs or x < x. nearg= (0; ) and ( ;0). T he eigenvector corresponds to
am plitude uctuations in § ¥ + J j° which we identify as instability to go]um nar dim er form ation. T his instability
iswellknown for x = 0 and can be suppressed by biquadratic term s.'@q For the param eters m entioned above, we

nd x. = 0:087. M ost of our detailed num erical results are for x > x.. Furthem ore these two m odes are m ostly
decoupled from the low lying m odes In Eqg.(41), and does not disturb their behavior in the Iim it x ! 0 discussed In
the follow ings.

W e next discuss In greater detailthe and the gaugemodes. Asseen in Figl, the mode isa uctuation of
I tow ards the north and south poles, and describes the adm ixture of the s— ux phase. From Eq.(37) we see that
generates a staggered In aginary part to the hopping m atrix elem ents which w ill produce staggered orbital currents.
T hus the physicalm anifestation of the m ode is staggered orbital current uctuations. The sofiness ofthe m ode
m eans that it is readily excited by them alor quantum uctuations. This is clearly related to the strong staggered
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orbial current uctuations found in the profcted d-wave superconductor wavefiinction .:l_)-' T he energy cost is low
because the s— ux and the d-wave superconductor are alm ost degenerate in energy. T he energy di erence arises only
because ag isdi erent In the two states. At themean eld level, the energy di erence com es from the Ferm ipockets
and is proportionalto x?. However, we nd that after ntegrating out a g, the energy cost increases, apparently due
to the enforcem ent of the constraint and the eigenvalue shown in Fig.3 is linear In x. W e have also com puted the
eigenvaluies or nite ! . It should be noted that the 9 9 m atrix isnot Hem itian for nie !, M atsubara frequency).
Then we m ake the analytic continuation asi!, ! ! + 1 wih in nitestimal > 0.This can be neglected outside
of the particle-hole continuum , and in this case the 9 9 m atrix is Hem itian and its eigenvalues are real. W e w ill
present below the resuls or (g;! ) outside ofthe particle-hole continuum . W e found that the eigenvalue can be tted
by ax 212 <£k? pramall! andk =g ( ; ). The hverse x dependence of the coe cient m ight be surprising
but the !'? and k region shrinks as x becom es am all, so that the x = 0 lin i is an oothly attained. Furthem ore, the
negative coe cient ofk ? indicates that the eigenvalie hasa localm axinum atg= ( ; ). A plausble dependence is

@x)? ©!?2 ?,which isreduced to the above form in the Iim it §! § kj< < x. Back to theM atsubara frequency,
the suggested e ective action for the m ode is

X p
S = @x)2+ P12 k29 (k;ln) T @5)

kilm

In the region j', $kj<< x. The smallenergy gap ax lkads to a strong spectralweight. This is con m ed by direct
num erical calculations in the next section. Here it is interesting to com pare these results w ith the SU (2) form alism
w ith those n the U (1) where only ag is Integrated over. T he suggested action In this case is

U@ _

S @x)?+ 12 + Pxk? § k;ln)F: 46)

kKiln
T herefore 1t is evident that the SU (2) symm etry leads to quite di erent x-dependence n the Iim it x ! 0.
To Investigate the gaugemodeswe rstdiscussx = 0. Themean eld solution is the - ux phase where the
ferm jons obey the D irac spectra with nodes at ( 3; 7). A fter integrating out the femm ions, it is known that the
e ective gauge eld action is purely transverse and given bygq

X Py k k
S = o ko+ 12 K2 a kilnla k; !n) @7)
kKiln
where a is the continuum version of aj;;+ and k ismeasured relative to ( ; ). W e con m this by com puting

the eigenvalues or x = 0 at nite g = (103 ; ). The transverse m ode behaves asp m as expected whilke
the longitudinalm ode is exactly zero for all !, . This is because the Iongitudinalm ode is pure gauge @ = r )
and is not a realdegree of freedom . In constrast, f we worked with the U (1) omulation Eqg.(7)], we nd that the
Iongitudinalm ode has eigenvalue close to j' 3. T hus the addiion of the a(l) and a% in the SU (2) form ulation is crucial.
O therw ise we would have gotten a spurious collective m ode. This is a dram atic illustration of the advantage of the
SU (2) form ulation, if one is Interested in obtaining m eaningfiil results which are an oothly connected to the undoped
case. For niex we see from Fig3 that the eigenvalue increases linearly w ith x forsm allx. A reasonable approxin ate
for the transversemode is [for k=g ( ; )]

Stransverse — 0 (a, X)2 + k2 + 'r%l

2 v Kitm)v &iln) (48)
kiln

w here

v = —r a 49)
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is the continuum lin it of vy;5+  and ( param eterizes the spectral weight. Thus we expect the transverse m ode to
jo R

show an edge sihqgularity starting at ! = (@ x)2+ k?. In Fig5 we show the eigenvalues ofthe gauge m odes as

function of (g )= atgqg = and !, = 0, which show s the expected dependence on ¢ from eq.(48) for

transverse m ode.

0.104 .
009 -
008 /'/
0.07 . transverse ¢ gauge mode
g 0.06 ./
«©
Z 005+ /./
Q L]
o004y e—7
® 0034 Tt e,
0.02 4 longitudeinal ¢ gauge mode
0.014
0.00 T T T T 1
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
(a-m)/n
FIG .5. The eigenvalue (in units of J) of the transverse and longitudinal gauge m ode as a function ofkx= = (% )=
wih g = and !'n = 0 orx = 0:004. They show the expected behavior for smallx and g near ( ; ) becausewhen x= 0

and !, = 0, the transverse m ode should be linear in %k jand the longitudinalm ode should be zero for allg and ! .

At nite x the Iongitudinalm odebecom esa realdegree of freedom due to the breaking ofthe residualU (1) sym m etry.
At !y = 0and g= ( ; ) the elgenvalue is a x, degenerate w ith the transverse m ode. For nie ky = o , the
eilgenvalue show s a slow decrease and then saturates. This is shown In Fig.5. This is to be expected as the eigenvalue
iszero forall !, and g or x = 0. A s for the spectral function, we just invert the 12 12 m atrix num erically w ith
'n ' '+ i ,and we do not have to worry about the non-H em itian nature of the m atrix, which willbe shown in
the next section. It is worth noting that the longiudinal gauge m ode is the only m ode w ith signi cant coupling to

R and therefore to density uctuations.

W enext discussthe G oldstonem ode. W e expect the eigenvaluietobeoftheform (@ ) 2, where isthe continuum
lim it of a slow Iy varying , . W e indeed verify that upon diagonalizing the 9 9 m atrix descrdbed in the last section,
a soft eigenvalue em erges which is lnear n f . Furthem ore the coe cient 4 is proportionalto x. This is to be
expected In our SU (2) form ulation, asx = 0 isan insulator. Tt is interesting to analyze how this result em erges. The
point is that the coe cient of (r )? in the free energy com puted using Egs.(21,40) is ¢, which corresponds to the
super uid density of a nearly half- lled conventional superconductor, and ¢ 1.How doweobtain = x ? In the
num erics we nd that the o mode is a coupled m ode between , and . Reca]l‘chatr s Is related to the phase
of ij and m ay therefore be identi ed with the U (1) gauge eld a in the U (1) form ulation 20 T that Hmm ulation the
free energy in the superconducting B ose condensed) state takes the form

F= tc , a’+ pp¥ 0)

where = x and ¢ isthe ferm ion contribution to the super uid density, which is of order unity. Upon m inin izing
F with respect to a, we arrive at the Io eLarkin HmukSlF = . ,)? where

.= b £ . (51)
bt

The screening of r by the gauge eld a converts the form ion response ¢ to the physicalresponse s x. W hen
we express Eq.(50) 1n m atrix form we see that the free energy has diagonal contrbutions ¢ ¢ )% and (¢ + p)a?

and an o -diagonaltem fr 3y a.Whenweexam nethe9 9matrix,we ndthatoramallqg, , isonly coupled
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to 5 and the form ofthe 2 2 sub-m atrix is just that given by the above discussion if we identify a wih 5. Upon
diagonalizing the 2 2 m atrix, the soft m ode w ith eigenvalie (f emerges. This sin ply con m s that our SU (2)
form ulation contains the same U (1) gauge eld and the sam e screening m echanisn is at work. O ne consequence of
To elLarkin screening is that at nite temperature T )= s0) C x°T , 1le., the coe cient of the linear T termm is
proportionalto x? . W e have also veri ed num erically that this is the case by com put"jr_lg s at nieT . Experin entally,
there is strong evidence that the coe cient ofthe linear T tem is lndependent ofx. 8% The fact that s Isproportional
to x can be seen m ore readily ifwe associate the phase ; wih by In Eq.(13) instead ofw ith z; aswe have done so far.
Then it is clar that for static ;, only the last tetm In Eq.(12) dependson 3 and the free energy change m ust
be proportionalto rﬁ x . Furthem ore, the coupling to fermm ion excitations is proportionalto x, so that the response
to them al excitations of quasiparticles is proportional to x?. Thus Io elLarkin and our uctuation theory are in
disagreem ent w ith experin ent. W e believe this is an indication that the ferm ions and bosons are con ned to becom e
electrons In the superconducting state and that con nem ent physics is beyond the G aussian uctuation considered

here.

V.NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR THE SPECTRALFUNCTIONSOF THE M ODE AND THE GAUGE
M ODES

A s shown in Appendix A, the collective uctuations about the saddle point is described by the quadratic form

S. =X M7 +MF x ; =1ud2 (52)

N

whereX = U';uy R;d;a3;al arethe 12 degrees of freedom and M ¥ (g;il, ) arem ade up of form jon bubbles
com puted in Appendix A . Here we study the spectral functions

Sa @;!')=ImCp @;ily ! '+ 1) (53)
w here

Ca @iiln) =M @iiln)A(@; iln)i (54)
and we focus on three cases,the mode @ = ), the transverse and Iongitudinal gaugemodes @A = vy ). Using

Eg.(44) these are readily expressed In temm s of

X X i= M7+MF (55)
and com puted num erically. W e use param eters in Eq. (1) t&=F = 16=3, ie, t=J = 2 and t%=t= 035, which gives
realistic ferm jon bandstructure and we show results for x = 0. The mean eld parametersare o = 0376 and

o= 0255.Notethat them axinum energy gap isE4 = - (;
lattice constant is set to unity.
Tt is in portant to note that we de ne the correlators in term s ofthe eigenvectors [(E g.44)]w hich are the eigenvectors

y= 4 oJ W em easure energy In unis of J and the

org= (; )and !, = 0.Away from ( ; ), the overlap w ith the true elgenm ode ism odi ed and otherm odesm ay
m ix in. Furthem ore, for the -gauge m odes, the assignm ent in E q.(44) corresponds to \polarization" in the ® and ¢
directions, and are the appropriate longitudinaland transversem odes only for g along the (gx; ) direction. T husthe
num erical results shown here should be viewed as providing a guide for the behavior ofthem odesnear ( ; ). In the

next section we w ill com pute correlation fiinctions which are experin entally cbservable in the entire B rillouin zone.
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a bird’s eye view . W e see that the spectral fiinction show s a strong peak near !
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Figure 6 show s the results forthe mode S (g;!) wih g along the diagonalgy = g, in a contour plot and also in
11J (J isde ned afterEq.(8) and

( ;7 ). Thevery large peak height can be anticipated from the approxim ate form

y
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FIG.7. Spectral function for the transverse gaugemode forg= (% ;
bird’s eye view are shown. Frequency ! isin unitsofJ = %J) .
Figures 7 and 8 show the transverse and longitudinal gaugem odesalongg= (g ; ). The operators are chosen
to be
t= COS o y y (56)



V= s o xT s o x 57)
w here

1 Y
= E( £ £+ cx) 0 58)

=

=5 (Einfir ¢ fupfi o+ cx) 0 (59)

are the uctuationsofthe realpart of ;5 and iy, respectively. Since o, ¢ are real, these correspond to am plitude

uctuations. T hese correlators are readily related to the correlations volring U ® and U !, respectively. Equations
(56,57) are sin ply the resolution of the uctuations illustrated in Fig2 into is com ponents along the vertical and
horizontalaxes. Near ( ; ) the twom odes are degenerate and show a peak around ! = 1:457. T he lineshape is shown
In Fig.9. The m ode is dam ped by particlke-hole excitations and a sharp feature appears as the frequency drops below
the particle-hole continuum . Recall that the particle-hole continuum is set by the scale ! = 2E4 2J wih our
param eters.) T he transverse m ode frequency rem ains low but loses spectralweight asq goesaway from ; towards
0; ). On the other hand, the longitudinalm ode disperses upw ards and gains in strength.

FIG .8. Contour plot of the spectral function for the longitudinal gaugemode forg= (%; ), ie., from ©O; ) to ( ; ).
Frequency ! isin unitsofJ &= %J).
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FIG .9. The lineshape forthe modeatg= ( ; ).Frequency ! isih units ofJ = %J).
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Finally we discuss another in portant m ode which is closely related to the gaugem ode. It is the uctuation of
p
theampliudeA = J i F+ J 1+ F and is param etrized by

A =sih o + cos o : (60)

Unlke the m odes discussed so far, the am plitude m ode has nite eigenvalie in thex = 0 lim it. However, orx  0:
the ', = 0 elgenvalue for the m ode has reached the value 0493, quite close to the am plitude m ode eigenvalue
0£0.669. As seen from Egs.(56,57,60) both these m odes Involve the uctuation of the am plitudes of and , and

they will adm ix for nite frequency. T his com plicates the interpretation of these collective m odes. In contrast, the
elgenvalue ofthe mode isquite low at 0.155 and is interpretation as a collective m ode ism ore clear. In Fig.l0 we

show the spectral fuinction for the amptiduemodeatg= ( ; ).
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FIG .10. Spectral function of the am plitudemode atg= ( ; ).

VI.EXPERIM ENTAL OBSERVATION OF THE COLLECTIVE M ODES

F inally, we discuss possble experin ental consequences of these collective m odes. A s discussed earlier, the m ode
produces staggered orbial currents. T hese in tum generate a physicalm agnetic eld which is staggered and which is,
In principle, observable by inelastic neutron scattering. Here we com pute the scattering cross-section. T he neutron
scattering by orbital currents hasbeen considered by H su et al:'§2. and we follow their discussion. W e nd that

d _k0 my 4 21(.') (61)
ddg k 2 V @ i
w here
(
2 % 2
Ig;!)= — = (I cosg)Im 4 (@;!)
1 e : Ok
- 2
+ g 1 cosg)Im 4, (@Q;!)
1 i i
-1 &% 1 e ™ Im x;y(q;!)
2
)
1 ) .
> 1 e™ 1 &% Im ,x@i!) (62)
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where =hJ Ji = l:91me—hcs is the neutron m agneticm om ent, m ,, isthe neutron m ass, and V isthe volum e.
W e take the current operator to be themean eld expression b= by = p§)

X
J = ixt £ £ ce: ok (63)

In order to com pute the correlation function, , we note that any bilinear fermm ion operator can b%wr:itten n
term s of ;’ U ;5 ; Prasuitable U which nh tum can be expanded according to Eq.(26) as U i34 = 220 a e,
The correlation function is then com puted by treating 2 as source temm s and then di erentiate the e ective free
energy w ith respect to 2. The source temn s sin ply m odify the e ective action Se [EQg.(62)]by

Sg=XMJX +xMF x° (64)

where X © is cbtained from X by U® ! U?+ 2. Upon complkting the square and integrating out X , we nd
that ID20Piwhere0% = ! 2 ; isobtained from the appropriate m atrix elem ent of

it
MF 1 M7+M7) MF (65)

In this way the neutron scattering cross-section is evaluated num ericaly. W e expect that the scattering is predom i-
nantly coupled to the m ode and Indeed the result is very sim ilarto the m ode spectral function shown in Fig.6. In
Fig.ll we show the lineshape I (g;! ) given by Eq.(62) in the zero tem perature lim tatg= ( ; ). In orderto estin ate
the experin ental feasbilty, we com pare the total cross—section (integrated overallg and !) to the scattering from a
lattice of S = % m om ents. Hsu et al. estin ated the total cross-section to be about 1% ofthat of spin scattering and
our results are in rough agreem ent. T he experin ental detection ofthis signalm ay be di cul because a resonance in
the spin scattering exists around 30 meV at g= ( ; ) Porunderdoped cuprates. T his resonance is very narrow In g
and !, but its Integrated weight near ( ; ) isalso about 1% ofthe total spin scattering. T he scattering due to the
m ode is of com parable total strength but m ore spread out in ! , m aking it harder to detect. H ow ever, unlke the spin

uctuation which is isotropic, the orbial currents give rise to an e ective m om ent which is perpendicular to the a-b
plane. Since neutron is sensitive only to the com onent ofthe m om ent nom alto the g vector, the orbital contribution
can in principle be extracted by varying the g vector from nom alto paralkelto the a-b plane.
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FIG .11. Neutron scattering intensity I(g;!) at zero tem perature vs. ! (in unitsof J'= %J)atq= (7).

A nother probe which couples to the orbital current is R am an scattering. H owever, since the excitation is epected
to peak at ( ; ), the hrgem om entum transfer requires X -ray Ram an scattering. It is known that X -ray couples to
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m agnetic m om ents as well as orbial m om ents®? The mom ent due to the orbital current is weak and corresponds
In strength to roughly 0 . W hile Bragg scattering from an ordered spin m om ent has been observed,:'24 nelastic
scattering from a short-range order of such a sn allm om ent is beyond the current capability of X ray scattering. W e
note, how ever, that'go]ar:izau'on dependence is a powerful tood to distinguish between soin and orbital contributions
in X ray scattering 83

N ext we discuss the possble m easurem ent of the gauge m odes. A s discussed before, these m odes involve the
m odulation of the am plitude of the hopping param eter ;5 and the pairing param eter ;5 In a staggered fashion, ie.,
wihmomentum ( ; ). Theamplitude uctuations ofthe superconducting order param eter is not easy to detect' éu:.c_i
hasbeen experin entally cbserved only in the special case of superconductivity in a charge density wave system 8.4
On the other hand, the uctuations in ;5 couples to the quasiparticle hopping m atrix element. In themean eld
theory we can w rite an e ective coupling as

X .
Hp= xt e LEY £+ o (66)
< ij>

wherewe ncludeA ;;;; = aA asthe Jattice version ofthe electrom agnetic eld A . Expansion ofEJ.(66) to rst order
in Ay yields the standard j A coupling. W hen expanded to second order we obtajn%xt % 2A§j f.ly f; + cec: .
T his gives rise to Ram'a_n scattering which is coupled to uctuations in  j3. This kind of coupling was discussed by
Shastry and Shrain an®?! as an explanation of the continuum background due to incoherent electronic excitations.
Here we expect that Ram an scattering w ill couple to the transverse and longitudinal gauge m ode. Physically, a
m odulation of j j5jis a m odulation of the bond charge density which should couple to Ram an scattering. Standard
Ram an scattering provides essentially zero m om entum transfer. In order to couple to the gaugemode at ( ; ) and
to follow its dispersion, X -ray R am an scattering w illbe needed. T he leading contribution to nelastic X —-ray scattering
or':igjnates from the erzcz A? term 1 the single particke H am iltonian and the scattering cross-section is usually w ritten
asd

o d S@!) (67)
= - Q; *
d d! d 14
w here the T hom son cross—section is
d !
— =5 N ©8)
d 4 [

Xy = e’=m ¢ isthe T hom son radius, ~iti,and ;! o arethe incident and scattering polarization vector and frequency,
regpectively, and S (g; ! ) is the Fourder transform of the electron density-density correlation function. On a lattice,

the corresponding m atrix elem ent com es from the second-order expansion ofEq.(66) and can be w ritten as

1 X e ? , y
E xt E; Aij fi fj + cc:
< i;3>
S € LI% aopy e o+ (69)
= - — — = r;) fi fi cc:
4 m mc 2 "
where the sum is over nearest neighbors and ta? = ﬁ Apart from mm—, which is of order %, we see that the

coupling is sim ilar to the continuum theory, except that the num ber operator fi’ f; isreplaced by % fi’ fi., + cec: .
Furthem ore, a factor x arises due to the strong correlation. W e see from E q.(69) that X -ray R am an scattering directly
couples to the uctuating n ;5 and therefore to the gaugemode. It seem s that high resolution inelastic X -ray
scattering is a prom ising technigue to observe the appearance ofthe gaugem ode at low tem peratures. T he cross—
section for X —ray scattering is proportionalto < j (g;!)3J > where
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X
@@= @Hr ; (70)

~ and ? are the incom ing and outgoing photon polarization and ~ (g;! ) isthe Fourier transform ofthe kinetic energy
operator de ned in Eq.(58). Thus the Ram an scattering is given in term s of
S @!)=<" @ @!> : (71)

T his is com puted num erically using the sam e m ethod described by Egs.(64) and (65). The results are shown In Fig.
12 along (O; ).

i Nh

H

1“

Mb lu o ’W W"

.A‘ A“‘

FIG.12. Spectral function S (g;!)( = R) Por the correlation of the kinetic energy operator Eq.(71)] which is m easured
by nelastic X ray scattering. A contour plot and a bird’s eye view are shown. q ranges from (0; )to ( ; ), ie,g= @; ).
Frequency ! is in unitsofJ & gJ).

T he spectral finction is peaked at ( ; ) as expected. Note that along the (g,; ) direction Fig.l2) the spectral
function has sin ilar structure as the longitudinal gaugemode Fig.3).

The spectral function at g = ( ; ) is shown In Figl3. W e note that its shape is quite sin ilar to that of the
am plitude m ode shown In Fig.l0. For com plteness, we also com puted the correlation S =< > where

was de ned In Eg.(59). This describes the uctuations of the real part of ;5 and would correspond to the
conventional superconducting am plitude m ode. A s shown in Fig.l4, its shape is sin ilar to that ofthe gaugem ode.
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FIG .13. The lineshape of the kinetic operator correlator S , (g;!) ( = R) as a function of ! (in units of J = %J) at
g= ( ; ). This is the curve labeled as RPA .A Iso shown is the curve labeled as bare bubble, which is com puted by coupling

to particle-hole excitations w ithout allow ing any collective enhancem ent.
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FIG .14. The spectral function S (g;!) atg= ( ; ).

G ven that and are linear superpositions of A and according to Egs.(56,60), i is surprising that their
spectral functions are not sim ply weighted averages of the am plitude and gaugem odes. T he reason is that there is
signi cant cross-correlation betw een and ,aswellasbetween A and , 1e., the am plitude and uctuations
are not truly eigenm odes. T his is a consequence of the signi cant m ixing at x = 0: between these m odes at nite
frequencies as discussed earlier. It is perhaps better to ocuson S , which is experin entally m easurable. T he peak
observed In S, corresponds to collective oscillations of the hopping m atrix elem ent. This is a new degree of freedom
not present In conventional superconductors. To em phasize this point we have also com puted the \bare bubblk"
response, ie., using M ¥ without the collective enhancem ent shown in in Eg.(65). As seen In Figl3, the latter is
much m ore spread out In frequency. F inally we note that for the relatively high doping considered here, the gauge
m ode appears to be closely related to the m ore conventional superconductor am plitude uctuation (@abei at
g= ( ; )) and isdi cul to detect.

W e note that since ;5 couples to the quasiparticle hopping m atrix elem ent, it in tum is coupled to phonons. In
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Appendix B we consider the possbility that the collective m odes m ay appear as phonon sidebands which m ay be
detected optically.

VII.CONCLUSION

W e have shown that in the gauge theory description of the t-J m odel, new collective m odes appear In the su-
perconducting ground state. The SU (2) gauge theory allow s us to classify these collective m odes and predict them
analytically. T hese predictions are con m ed by num erical com putation of the collective m ode spectra. In particular,
we see that the SU (2) form ulation allow sus to sm oothly connect to the x = 0 lin it, whereas In the U (1) fom ulation,
spurious m odes would have appeared.

In this paper we describe the bosons in the radial gauge. 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
make up the matrix M ¥ . In Ref. (24) we proposed a -m odel form ulation where the low-lying excitations are

p— P— =z

param etrized by the boson h = = xz =~ x . W e proposed an e ective action which included a tem xz¥D gz
2

whereDy = @ + eAo+ a3 ° EqQ.(78) Ref. (24)]. Note that this temn produces a coupling between the and
m odes of the form @ . ThisBerry’sphase tem isabsent in the present paper. ThusEq.(78) of ref. (24) disagrees
w ith the present work and we believe that it is lncorrect. W ithin the -m odelapproach in ref. (24), one should have
absorbed the z¥@ z temm into the z¥a] 3z temm by a gauge transfbm ation and solve for the aJ tem s by in posing
the constraint locally. That is in fact what is done in this paper for sm all and . A sin ilar procedure can be
adopted Porarbitrary and to generatea -model. Thusthe -m odelshould be viewed asa way to param etrize the
low-lying uctuation ofthe U m atrix s in Eq.(40)] and the e ective action depends only on the ferm ion dynam ics.
T he appearance of the new collective m odes answ ers the question of whether the superconducting state described
by the gauge theory is any di erent from a conventional BCS state. The mode is coupled to staggered oz'izjral
currents. T he In portance of these currents was already revealed in the G utzw iller pro gcted BC S w avefunction 27 m
principle, they should be observable by neutron scattering or X -ray Ram an scattering. A new collective degree of
freedom is the m oduation of the hopping am plitude w hich is observable by high resolution inelastic X ray scattering.
W e also show how they give rise to sidebands In certain phonon m odes. H ow ever, the w eakness of the coupling m akes
its observation di cul. T he predictions of these collective m odes are unique features of the slaveboson/gauge— eld
approach to the t-J m odel and experin ental searches for the collective m odes w ill serve as In portant tests of this line
of approach to the high T . problem .
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APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE ACTION FOR COLLECTIVE M ODES

In this appendix, we sketch the calculation of the e ective action for the collective m odes up to quadratic order.
For sin plicity, we consider here the case of t = 0. The inclusion of t“tem is rather trivial. W e start with the
Lagrangian Eq.(21) in the text, because we consider the superconducting ground state w ith the bose condensation.
T he procedure is standard as in the usuall/N expansion. Nam ely we rst divide the integralvariables into the m ean
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eld (saddle point) values and the uctuations as given in Eqg.(@24). Integrating over the ferm ionic Integral variables,
we can expand the e ective action w ith respect to the uctuating part Uij, &, &; &,and R.
Then the stationary condition that the linear order term s in  Uj5 etc. vanish gives the selfconsistent mean eld
equations as
Z Z Z

dky dk &k
_ Py k k _ - k k (Al)
2 2 2E, @2 )y 2Eyx
zZ
B £k F 7 a2)
2 )2 Ex
&k 2ty a3)
° @ 2 Ey

jo S
where y = cosky + cosky, x = cosky cosky,andEy = }f+ ﬁ wih x and ( being given below eJ.(23).
The Gaussian uctuations are represented by the quadratic tetm s S, .

X X
Sy = a J o I o T 1 2i @ Ri+ o( Ry)?
0 i; =x5y i
X y y
I‘Stij R; Rj < f:i_ fj + fj f; >
< 1;3>
1
+ STrBVGV] ®4)

where is the inverse tem perature and the last tem represents the second order contributions from the ferm ionic
determm inant. Here the G reen’s finction is2 2matrix oreachk = ;!,) k:wavevector, !, : form lonicM atsubara
frequency) . Then the explict form ofthe lastterm in eg.®4) is = G;'n))

1 X X

2 v rG k o2V k og2;k+ &=2)G k+ 2)V k+ g=2;k F=2)]; A 5)
q k

w here tr m eans the trace over the 2 2 m atrix. The G reen’s function is given by,

) _
Gk]t= Trook 7 ko @6)

k ioilant ok

which is represented in a com pact orm i tem s of the Paulim atrices !; ?; 3 as

Gk)= [Z+EZ)TEa+ &' @)

Them atrix V is explicitely given by

27 X
=Xy
id@  “@snk ° (@) cosk i ig@ f@+ °@oosk +i P(@oosk
: 0 ) : m : 0 : @8)
igd@+ #@+ @ cosk i @ cosk  ; +i 3@ @sink + (@) cosk
Here it isnoted that Uiy is represented as
Ui = ‘@ P+i PO+ @ " D) 2 @9
where @)= °@+1i%@,and D= @+ 1 Pd).TheFouriertransom ations of these variables are de ned

as
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and sin ilar expressions for other variables. W e de ne the 12 variables X

bad
)
Il
[Clos[osive/vslve/ve/ve/uv/vv/vvlov/ov/ovios v vs BN )

&&&Wwoxng%oxngg

@ ( = 1;:512) as

[y

288ggga8g
100 0000000000000

a8g

In the calculation of the fermm ionic polarization fuinction the follow ing integrals are needed.

1X
Fap @il ik) = — triG k+

1
‘n

0 _

g2) G k g=2) "

@ 10)

@11)

@12)

where 0= 1 (unjtmgu:ix) anfc{i 1i2:3 are Paulim atrices. At zero tem perature, the summ ation over !, is reduced to
the integral, ie., ! !n! d!'=2 ,which can be done to result in the Pllowing 4 4 m atrix.
g(Q;!m)=
(1Z2=4+ . + 4+ )L T3y il 4+ )L+ ilg ( ) L=2;
Bl + L+ il ( DL=2;  (Z=4 + + 4+ )L I3
i( 4+ )4 ( ++ )L+ n (4 + )Li=2;
i( 4+ + )L+ iy (4 YLhi=2; (+ + +) I
. . , 1
i( + + +)Iu; i( 4+ + )L+ iln (4 )Li=2
(+ L 'm (4 + YLi=2; (+ + +)1 c
13
(2=t L 0L T (et Lt (. + n=A B
(+ )L 'm (st DL=2; (Z=4+ v )L Is
w here
_ 1 12 EZ+E? 12+EZ E?
O T gz ms)r @2 B2) 2F , 2
L@ = 1 'n €+ E )IZ2 + @+ E )7
T N2z eI ED) Y @ ED) iE. B
1 €, +E )12 €+ +E )12 ik E )2Es++E )
L@= — — ——s — noy noy - @14)
14 +212 @B2+E%)+ €2 E?) 8E. E 8E. E 2
T he static lim it of these fiincitons are easily estin ated as
Ly =0 = 1
Lt 2E,E E, +E )
I2(q;!m =0)=0
Lgiln =0)-= L : (A 15)
37 m 2E++E )
Here we have introduced the abbrebiations such asE = Ey 4, etc. Then the quadratic action S; w ith respect to

the variables X  is given by
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X X

Sy = @X @X ( a9
q ;i =1;12
X . X o
+ JX @X (@ xXp@Xe( @+ X12@Xe( @) 7(oosqx+ 003G, )X 9 (@X o ( Q) @Aa1le)
=1,8
Here
1 X
= v &) KFa(ya) @ilnik) A17)
k
w here
0 2 sink, L
B 2 sinky,
E 2 cosky
E 2 cosky,
B 2 cosk,
E 2 cosk.
=B Y
k) E 2 cosk, A 18)
E 2 cosky
g 4xt(oos(kx)oos(c_&=2)1+ cos (ky ) cos(q,=2))
1 A
1
and a( ) is the Index of the Paulim atrix corresponding to each com ponent and isgiven asa(l) = a@) = 0;a@3) =
a@d)= L;ad)=a®) = 2;a(l)=a@)=a@) = 3;al0)= 1;a(ll)= 2;a(12)= 3. The ferm ion bubbl is analytically
continued in the standard way asF (i!, ! ! + i ). Equation A 16) is num erically evaliated by discretizing the 1st

Brillouin zone by 200 200 and treating as anallbut nie. The convergence w ith respect to the num ber of the
lattice points has been checked.

Equation @A 15) is the quadatic form s for the 12 variables X , and by integrating over the last 3 variables
X10;X11;X 126 &; &; &), we cbtain the e ective action for 9 variables, which has positive de nite engenval-
ues oreach g= (;!n ) when themean eld solution is stable.

APPENDIX B:COUPLING OF THE GAUGE MODE TO PHONONS

Let us consider the m ode w here the planar oxygen m oves in and out of the plane. W e focus on the oxygen m ode
because the m ass is light and the frequency relatively low , and both features tend to enhance the coupling. In LSCO
and YBCO , the oxygen is buckled out of the plane. (In YBCO the displacem ent ug = 0256 Angstrom s.) Then the
out-ofplane phonon m ode has a linear coupling to the Cu-0 ?_ond length and therefore to the e ective hopping t and
exchange J. This problem was considered by N om and et al®? who concluded that in YBCO

&= tt wy=a ®1)

Jiy= sJ wy=a B2)

where they estim ate % g 2% Pradisplacement u5 ofthe oxygen on the ij bond nom alto the plane. The
surprising large coupling is partly due to the fact that the displacem ent w3 is nom alized to the lattice constant
a 4 Angstrom swhich is quite Jarge. Let us rst bcuson the %3 temm . The m odulation of the H am iltonian is

X
He = el o

< ij>
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e b £; £
a
<ij>;
Wi
tlot  a)xt— ®3)
a
The last line isin them ean eld approxin ation, where we retained the am plitude uctuation iy of 4.
Next, recallthat the gaugem ode couplesto ;5 via Egs.(37) and (38), so that
iy = o L)* vy B4)

CombiningEgs.B3) and B4),we nd an e ective coupling between the pnonon displacem ent and the guagem ode
co-ordinate

Herr =  ere( 1)%7¥ a%m B5)
w here

eff = tXt o : ®B6)

Note that a uctuation of vi; couplesto a ( ; ) phonon m ode as expected. It tums out that the m odulation of J
given by Eq.B2) does not couple to the gaugemode. The reason is that In mean eld, the m odulation of the J
term is iy ( ot i3) . This couples to the am plitude m ode. On the other hand, In the gauge m ode, the
totalm odulus j ijf + ijfr isheld =xed, asshown in Fig. 2. Thus there is no coupling between the gauge m ode
and the phonon via the Ji; tem .

_u 2

W e next approxin ate the phonon as an Einstein m odel. The energy is given by Z ( !2 + !7)a’M where

!y is the frequency and M  is the m ass. W e approxin ate the gauge m ode as a well de ned m ode at frequency !

w ih energy%!—( 124 !Z)Vfj and adjist to m atch the spectralweight. T he coupled phonon— gauge m odes are
obtained by diagonalizing the 2 2 m atrix
b 1o %!—( 124 12) eff &7
ef £ %( 124 12)a’M
Them odes are
lh q i
!2=5 (12+ 12 (12 12)24 ag?1} B8)

w here the dim ensionless coupling constant is

2 4 (23ff!
VT &2
The phonon G reen’s function D = h wy wjiis
(12412
D = : ®10)

(12+12)( 124 12)a?M

Assum ing !¢ > ! , the phonon m ode is shifted slightly upwards in frequency to !; but a side band appears at !
which isnear ! . The ratio ofthe spectralweight ofthe ! sideband to the !'; mode is

1212
.+

Forweak couplhg ¢? << 1, we expand the num erator usihg Eq.B8) and replace ', by !'g and ! by ! to cbtah
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R = "0 -0, B12)

T his result Por the relative spectralweight is also valid if !y < !
T he spectral weight ratio is m ainly detem ined by the coupling constant g°. To m ake a rough estin ate, we take
M = oxygenmass !y J=4sothata®M !Z 25e&V  200J.Taking err J=4,we nd

& 1 !
13
200 !g B3
W e estin ate 1 because we can see from Fig. 9 that the spectralweight ofthe gaugemodeat ( ; ), isoforder

unity. Unfortunately, g° tums out to be very sm all.

The sn allspectralweight ( 5 10 3 ofthem ain phonon peak) m eansthat it is probably in possible to cbserve the
sideband by neutron scattering. O pticalm easurem entso er higher precision. For YBCO the phonon isatg= ( ; )
and do not couple to light. LSCO o ers a special opportuniy in that at low tem peratures, the lattice is in the low
tem perature orthorhom bicphase (LT O ) where the buckeling ofthe oxygen is staggered, ie., uijj = up ( 1)** ¥ . Then
a q = 0 distortion uyy = ugj + wy couples to the staggered m odulation In ;5. Hence in LSCO the gaugem ode
is coupled to the g = 0 phonon m ode which can be studied optically either by absorption or by Ram an, depending
on is activity. T he signature of the side band is that it should appear only in the superconducting phase, because
In the nom alstate (pseudogap state) the I vector rotates out of the plane and is disordered, so that the m ode is
expected to be an eared out. Sin ilarly, the weight of the side band w ill be reduced by applying a m agnetic eld by
the fraction ofthe sam ple occupied by the vortex core. T his is because the I vector is rotated to the north pole near
the vortex core and the m ode w ill lose its identity.

T he above discussion was based on the assum ption that the gauge mode is a well de ned m ode and that the
am plitude mode A ismuch higher in frequency and plays no rol. This is correct for sn all doping but we have
seen that for x = 0:1, the num erical resuls show a strong adm ixture ofthe gauge m ode and the am plitude m ode.
N evertheless, it is still correct that the phonon couples to S , which produces a sideband w ith a lineshape given
In Figl3. However we should include the fact that the phonon also m odulates the exchange constant according to
Eg.B2) and couples to the am plitude uctuation aswell. Since the am plitude uctuation has a very sin ilar lineshape
(e Figl0) to that ofS , the nalresultm ay stillbe interpreted as a m odulation ofthe hopping am plitude, a new
collective degree of freedom not present in conventional superconductors. F inally, we rem ark that we only have resuls
forT = 0, and In the x = 0:1 case the issue of how much of the spectralweight in S survives above T, ram ains

open.
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