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The magnetic susceptibility measured in neutron scattering experiments in underdoped
YBa;Cuz07 , is Interpreted based on the selfconsistent solution ofthe t-J m odelofa Cu-O plane.
The calculations reproduce correctly the frequency and m om entum dependencies of the suscepti-
bility and its variation wih doping and tem perature in the nom al and superconducting states.
This allow s us to interpret the m axin um in the frequency dependence { the resonance peak { as
a m anifestation of the excitation branch of localized Cu spins and to relate the frequency of the
m axin um to the size ofthe soin gap. T he low —frequency shoulder well resolved in the susceptibility
of superconducting crystals is connected w ith a pronounced m aximum in the dam ping of the spin
excitations. Thism axinum is caused by intense quasiparticle peaks in the hole spectral fiinction
form om enta near the Fem i surface and by the nesting.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 7425Ha

I. NTRODUCTION

Inelastic neutron scattering experim ents give in—
portant Inform ation on the anom alous properties of
high-T. superconductors. Am ong the resuls obtained
w ith this experin entalm ethod is the detailed inform a—
tion on the m agnetic susceptibility n YBaCusz04
measured In w.de ranges of hol oconcentrations and
tem peratures®® T hese m easurem ents revealed the sharp
m agnetic collective i ode called the resonance peak. T he
peak rst cbserved2€ in the superconducting state of
YBa,Cu30 7 was later also detected In the underdoped
com poynds, both In the superconducting and nom al
states£% R ecently the resonance peak wasg,also observed
in BySrCaCu,0gr and TLBapCuOger £

T heoretical w orks devoted to the resonance peak were
mainly concentrated at the overdoped region where the
peak is observed In the supegponducting state and dis-
appears in the nom al state#22€2€ Tn Refs. {,d,d an
Interpretation of the resonance peak based on the itiner-
ant m agnetism approach was proposed. This approach
w hich usesthe Lindhard fiinction forthe bare susceptibit-
ity o k'!) and the random phase approxin ation relates
the appearance of the peak to the disappearance or con—
siderable decrease of In ¢ Q ! ) In the fizguency rangs
! 2 S wih the opening of the d-wavd!®? or s-wave?
superconducting gaps °.HereQ = ( ; ) isthe antifer—
rom agneticw ave vector. In this frequency range the peak
arises due to the logarithm ic disergence In Re ¢ Q !)
which originates from the Jmp?€ n I o Q !) or due
to the nesting of the bonding gnd antbonding Femn i
surfaces I the two-dayer crystal? In the nom al state,
when the dam ping increases, the peak is sn eared out.
For the approaches of Refs. :g,:g the two-layer structure
of YBay,Cu307 y is of crucial inportance for the ap—
pearance of the resonance peak. However, the recent
cbservation? of the peak in single-Jayer T LBa,CuO ¢

Indicates that an interaction between closely spaced Cu-—
O layers is not the necessary condition. A single-ayer
system described by am odi ed s—f Ham iltonian wascon—
sidered in Ref. :_1-(_5 In that work the resonance peak ap—
pears also due to the vanishing dam ping of soin exci-
tations and a realpart of the spin excitation frequency
stem s from the ferm ion bubble. A_qualitatively di erent
approach was suggested in Ref. :_11; w here the existence
of a wellde ned branch of spin excitations which exists
even in the absence ofm obilk carriersw aspostulated near
the M pomnt k = Q) ofthe Brillouin zone. In this sce—
nario the resonance peak is related to the excitation w ith
k = Q ofthisbranch. As in Ref.i},§,d, here the peak is
visbl in the superconducting state due to the absence
of the dam ping for ! 2 ® and is smeared out In the
nom al state.

This latter scenario seem s to correspond m ost ade—
quately to available experin ental data on the resonance
peak. A smentioned, i is observed also n underdoped
YBa;Cuz07 y and in the superconducting state the peak
varies continuously on passing from the underdoped to
overdoped region. M oreover, in the underdoped region
the peak is also observed in the nom al state and is
frequency is nearly the sam e as in the superconducting
state. Therefore it is reasonable to search for a uni ed
explanation for the peak which is applicable both forun-
derdoped and overdoped regions, and { in the former
region { forthe nom aland superconducting states. T he
existence ofthe excitation branch of bocalized Cu spins is
wellestablished for the underdoped region 223 n this re—
gion it is quite reasonable to connect the resonance peak
w ith these excitations.

In this paper we use the two-din ensional tJ m odel
to which the realistic threeband Hubbard m odel of the
CuO , planes can be m gapped In the case of a strong on—
site C oulom b repulsion 13 For the underdoped region the
self-consistent solution of the t-J m odelwas obtained In
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Ref. :_l-fi w ith the use of M ori’s profction operator tech—
nigque. W e em ply this result for the calculation of the
m agnetic susogptibility in the nom aland superconduct-
Ing states. T he calculations reproduce correctly the fre—
quency and m om entum dependencies of the susoceptibil-
ity and is evolution with doping and tem perature In
YBa;Cuz07 y . This allows us to relate the resonance
peak w ith the excitation branch ofthe localized Cu spins
and to identify the frequency of the peak with the size
of the spin gap at the M point. In the underdoped re-
gion, wih increasing doping the peak frequency grow s
with the gap size and the peak intensity decreases, in
agreem ent w ith experin ental observqyt.'ionsﬂ':f M oreover,
the low -frequency shoulder observed? in the suscepti-
bility of superconducting crystals can be connected w ith
a pronounced m aximum which we nd in the dam ping
of the spin excitations. Thism axinum is caused by In-
tense quasiparticle peaks in the hole spectral fiinction for
m om enta near the Fermm i surface and by the nesting.

II. THE HOLE GREEN'SFUNCTION IN THE
SUPERCONDUCTING STATE

The Ham iltonian of the 2D tJ m odel read?
X 1X
thm & am + =
nm nm
@)

wherea, = 7 im0jisthehol annihilation operator, n
andm labelsitesofthe square lattice, = 1 isthespin
progction, i iand 10iare site states corresponding to
the absence and presence of a hole on the site. These
states are linear com binations of the products of the
3dy2 2 copper and 2p oxygen orbitals of the extended
Hubbard m odel®? In thisw ork we take inte account near-
est nejghb@r Interactionsonly, tym = t | nm+a and
Jim = J  , nm+a Where the four vectors a connect
nearest nejgthQr sites. The spjn—i operators can be w rit—
ten ass? = = fi im jand g = h im; 3

To investigate the m agnetic susceptbility of this
modelthe hole G kt) = i E©HAx (t);A]{ gl and spin
D kty= 1 (MhE (t);s*, 16 reen’s functionshavetobe
calculated. Here supposing the singlet superconducting
pairing we Introduced the N am bu spinor,

thus G isa 2 2 matrix (here and below m atrices and
vectors are designated by boldface ktters). In the above
formm ulas the angular brackets denote averaging over the
grand canonical ensem ble, and

ax = N e an

VA .
s, = N e S

ax © =
sites, H = H
Xp = 1n0imO0j.

To derive the selfenergy equation for the m atrix
G reen’s function G the continued fraction representation
for G reen’s function and the recursive equations for their
elem ents from Ref. :_fl_j have to be generalized for the case
ofm atrices. Such generalization reads

exp(th)ﬁk exp( iHt), N is the number of
nXn is the chem ical potential,

R,(!)=[I E, Ras1(1F,1Y; n=0;1;2::: @)

where T isa 2 2 uni matrix, the matricesE, and F,
are calculated from the recursive equations

An;H]I=EAp+Apy1+Fn 1Aq s
En = hfR,;H ;A gihfA ;A Ygi’; ©))

. 1
Fn=hfA,,1;A7, gihfA ;A Ygli " :

HereF ; = 0andA = A1'< for the case ofthe function
G . As ollows from Eq. Q), the two-com ponent oper—
ators A, oconstructed In this recursive procedure form
an orthogonal basis. For the anticom m utator G reen’s
function G the inner product of two arbitrary oper—
ators A and B is de ned as hfA ;Bgi and the or-
thogonality m eans hfA A gi = ,n hfA ;A Lgi. In
Eq. @), Ra(l) = i, dtexp@ltR, (), Ra() =
hfA ;A YgihfA , ;A Ygi ! where the tin e dependencies
are determ ined by the equation

d vl
A=

P JH T
& x)BnesH ]

An;t:=0= Aq
k=0

with the de nition P,,Q = hfQ ;A YgihfA ,;AYgitA,
of the proction operator P,, that procts an arbitrary
tw o-com ponent operator Q on A, (for a more detailed
discussion of these equations see Ref. [14).
From the above de nitions it follow s for the Fourier
transform ation ofG (kt)
G k!)=[I Eo RiFo]'hfAg;A{gl; @)
where hfA g;AJgi= "I," = $(1+ x),x = X ,iisthe
hole concentration,

_— "k 0 Kll 1 (3J X 8t) )
0 K.’ ' 3J « 8t ™9 ’
(5)

o= @Y +6Cy gt +3TF t) oy, 0= +4AFy T+

39Cy’ ', « = § ,exp(ika). The nearestneighbor

correlations C; = hs;’llsniai, F1 =T an+a; L, K1 =
ha, an+a; 1and the hole concentration x can be ex-—
pressed In tem s of the com ponents of the hole and spin
G reen’s fnctions:
1x %
— ding (1A k!);
1
Z

k ding (1A k!);

N

k
1 X
N

k



2 X %1 !
= — | - |
C1 N X . d! coth P B k!); (6)
X 2,
K1=N—k K 1d![1 ng ()]
L&! H)+M k! )
w here
Lk! )= mnBrk! )+ Gak! )FC );
M k! )= ReGuizok! ) Guk! )EF@ );
AKk!)= Im G k!)= ,and B k!) = ImD k!)=

are the holk and spin spectral functions, ny (!) =
xp (!=T)+ 1] ! and T isthe tem perature (the filnctions
A k'!)and B (k!) do not degpend on ). In the deriva—
tion of Eq. ('_6) for C; we have taken into account that
the approxim atign used retains the rotation sym m etry of
spin com ponentsl4 and therefore C, = 2hs?s?, i

Asfollows from Eq. 6'_5), In the t-J m odelthe supercon—
ducting gap has an s-wave com ponent ifK; 6 0. How—
ever, In the considered case this com ponent is small in
com parison w ith the d-wave com ponent Introduced be-
low and w illbe neglected.

From the de nition of the hole selfenergy = R 1F
we nd that ., k!)= ,;k; !)where it was taken
Into account that these com ponents of  do not depend
on and are invariant under the inversion of k. For

11 k!) the Bllow ing expression cbtained in Ref.:}l_i can
be used:

162X 21 0
Im ;1 k!) = dl'” g xo+
N
r
0 l+ k0 2
+ sgn(!)(k xo )
1 kO
he ( !9+np (¢ 19 )
Ak k%! 198 k%9;
21 d!'%m 1, k!9
Re ll(k!) = P _.|07|;
. 10
whereng (1) = Exp(!=T) 1] and P indicates Cau-

chy’s principalvaluie.
A ssum ing the d-w ave superconducting pairing, for the
anom alous selfenergieswe set

12k! )= k! )= Zlosks) cosky)F2; ©)

s

w ith the superconducting gap . For such anom alous

selfenergiesM k! )= 0.

III. THE SPIN GREEN'S FUNCTION

In Ref. ;fé_l‘ we have noticed that the approxin ation
used there lads to an underestin ation of the in aghary
part of the m agnetic susceptibility at low frequencies.
To avoid this drawback in the present work we shallnot

split the spin selfenergy into the hol and spin parts,
but rather continue the calculation of the tem s of the
continued fraction using the entire Ham iltonian ().
The soin G reen’s function is calculated from the rela—
tion
D k!)="!(6sFy ) (s5i5%); )
where
Z
(Spis’ )= 1 thls; (t);s* 17 (10)
0
and K ubo’s relaxation function
Z Z
gtel' t
0 t

(3% ) = dthhlsf ©);s* B A1)
can be represented by a oontg'llqued fraction which is sim i
larto the scalarform ofEq. @). TheelementsE, and F
ofthis function are calculated from a recursive procedure
which is sin ilarto the scalar form ofEq. (3) where, how -
ever, m ean values of anticom m utators have to be sub-
stituted by inner products of the type of Eq. {10 (see
Ref. :_1§)

From this de nition we nd for the starting operator
Ay = s; ofthis recursive procedure

Eo= (sf;s% )(sfis" ) = 0;
where is? = [s;;H ],
41 J i+ tF
By=ish; Fo- ( k)Z( :i:l] 1); E, - 0:
(sg s )

U sing these elem ents of the' continued fraction represen—
tation of ((sf ¥*, )):,Eq. @) can be rew ritten as

41 x) T FE1J+ &)

2o k) g’

D k!)= 12)

w here !]f = Fo,

k') = ipa D@L 3+ EFD]T
1

dte” " @, ;ad);

As Plows from the above equation, to calculate !}
and A , we have to select term sofi2s§ w hich are propor—
tionalto s; . It can be done only approxin ately because
the quantity (sk s% ) cannot be calculated exact]y Fol-
low ing R efs. .14,:16 we used the decoupling in s? forsuch
selection and found

12216 0% £ S @ (414 i (3)

J
where is the param eter of the gap in the spin exci-
tation spectrum at the wave vector Q of the B rillbuin
zone. In an In nie 2D Jattice this gap is opened for any



nonzero tem peraturdt and at T = 0 orx > 00224 The
gap size is directly connected w ith the soin correlation
length ofthe short-range antiferrom agnetic order. H ence
a nitegap PrT,2 0 is In agreem ent w ith the M erm in—
W agner theorem 1% The gap param eter can be expressed
through the m odel,pgram eters and correlations of hol
and spin operatorst4L4 However, due to strong depen-—
dencies of the considered quantities on thisparam eterwe
found it m ore accurate to determ ine this param eter from

the constraint of zero site m agnetization hsf i= 0 which
is fi1l lled in the param agnetic state. T his constraint can
be w ritten in the fom

x %1

1 2 !
Za x)= — d! coth —
2 N 2T

B k!): 14)

nEqg. {_Ig), the param eter  is Introduced to in prove
som ew hat the results obtained w ith the decoupling and
to take into account vertex corrections. In earlierw ork<L4
w here the analogous correction were used for the H eisen—
berg m odelthis param eterw as detemm ined from the con-—
straint C_lé_j) . Due to com paratively weak dependencies
of the considered quantities on this param eter we found
it m ore appropriate to set = 1802 0:802tanh (10x)
and to use the constraint for the calculation of , as
m entioned above. T he expression given for takes into
account its value obtained in Ref.[l4 or nite dam ping
of spin exciations and the weakening of the vertex cor-
rections w ith doping.

W hen selecting tem sof#s? which have to be included
into A, we om itted tem s proportionalto 2, being m oti-
vated by ourearlier resu24 and by the resultsofthe soin—
wave approxin ation®d which indicate that (!) hasto
be proportional to . An additional argum ent to om it
these tem sP'is that a part of them ocontains mulipliers
of the type &y ap themean values ofwhich are
zero. O ther tem s of this type and a part of tem s pro—
portionalto tJ contain the hole operators w ith opposite
sons, &l apo; ,which also give zero on averaging and
therefore were om itted. Tem swhich are proportionalto
J? and describe m ultiple spin-excitation scattering pro—
cesses were not included into A, either { in this article
only the decay ofthe spin excitation into the ferm ion pair
is considered. T his process is described by the follow ing
tem s:

4u3 X . .
Ay, = — ik k2 @, @k+ky ko; S, 7
kikz
1
Okk1 ks k, t 2
(x;, % K, k+k; ko T keky )i

w here the line over the operators indicates that in cal-
culating them odynam ic averages w ith A, by factoriza-
tion, tem s containing couplings of hole operators from
the sam e A, have to be om itted, since such processes
have already been inclided into !Zs?. Substituting A,
Into the above de nition of (k! ), neglecting the di er-
ence between A, and A, (t) and using the decouplng we

get
8 7?2 1 I =

I k) = . exp (! =T)

N2 k)T EX13+ 1) !

< 77

gzkklkz dlid!zng (!2)

K1k,

hﬂ ng ()he (0 + 11 1)B ka!o)

Aki!1)A &K+ ky kp;l+ 1ty 13)

i

Lki!ls )JLhk+ks kppl+ !y o)

1s)

E quation C_1-§') is supposed to give a good approxin ation
for the realpart of the frequency of spin excitations and
therefore only the In aghary part of (k! ) willbe con—
sidered below . Notice that In (k! ) is negative, nite
for! = 0 and even w ith respect to the change ofthe sign
of !'.

Asseen from Eq. {15), In (!) is nie ork ! 0,
whereas !y vanishes in this lin it. Therefore the spin
G reen’s function C_lz_i) has a purely In aginary, di usive
polk near the point, n com pliance w ith the result of
the hydrodynam ic theo:l:yiga In the general case proper—
ties of spIn excitations near the M point di er essen—
tially from those near . In the calculations of Ref. :L@:
for the fom er excitations the real parts of frequencies
were larger than their im agihary parts due to the spin
gap . However, it is w orth noting that in this com parison
only the decay into two ferm ions was considered as the
source of dam ping. A nother source of dam ping { m ulti-
Pl soin-excitation scattering { was neglected. H owever,
even In the case of overdam ped excitationswih k Q
their frequencies w i1l have real com ponents due to the
soin gap.

To sin plify further calculations we take into acoount
that in the considered underdoped case the soin spectral
function B (k!) is strongly peaked near Q0 for ! 'o .
A]Jowjng@rthesma]lva]ueoflg JAK+QY) AK!)
and Eq. {14) we get

9 £J%1 x)
k) TEL13+ tF1)

&)= o
X

2
( x+x0 k0)

0

1

41 00E T+ np (19
|
h' ’
AKYOA K+ k%! + 19
i
LMo H)nk+x%+1% ) : ae

Now the dam ping has taken the fam iliar form given by
the ferm ion bubble.



Iv. MAGNETIC SUSCEPTIBILITY

W e have used hole selfenergies (/Z and oon:e]anns of
hole and spin operators ocbtained in Ref. 14 for calculat-
Ing the hole G reen’s function G , Eq. {4) ThJS finction
and the soin gap param eters obtained in Ref. 14-have
then been applied for the calculation ofthe spin G reen’s
fanction determ ined by Egs. (2), (13) and (l6). This
latter function is connected w ith the m agnetic suscepti-
bility by the relation

k!)= 4 iD k!);

where p is the Bohr magneton. The selfenergies of
Ref. .14 were calculated for a 20 20 lattice w ith the pa—
rameters t = 05 &v,,J = 01 &/ which correspond
to hole-doped cuprate&j.'éq and for the ranges of hole
concentrations and tem peratures 0 X 0:16 and
001t 58K T 02t 1200K . For severalhole con—
centrations we have checked now that the selfenergies
calculated for T = 001t rem ain practically unchanged as
the tem perature decreasesto T = 0003t 17K . There-
fore we can use these selfenergies also for T < 001t.
For tem peratures close to zero the superconducting gap

S was set to 0:04t= 20 m,&V, the value extracted from
the tunnelling experin ents2% A s Hllow s from the experi-
m ents, this valie rem ainspractically unchanged w ih the
doping variation from heavily underdoped to optim ally
doped YBa;Cusz0+ y -

Resuls of such calculations for the in aghary part of
them agnetic susoeptibility at the antern:om agneticwave
vector In Q) are shogyn In Figs. -L andd In these g-
ures experin entalda‘caa on them agnetic susceptibility of
underdoped YBa,Cuz0; , are also depicted. The oxy—
gen de cienciesy = 05 and 0:17 in this crystal corre=
soond to the hole concentrations x 0:075 and 0:14 24
YBa;Cuz07 y isabilayer crystaland the symm etry al-
low s one to divide the susoceptibility into odd and even
parts. For the antiferrom agnetic intrabilayer coupling
the odd part can be com pared w ith our calculations car-
ried out for a sihgle layer.

The value of dam ping Jin @ ! )Jjdepends on w idths
of peaks In the hole spectral functions near the Fem i
surface. These widths are detem ined by an arti cial
broadening which was introduced in Ref. Eé‘ to stabi-
lize the iteration progedure. From the com parison w ith
photoem ission spectra?d of Y Ba,Cus0 5 y it isseen that
the peaks in Ref. :_L-é' are m ore Intensive and narrower
than In experim ent which leads to a larger value and
stronger frequency dependence of the calculated dam p—
Ing. To weaken this di erence and to obtain a better t
ofthe shapesofthe calculated susceptibility to the exper—
In ental data we have decreased Jim @ !)jby a factor
f and added a constant damping to i. This allows
us to weaken som ew hat the frequency dependence of the
totaldamping Q !)= jim @Q !)Ff+ .Aswillbedis-
cussed in greaterdetails later, the low —frequency shoulder
In In (@ !) is connected w ith this dependence. Thus,
the tting parameters £ and allow us to change the

FIG.1l: The in aghary part of the spin susceptibility at the
antiferrom agnetic wave vector In the superconducting state.
Curves show the results of our calculations in a 20 20 lat—
tice fort= 05ev,J = 01ev, T = 17K, x = 006 (@)
and x = 0:12 (). Filled squares are the odd susceptibility
measured? in YBa,CusO¢:s (@ Tc= 45K, x 0:075) and in
YBa2Cu30683 b, Tc = 85K, x 0:14) at T = 5K.Here
and in F ig. .2 tick labels on the vertical axes corresoond to the
curves. In both guresexperin entalvalues are approxin ately
1.5 tin es sn aller than the calculated ones.

FIG . 2: The in aghary part of the spin susceptbility in the
nom al state. Curves show the results of our calculations for
T = 116 K, all other parameters are the sam e as for the
respective panels-in F ig. ih F illed squares are the odd suscep—
tlbﬂ_'ﬂ'.y m easuredt in YBa;CuszO0e¢:5 (a) and in YBa;Cusz0e¢.83
©)atT = 100K .



FIG .3: T he frequency dependence ofthe totaldam pJng Q)
used In the calculation of the four curves in Figs. .]. and |2:
The param eter £ is equal to 2.7 for the dashed curve and
2 for the other curves. The param eter is equalto 0:027t,
0:04t, 0:012t, and 0:029t for the solid, dashed, short-dashed
and dash-dotted curves, respectively.

relative Intensity of this shoulder. The dam ping can be
connected w ith the processes of m ultiple spin-excitation
scattering or scattering at im purities. T he frequency de—
pendencies of the total dam ping used in the calculation
of the curves in Fjgs.:_]: and:_i are shown in Fjg.'.:a’. No—
tice that the tting param eters £ and w ih the values
given In the caption to this gure in uence only weakly
the position of the maximum in susceptbility which is
detemm Ined by the value of ! ¢

A s seen from Fjgs.lrgjI and @, the position of thism axi-
mum , the resonance peak, and its evolution w ith doping
and tem perature described by the tJ m odelare n good
agreem ent w ith those cbserved in YBa;Cuz0 7 y . In the
m odel the m axin um is connected w ith the excitation of
JIocalized Cu spins at the antiferrom agnetic wave vector
Q . ks frequency !¢ detem ines the size ofthe spn gap.
In the underdoped case it determ ines also the fnequency
of the resonance peak. As shown in Ref. 34 !y grows
w ith doping and this leads to the grow th ofthe frequency
of the resonance peak from approximately 18 meV at
x = 006 to 3§meV at x = 0:12 in Figs. 'L andd t
was also shown®4 that Tn (k!) is strongly peaked at Q
and that the value of In Q! ) decreases w ith dopjpg
which is In agreem ent w ith experin ental cbservations €
In absolute units our calculated valuesof In Q !) are
approxin ately 1.5 tim es larger than its experim entalval-
ues.

W e notice that the shape of the calculated frequency
dependence of the suscgptibility is close to that cbserved
experim entally. O f special interest is the low —frequency
shoulder In this dependence. T his shoulder ism ore pro-—
nounced for lower hole concentrations and tem peratures.
A s mentioned above, i origihates from the strong fre—
quency dependence ofthedam ping (@ ) shown in Fig. g

FIG . 4: The Fem i surface of the tJ m odel (lines) and the
m om enta which give them ain contrbution to them axim a of

@) in the used 20 20 lattice (circles). T he antiferrom ag-
netic wave vector Q connecting m om enta of the ferm ion pair
in the spin polarization bubble is shown by the arrow . The
pointM correspondstok = ( ; ).

The pronounced m axin a of the curves In this gqure
are connected w ith Intensive peaks In the hole spectral
function for m om enta near the Fem i surface. These
peaks correspond to the so-called spin-polaron band [
Form oderate doping the Fem i surface of the t7d m odel
consists of tw o rthom buses w ith rounded <::ome1:s'14 These
rhom buses are centered at the and M points and are
approxin ately nested by them om entum Q . T hisnesting
is also very essential for the appearance of the m axim um
n Q!). Fjg.'g:theFeﬂn isurface is shown and m o—
m enta ofthe hole spectral fiinctions which give them ain
contridbution to themaxima of (@Q ) in the used 20 20
lattice are indicated. For these m om enta the intensive
spin-polaron m axin a in the spectral functions A (k°! 9
andA Q + k%! + 19 [eeEq. (16)] overlap and fallinto
the frequency w indow determm ined by the di erence ofthe
occupation num bers.

T he Fermm 1sur.Ea,ae In YBapCuz07 y di ers from that
shown in Fig.4 2 2324 H owever, i is known from the pho—
toeanm ission experin entsthat at least in the superconduct—
Ing state the hole spectral fuinction haspronounced peaks
for m om enta near the Fem i surface. In the two-layer
YBa;Cuz07 y them ain contrdbution to the dam ping of
the spin exciations is given by the decay into the ferm ion
pair in which one of the ferm ions belongs to the bond—
Ing band and the other to the antdbonding band and the
respective parts of the-Fem i surface are nested by the
momentum ( ; ; 1824 These conditions are sin ilar to
those ocbserved In the tJ m odel and therefore the low —
frequency shoulder in the susceptibility In YBa;Cuz0 7
can be also related to the strong frequency dependence of
the dam ping of the son excitations which arises due to
pronounced peaks in the hole spectral function and the
nesting.



FIG .5: Constantenergy ( ; ) scansat the resonance energy
! . Solid and dashed curves show the resuls of our calcula—
tionsforx = 0:12, ! = 38m eV in the superconducting state
at T = 17 K and In the nom alstate at T = 116 K, respec—
tively. To sinulate a nite nstrum entalm om entum resoli—
tion the curveswere calculated by the convolution ofTm  (k!)
w ith the G aussian w ith the fullw idth at halfm axin um equal
to 02 in the momawrum space. Filled and open squares
are experin entaldata2% in YBa,Cus0 g3 HOT 'o = 35mev,
T = 4K and 109 K , respectively.

It”js worth noting that for all four curves in Fjgs.:g:
and d thevalueof Q ;!¢ )=2 issmnallerthan !q . Thus,
In contrast to a vichhity ofthe pointneartheM point
the spin excitations are not overdam ped in underdoped
YBaCuz0y y .

Now let us consider the m om entum dependence of
the resonance mode. In Fig. 5 the constant energy
scans obtajned in our calculations are com pared w ith
experin ent? in YBa,CusOgs3. The scans were per—
form ed along the diagonalofthe B rillouin zone at the res—
onance energy in the superconducting and nomm alstates.
To sinulate a nite instrum entalm om entum resolution,
which is com parable to the w idth ofthepeak n In  (k!)
our curves were calculated by the convolution of this
quantity with the G aussian wih the full width at half
maximum equalto 02 in the momentum space. This
corresponds to 01 in reciprocal lattice units which is the
usual resolution in experin ents of this type. As can be
seen from Fig. 6, for both tem peratures the calculated
m om entum dependencies are In good agreem ent w ith ex—
perin ent.

In Fjg.:_é the dispersion of the m axinum of our calcus
lated susceptibility is com pared w ith experin ental data€
In YBa;CuszOg.5. This disgpersion corresponds approx—
Imately to !y iIn Eq. C_l-gx') For anallg= k Q this
m om entum dependence can be w ritten as

q
'y !54—02(]{ Q)?: @7)

This function tted to our calculated datapwjth the pa-
rameters ! = 184 meV and ca = 8 £ =

FIG. 6: The disgpersion of the maximum in the frequency
dependence of In (!), g= k Q . Filled squares are our
results for x = 006 and T = 17 K. The t for these data
with Eq. () is shown by the curve. Open sjuares are ex-—
perin ental resutL n YBa;Cusz04:5 at T = 5K for odd spin
excitations.

0:134 meV is also shown In Fig. -_6 Here a is the dis-
tance between Cu sites n a Cu-O plane. As seen from

this gure, our calculated dispersion is close to the exper—
In entalone for sim flarparam eters. For ! 'oIm (!)

ispeaked at k = Q . For ! > !5 the susceptibility has
m axin a on the ring w ith the radius approxin ately deter—
mined by theequation ! = '+ &k Q)*'*. In con-
stant energy scans along som e direction this property of
the susceptibility m anifests itself as two peaks in incom =
m ensurate positions equally spaced from the M pojnt.!if’:
For! < !y for the considered parameters In  (k!) is
peaked atk = Q .

V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

W e have considered the m agnetic susceptibility for the
underdoped case when the resonance peak is observed
both iIn the nom al and in the superconducting states.
A s m entioned, the frequency of the peak is determ ined
by the frequency ofthe spin excitation !y which setsthe
size of the spip-gap. T his frequency grow s w ith the hole
concentration 24 in agreem ent W ith experin ental obser-
vations in underdoped crystalsg®

Forthe nom alstate t-J m odelin the overdoped region
it wasshown?’ that the part ofthem agnon branch, which
persisted at low erdoping at the periphery ofthe B rillouin
zone, is suddenly destroyed forx  0:17 at T = 0. This
transition is accom panied by the radical change of the
hole spectrum : dispersion and distribution of the spec—
tralweight becom e close to the case ofweakly correlated
ferm jons. This result corresoonds to the sudden disap—
pearance of the rggonance peak In the normm alstate over-
doped cuprates?.'é' O ne of the reasons for the transition



In the tJ m odel is the dam ping of the spin excitations
which grow sw ith doping. A considerable decrease of the
dam ping in the superconducting state can restore the
soin excitationsnearthe M point in the frequency range
! 2 °. Such mechanisn was considered in Ref. 11
where the m agnetic susoceptibility sim ilar to that given
by Egs. C_l-gi) and (.'_l-.ji) was postulated and the dam ping
described by the ferm ion bubble of the type ofEqg. I_lg‘)
was used. Above the m entioned transition at x 0:17
the hole spectrum of the t-J m odel becom es sin ilar to
that used in Ref. :;L-}' and the analogous outcom e can be
expected here.

In contrast to the underdoped region, in the overdoped
case the frequency of the resonance peak decreases w ith
doping which can be related to a nite dam ping of the
soin excitations and to the decrease of the superconquct-
Ing gap w ith doping in this range of concentrations 2}

In contrast to YBa,Cu307 y where ! < 2 5, i
Lay x S Cu0 4 thevalueof2 ° 9m eV issubstantially
an aller than !q which is supposed to be approxin ately
the sam e as in the form er crystal. This di erence m ay
be the reason for the absgnce of the resonance peak in
overdoped Las » St CuO 4 13 Changes in the susceptbit
ity observed?® in La; 4¢S19.14Cu0 4 at the superconduct—
Ing transition consist of som e suppression of In below
the superconducting gap and an increase above it. The
suppression can be connected w ith the decrease of the
dam ping of the spin excitation accom panying the open—

Ing of the gap, while the Increase of the signalabove the
gap is apparently a combined e ect of the transfer of
the carrigr spectralw eight above the gap and the nesting
supposed?? for the Femm i surface of this crystal.

In conclusion, we com pared them agnetic susceptibility
calculated In the tJ m odel w ith the experim ental data
in the underdoped YBa;Cuz0 7 y . It was dem onstrated
that the calculations reproduce correctly the frequency
and m om entum dependencies of the experim ental sus-
ceptbility and its varation w ith doping and tem perature
In the nom al and superconducting states. T his allowed
us to Interpret the maximum in the frequency depen-—
dence { the resonance peak { as a m anifestation of the
excitation branch of localized Cu soins and to relate the
frequency of the m aximum to the size of the soin gap.
T he Iow -frequency shoulder well resolved in the suscep-—
tbility of superconducting crystals was connected w ith a
pronounced m axin um In the dam ping ofthe spin excita—
tions. Thism axinum is caused by intense quasiparticle
peaks in the hole spectral finction form om enta near the
Fem isurface and by the nesting.
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