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A bstract

I shall argue that the high T. problem is the problem of doping into a M ott insulator. Furthem ore, the well
docum ented pseudo-gap phenom enon in underdoped cuprates holds the key to understanding this physics. Phase

uctuation alone cannot explain this phenom enon, but there is a clear need to identify a com peting state which
lives In the vortex core. The staggered ux state is a good candidate for the com peting state and experim ental

tests of these ideas w ill be discussed.
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In the past severalyears, a concensus hasbegun
to em erge that the phenom enon of high tem per-
ature superconductivity In cuprates is associated
w ith doping into a M ott insulator. T he undoped
m aterial is an antiferrom agnet with a large ex—
change energy J oforder 1500 K . T he doped holes
hop w ith am atrix elem ent t, w hich isestim ated to
be approxin ately 3J . However, the N eel state is
not favorable for hole hopping, because after one
hop the spin nds iself n a ferrom agnetic envi-
ronm ent. Thus it is clear that the physics is that
ofcom petition between the exchangeenergy J and
the hole kinetic energy perhole xt.A pparently the
superconducting state em ergesasthe best com pro—
m ise, but how and why this occurs is the central
question ofthe high T . puzzle. In the underdoped
region this com petition resuls in physicalproper—
ties that are m ost anom alous. T he m etallic state
above the superconducting T. behaves in a way
unlke anything we have encountered before. E s—-

1 E-m ail: palee@ m it.edu

P reprint subm itted to E lsevier Science

sentially, an energy gap appears in som e properties
and not others, and thism etallic state hasbeen re—
ferred to asthe pseudogap state.W e w ill focus our
attention on this region because the phenom enol-
ogy iswellestablished and w e have the best chance
of sorting out the fundam entalphysics.

T he pseudogap phenom enon ism ost clearly seen
in the uniform susceptibility. For exam ple, K night
shift m easurem ent in the YBCO 124 com pound
show s that while the spin susceptbiliy ¢ isal
m ost tem perature independent between 700K and
300 K, as In an ordinary m etal, it decreases below
300 K and by the time the T, 0f80 K is reached,
the system has lost 80% of the spin susoceptbil-
iy.[L] To em phasize the universality of this phe-
nom enon, I reproduce in Fig. 1 som e old data on
YBCO and LSCO .Figure 1 (@) show s the K night
shft data from A lloul et al. from 1989.2] I have
subtracted the orbital contribution, which is gen—
erally agreed to be 150 ppm ,B] and drawn in the
zero line to highlight the spin contribution to the
K night shift which isproportionalto .Thepro—

22 M arch 2024


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307508v1

portionality constant is known 2] which allow s us
to draw In the Knight shift which corresponds to
the 2D square S = % H eisenberg antiferrom agnet
wih J = 0:13 &V .}4,5] The point of this exercist
isto show that in the underdoped region, the soin
susceptibility drops below that of the H eisenberg
m odelat low tem peraturesbefore the onset of su—
perconductiviy. T his trend continues even In the
severe]y underdoped Iim it © 0:53 t0 O 0;41), show —
Ing that the s reduction cannot sin ply be under-
stood as uctuations tow ardsthe antiferrom agnet.
N ote that the discrepancy is worse if J were re—
placed by a an aller Jer ¢ due to doping, since ¢
J_i: - The data seen in this light strongly point to
singlet form ation as the origin of the pssudogap
seen in the uniform spin susoceptibility.

Tt is worth noting that the trend shown in Fig.
1 is not so apparent if one looks at the m easured
soin susceptibility directly.[6] T his is because the
van V leck part ofthe soin susoeptbility is doping
dependent, due to the changing chain contribution.
Thisproblem doesnot arise orLSCO ,and In Fig.
1) we show the uniform susceptibility data.[7]
T he zero of the soin part is determm ined by com —
paring susceptibility m easurem entsto 170 K night
shift data.B] Nakano et al.[/] nd an excellent t
forthe x = 0:15 sample (see Fig. 9 of ref. 7) and
determm ine the orbital contribution for this sam ple
tobe ¢ 04 10’ emu/g.Thisagah allowsus
to plot the theoretical prediction for the Heisen-
berg m odel.9] Just as Hr YBCO, ¢ for the un-
derdoped sam ples x = 0.1 and 0.08) drops below
that of the H eisenberg m odel. In fact, the behav-
orof ¢ forthetwo system sisrem arkably sin ilar,
especially In the underdoped region.

A second indication of the pseudogap com es
from the linear T coe cient of the speci c heat,
which show s a m arked decrease below room tem -
perature.[l0] It isapparent that the spinsare form —
Ing Into singlets and the spin entropy is gradually
Jost. O n the other hand, the frequency dependent
conductivity behaves very di erently depending
on whetherthe electric eld isin theabplane ( )
or perpendicular to i ( o). At low frequencies
elow 500 an 1) ( .p) show sa typicalD rude-lke
behavior fora m etalw ith a w idth which decreases
w ith tem perature, but an area (spectral weight)
which is independent of tem perature.[l1] Thus
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Fig.1l. (@) Knight shift data of YBCO for a variety of dop—
ing.R] The zero level for the spin contribution has been
added and the solid line represents the prediction of the
2D S = % Heisenberg m odel for J = 0:13 €V . (b) Unifom
m agnetic susceptibility for LSCO .[7] T he orbital contribu-—
tion ¢ is shown (see text) and the solid line represents
the H eisenberg m odel prediction.

there is no sign of the psesudogap in the spectral
weight. T his is surprising because in other exam -
pleswhere an energy gap appears In am etal, such
as the onset of charge or soin density waves, there
is a redistrbution of the spectralweight from the
D rude part to higher frequencies. On the other
hand below 300 K . (!) is gradually reduced for
frequencies below 500 an ' and a deep holk is
carved out of (! )by thetine T, is reached.[12]
F inally, angleresoled photoem ission show s that
an energy gap (ih the form ofa pulling back ofthe
leading edge of the electronic spectrum from the
Ferm i energy) is observed near m om entum (0; )
and the onset of superconductiviy is m arked by



the appearance of a an all coherent peak at this
gap edge.

T he pseudogap phenom enology iswellexplained
by a cartoon picture which em erges from the RVB
(resonating valence band) theory of A nderson.[13]
The spins are paired into singlet pairs. H ow ever,
the pairs are not static but are uctuating due
to quantum m echanical superposition, hence the
term quantum spin liquid. T he sihglet form ation
explainsthe appearance ofthe soin gap and the re—
duction of spin entropy.T he doped holesappearas
vacancies in the background of singlet pair liquid
and can carry a current w thout any energy gap.
However in caxis conductivity and electron is re—
m oved from oneplane and placed on thenext.T he
Interm ediate state is an electron which carries spin
1/2 and therefore it is necessary to break a singlet
pairand pay the spin-gap energy.T he sam e consid—
eration applies to the photoem ission experim ent.
F inally, according to RV B theory, superconductiy—
iy em erges when the holes becom e phase coher-
ent. The soin singlet fam iliar in the BC S theory
has already been form ed.

W hike the above picture is appealing, there has
been anotherpopularexplanation.T he idea isthat
the pseudogap phenom enology can be understood
as a superconductor w ith robust am pliude but
strongphase uctuation.T he super uid density ¢
w hich controls the phase sti ness is proportional
to the doping concentration x and becom es am all
In the underdoped region. A s em phasized by Ue-
muraf]and by Em ery and K ivelson,[B] T . is con—
trolled by s and ismuch lower than the energy
gap.W e shallnow argue that phase uctuations
cannot be the whole story. Setting aside the ques—
tion ofwhere the strong pairing am plitude com es
from in the rstplace, that the phase uctuation
scenairo is incom plete can be seen from the follow -
Ing argum ent. In two din ensions the destruction
of superconducting order is via the Berezinskii-
K osterlitz-T houless BK T ) theory of vortex un—
binding.Above T . the num ber ofvortices prolifer-
ate and the nomm alm etallic state is reached only
w hen the vortex density is so high that the cores
overlp. At lower vortex density, transport prop—
erties w ill resem ble a superconductor in the ux

ow regin e.In ordinary superconductors,theBK T
tem perature isclosetothem ean eld tem perature,

and the core energy rapidly becom es an all. H ow —
ever, in the present case, i is postulated that the

mean eldtem perature ishigh, so that a large core

energy is expected. Indeed, In a conventionalcore

the order param eter and energy gap vanish, cost—
ng %=EF per unit area of energy. U sing a core

radiisof = % = g, the core energy ofa conven—
tional superconductor isEr . In our case, wem ay

replaceEr by J.Ifthiswerethe case, the prolifera—
tion ofvorticeswould not happen untila high tem -
perature J Independent ofx isreached.Thusfor
the phase uctuation scenario to to work, it is es—
sential to have \cheap" vortices, w ith energy cost
oforder T .. Then the essential problem is to un—
derstand w hat the vortex core ism ade of. P ut an—
other w ay, there has to be a com peting state w ith

energy very close to the d-wave superconductors
which constitute the core. T he vortex core indeed

o ersa glin pse of the nom al state reached when

H exceedsH ., and isan in portant constituent of
the pseudogap state above T ..

W hat are the candidates for the com peting or-
der? A candidate which has attracted a lot of at—
tention is the stripe phase.[l6,17] In the LSCO
fam ilty, dynam icalstripes (spin density waves) are
clearly in portant, egoecially nearx = % .Thereare
recent report of lncom m ensurate SDW nucleating
around vortices.H ow ever, untilnow therehasbeen
little evidence for stripesoutside ofthe LSCO fam —
iky. O n the theoretical side, as a com peting state
it isnot clearhow the stripes are connected to d-
wave superconductivity and it is hard to under-
stand how the nodalquasiparticles tum out to be
m ost sharply de ned on the Fem i surface, since
these have to transverse the stripesat a 45 anglk.

A second candidate for the vortex core is the
antiferrom agnetic state. T his possbility was st
proposed several years ago in the context of the
SO (5) theory.[18]T histheory isphenom enological
in that i Involves only bosonic degrees of free—
dom (the SDW and pairing order param eters).
The quaslparticles are out of the picture. Thus
the findam entalquestion ofhow the holes are ac-
com m odated hasnot really been addressed.T here
are reports of enhanced antiferrom agnetic spin

uctuations, and perhaps even static order, using
NM R .[19,20] I shall argue next that other con—
siderations also lead to antiferrom agnetic uctua—



tions and possbly static orders inside the vortex
core, so that the ocbservation of antiferrom agnetic
cores does not necessarily mm ply the existence of
SO (5) symm etry.

Finally, I com e to the candidate which we fa-
vor | the staggered ux state with orbital cur-
rents.R1] Indeed, using the staggered ux state
as the core, Lee and W en have successfully con—
structed a \cheap" vortex state.R2]T he staggered

ux phase hasan advantage overotherpossibilities
In that is exciation soectrum is sim ilar to the d-
w ave superconductor and the SU (2) theory allow s
us to an oothly connect it to the superconductiv—
ity.W e also regard the staggered ux phase asthe
precursor to N eel order, so that antiferrom agnetic

uctuationsoreven SDW orderareaccom m odated
naturally. O fcourse, it is experim ents which have
the nal say as to which candidate tums out to
be realized. O ur strategy is to work out as m any
experin ental consequences as we can and propose
experin ents to con m or falsify our theory.

T he staggered ux state was st ntroduced as
amean eld solution at half- llingR3] and later
was extended to Include nite doping.R4]At half-

Tling, due to the constraint ofno double occupa—
tion, the staggered ux state correspondsto an in—
sulating statew ith powerlaw decay in the spin cor—
relation function. It is known that upon including
gauge uctuations which enforce the constraint,
the phenom enon of con nem ent and chiral sym —
m etry breaking occurs, w hich directly corresponds
to Neel ordering.R5] The idea is that with dop-—
ng, con nem ent is suppressed at som e interm edi-
ate energy scale, due to screening by holes and to
dissipation.R6]A s the tem perature is low ered, the
pseudogap state em ergesw hich can be understood
as uctuating betw een the staggered ux state and
the d-wave superconducting state. A s still lower
tam perature, the staggered ux statesbecom e di-
luteand orm the coreof uctuating hc=2e vortices.
F inally, the vortices bind via the BK T transition
and the d-w ave superconducting state is the stable
ground state.T husthe staggered ux statem ay be
regarded as the \m other state" which is an unsta—
bl xed point due to gauge uctuations.t ows
to N eel ordering at half- 1ling and to the d-wave
superconductor or su clently large x. Thus the
staggered ux stateplaysa centralrole in thiskind

of theory. This picture is depicted schem atically
in Fig.2.W e should point out that the staggered

ux state (called the D density wave state) has re—
cently been proposed as the ordered state in the
pseudogap region.R7]A s explained elsew here, 28]
we think that this view is not supported by ex—
perin ent and we continue to favor the uctuation
picture.
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Fig. 2. Schem atic representation of our view of the phase
diagram . In the undoped lim it the staggered ux state
develops into the Neel state once gauge uctuations are
incuded. The pseudogap phase can be thought of as a

uctuating phase between the staggered ux state and
the d-wave superconductor. The SU (2) theory allows us
to sm oothly connect these uctuations. In this theory dif-
ferent states m ay be represented by a three-dim ensional
quantization axis with arrow s pointing to the north and
south poles representing staggered ux order and arrow s in
the equator representing the d-w ave superconductor. T hese
arrow s are schem atically shown in the gure.A s tem per—
ature is lowered, the staggered ux regions (arrow s point-
ing to north or south pole) are localized to form cores of
hc=2e vortices. E ventually these vortices disappear via the
K osterlitz-T houless transition to the d-w ave superconduct—
ing state. There is a broad range in tem peratures above
this transition where vortices m ay give rise to Nemst ef-
fects.[39] T his is sketched in the schem atic phase diagram .

The above picture nds support from studies
of pro cted w avefiinctions, w here the no-double—
occupation constraint is enforced by hand on a
com puter. W ih doping the best state is a pro—
fcted d-wave state. This state can explain m any
ofthe properties ofthe superconductor, as recently
discussed by P aram ekantietalR9] &t isnaturalto
consider the profcted staggered ux state (@t -



nite doping) as a trial wavefunction for the \nor-
m alstate" which exists inside the vortex core.T he
energy di erence between this and the procted
d-w ave superconductorm ay be considered the con—
densation energy.T he condensation energy persite
com puted thisway isshown in Fig.3.B0]N ote the
dom e shape which is rem iniscent of the T, curve
and the rather am allvalue forthe condensation en—
ergy, consistent w ith our expectation based on the
SU (2) idea.Another interesting quantiy we cal-
culated B1] is the current-current correlation fiinc—
tion for the profcted dwave BC S wavefunction:
g ki) =< jk)J() > where jk) is the physical
electron current on the bond k. T he average cur-
rent < jk) > iscbviously zero, but the correlator
exhibits a staggered circulating pattem.[31] Such
a pattem isabsent In the d-waveBC S state before
progction, and is a result of the G utzw iller pro—
Jction. O ur result for ¢y is consistent w ith exact
diagonalization oftwo holes In 32 sites.[32]

The staggered current generates a staggered
physical m agnetic eld (estin ated to be 10{40
gauss) R4,28]which m ay be detected, In principle,
by neutron scattering. In practice the an all signal
m akesthisadi cul, though not in possble exper-
In ent and we arem otivated to look for situations
where the orbial current m ay becom e static or
quasistatic. R ecently, we analyzed the structure
of the hc=2e vortex in the superconducting state
w ithin the SU (2) theory and concluded that in the
vicinity of the vortex core, the orbital current be-
com es quasistatic, wih a tin e scale determ ined
by the tunnelling between two degenerate stag—
gered ux states.R2] It isvery lkely that thistin e
is long on the neutron tin e scale. T huswe propose
that a quasistaticpeak centered around ( ; ) will
appear In neutron scattering In a m agnetic eld,
w ith Intensity proportionalto the num ber of vor-
tices. T he tim e scale m ay actually be long enough
for the am allm agnetic elds generated by the or-
bialcurrentsto bedetectableby -SR orY ttrium
NM R .A gai, the signalshould be proportionalto
the extermal elds. (The NM R experin ent m ust
be carried out in 2{4{7 or 3 layer sam ples to avoid
the cancellation between bijayers.) W e have also
com puted the tunnelling density of states In the
vicinity of the vortex core, and predicted a rather
speci ¢ kind of period doubling which should be

detectable by atom ic resolution STM .[33] T he re—
cent report[34] of a static eld of 18 gauss in
underdoped YBCO which appears in the vortex
state is prom ising, even though m uon cannot dis-
tinguish between orbital current or soin as the
origin ofthem agnetic eld.W e rem ark that in the
underdoped antiferrom agnet, the local m om ent
gives rise to a eld of 340 gauss at the m uon site.
T hus if the 18 gauss signal is due to soin, t will
correspond to roughly 1=20th ofthe fullm om ent.
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Fig. 3. The condensation energy per site vs. doping as
estim ated from the di erence between the energy of the
projcted staggered ux state and the projcted d-wave
superconductor.[30]D ata are shown for a variety of sam ple
sizes.

W e rem ark that our analytic m odel of the vor-
tex core is n full agreem ent w ith the num erical
solution ofunrestricted mean eld 5 and i by
W ang, Han and Lee[35] and O gata and collabora—
tors.36] Recently we found that for sm all doping
In the td modela snallmom ent SDW co-exists
w ith orbial currents in the vortex core.37]1M ore
generally, we expect ( ; ) spin uctuations to be
enhanced [38] so that the tendency to antiferrom ag—
netism is fully com patible w ith the staggered ux
picture. T his vortex solution is also interesting in
that the tunnelling density of states show a gap,
w ith no sign ofthe Jarge resonance associated w ith
C aroli-deG ennes-type core kevels found in the stan—
dard BC S m odelofthe vortex.T he low density of
states Inside the vortex core has an in portant in —
plication . In the standard B ardeen-Stephen m odel



of ux— ow resistivity, the friction coe cient ofa
m oving vortex isdue to dissipation associated w ith
the vortex core states.N ow that the core statesare
absent, we can expect anom alously am all friction
coe cients for underdoped cuprates. T he vortex
m oves fast transverse to the current and gives rise
to large ux— ow resistivity. Since the total con—
ductivity is the sum ofthe ux— ow conductivity
and the quasiparticle conductivity, it ispossible to
get into a situation where the quasiparticle con—
ductivity dom inates even for H H, . Thus the
\cheap" and \fast" vortex opens the possibility of
having vortex states above the nom inal T. and
H ., when the resistivity looks like that ofam etal,
w ith little sign of ux— ow contribution.From this
point of view , the large Nerst e ect observed by
O ng and co-workers [39] over a large region in the
H-T plne above the nom inalT. and H., (as de-
term ined by resistivity) m ay be qualitatively ex—
plained. T he schem atic phase diagram is shown In
Fig.2.
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