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Abstract

In a sim ple m odelwe investigate three com peting orders:d-wave supercon-

ductivity,spin and orbitalantiferrom agnetism (AF)in thevicinity ofa single

vortex in a cuprate superconductor.W e �nd thatwhen the potentialforthe

orbitalAF Vd iscom paratively sm all,thespin-density-wave(SDW )orderhas

an enhancem entatthevortex core center,and the "d-density-wave" (DDW )

order exhibits a rather weak behavior around the core and vanishing sm all

away from the core. However,when Vd becom es large,globally,the SDW

order decreases and the DDW order increases;locally,not only the peak of

theSDW orderaround thecorestillexists,though relatively suppressed,but

also a localpeak forthe DDW order�nally appears.Sim ilare�ectsare also

revealed forthefeatureswhen varyingdoping.Com parisonswith experim ents

are discussed.
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The m icroscopic structure around the �eld-induced vortices ofhigh-Tc cuprate super-

conductors(HTCS)isa challenging problem in condensed m atterphysics.Physically,when

an externalm agnetic �eld isapplied to a HTCS,an Abrikosov vortex lattice willbe pro-

duced.By destroying thesuperconducting (SC)orderlocally,in thesm allregionscentered

around the vortex cores,the norm alstate is form ed. Experim entally,m uon spin rotation

m easurem ents in underdoped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x [1],nuclear m agnetic resonance in optim ally

doped Tl2Ba2CuO 6+ � [2]havefound theevidence forthepresence oflocalAF in thevortex

cores. Furtherm ore,the presence ofboth localAF and charge orderin the vicinity ofthe

�eld-induced vorticeshasbeen revealed recently by neutron scattering experim ents in op-

tim ally doped and underdoped La2�x SrxCuO 4 [3],scanning tunneling spectroscopy (STS)

in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � [4]. Theoretically,the SO(5)theory [5]has predicted an AF core in

the underdoped cuprate superconductors,where a superspin,com bining the AF and the

d-wave superconductivity,rotate from lying inside the SC plane into AF sphere,when the

core is approached. On the other hand,staggered-current correlations were predicted re-

cently in lightly doped t� J m odel[6,7]. In addition,based on the SU(2) gauge theory

ofthe t� J m odel,a staggered-current state for the vortex core has been proposed [8],

wherethetransition from theSC stateto thestaggered-currentstatewhen approaching the

corewasinterpreted in term softherotation ofan isospin vector,which hasthem eaning of

the internalquantization axisofthe boson condensate. Othertheoriesalso predictin the

vortex core region the staggered current correlations [9],charge order [10,11],both SDW

and charge order[12{15],while a prediction ofsim ultaneous presence ofcharge,spin and

orbitalAF in thecoreregion isstillabsent.Thepurposeofthisletteristo investigate this

possibility in a uni�ed fram ework. W e �nd thatboth the spin and orbitalAF correlations

hasan enhancem entatthevortex corecenter.

Hereweassum etheDDW state(orthestaggered-currentstate,ortheorbitalAF state)

[16,17]asthecandidatestateforthepseudogap,which characterizesthenorm alstatearound

the vortex cores. In addition,it is wellknown that the com petition between the d-wave

superconductivity and antiferrom agnetism playsa ratherprom inentrole in them echanism
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ofsuperconductivity.Therefore,in thevortexcoreregions,atleastthreeorderingtendencies

com pete with one another and so are responsible for the m echanism ofthe m icroscopic

structureofthevortices.Theseorderingsared-waveparing,spin AF,and theDDW order.

W em odeloursystem asthefollowinge�ectivem ean-�eld Ham iltonian,which isan extension

ofthem odelin reference[18]in an externalm agnetic�eld,

H = f
X

< i;j> �

(�t+ (�1)
i
W ij)� t

0
X

< i;j>
0
�
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X

i

(Ui� � �)c
+

i�ci� +
X

< i;j>
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where t,t
0

are the hopping integralsforthe nearestneighbors(n.n)< i;j> and the next-

nearest neighbors (n.n.n.) < i;j >
0

, respectively. ’ij = �

� 0

R
ri

rj
dr� A (r), where �0 =

hc=2e is the superconducting 
ux quantum and the externalm agnetic �eld H = r � A

is directed along z axis. The DDW order param eter is de�ned as W ij = (�1)i
Vd
2

P

� <

exp(i’ij)c
+

i�cj� � exp(�i’ij)c
+

j�ci� > ,which isproportionalto the physicalcurrent
owing

along thebond ijand so itisnaturally gaugeinvariantand then keepsthegaugeinvariance

ofthe Ham iltonian. Vd is the potentialfor the DDW channel, which favors a current-

carrying state. Ui� = Uni�� is the spin-dependent scattering potential,where U is the

on-siterepulsion,favoring an antiferrom agneticSDW order.� ij =
Vp

2
< ci"cj# � ci#cj" > is

theSC spin-singletpairingorderparam eter,whereVp istheattractivepairinginteraction.�

isthechem icalpotential.Notethattheabovem odelcan betaken asthem ean-�eld version

ofa m ore com plicated and correlated m odel,such ast� U � V m odel. By decom posing

the electron annihilating operatorinto quasiparticles’creating and annihilating operators:

ci� =
P

n(un�(i)
n� + vn�

+
n�� ),the above Ham iltonian can be diagonalized by solving the

following Bogoliubov-deGennes(BdG)equationsin a self-consistentway [19],
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ij

1

C
C
A 	(j)= E 	(i) (2)

wherethequasiparticlewavefunction	(i)= (u "(i);v#(i))
T.Thesingle-particleHam iltonian

readsH �
ij = (�t+ (�1)iW ij)�i+ �;j�t

0

�
i+ �

0;j+(Uini�� � �)�ij with thesubscript� = (�1;0)or
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(0;�1),�
0

= (�1;�1)or(�1;�1):Theself-consistentDDW and SC orderparam etersread

respectively: W ij = (�1)i� iVdIm
P

n� exp(i’ij)(un�(i)u
�

n�(j)+ vn�(i)v
�

n�(j))tanh(�E n=2),

and � ij =
Vp

2

P

n �fun�(i)v
�

n�� (j)� v�n�(i)un�� (j)gtanh(�E n=2). Allthe sum overn isre-

stricted to only positive eigenvalues E > 0 for an excitation energy should be positive-

de�nite.

Forsim plicity,herethelengthand energyarem easured intheunitsofthelatticeconstant

aand thenearest-neighborhoppingt,respectively.Toextractthelow-energy physics,weset

thetem perature to bezero.By using theperiodicboundary condition,theBdG equations

aresolved self-consistently fora squarelatticeof40� 40sites.W ehavechosen a sym m etric

gauge,where the vector potentialcan be written asA = 1

2
H � r with r the radiusvector

m easured from the square center. The gauge phase ’ij on the link between sites at two

di�erentedgesofthe boundary can be so chosen thatallthe boundary e�ectbe rem oved

except at the four corners ofthe square. In the region we are interested in,the corners’

boundary hasarathersm alle�ecton itand theresultswehaveobtained should stillbevery

convincing.The starting state istheuniform d-wave superconducting statewith vanishing

sm allstaggered m agnetization and staggered current.Thed-wavesym m etries� i;i+ � = �� 0,

W i;i+ � = �W 0,with + for� = (�1;0)and � for� = (0;�1),arepreserved atthebeginning

oftheiterating.

In thewholearticle,wetaketheon-siteenergy U = 3,thepairing interaction Vp = 1:3,

the n.n.n hopping integralt
0

= �0:25. The m agnitude ofH is so chosen that the total


ux passing through the square lattice isa 
ux quantum � 0. The num ericalresultsshows

thatwhen thevalueofVd isrelatively sm all,theDDW orderwillbeabsentorbeuniform ly

vanishingsm all.ForVd = 0:5,weplotin Fig.1thespacialpro�lesofthevortex structurefor

theelectron occupation num bern = 0:86.Thesite-dependentDDW orderparam eterW i is

de�ned asW i=
1

4
(W i;i+ ex+ W i;i�e x

� W i;i+ ey� W i;i�e y
).HereVd issoweakthatitcanhardly

stabilizeastaggered current.Actually,thestaggered currentisfound tobenearly uniform ly

distributed and vanishingsm all.Thed-waveSC orderparam etervanishesatthevortex core
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centerand tendsto be�nitewhen away from thecore.Thegauge-invariantsite-dependent

SC order param eter j� ijde�ned as j� ij =
1

4
je� i;i+ ex +

e� i;i�e x
� e� i;i+ ey �

e� i;i�e y
jwith

e� i;j = � ije
i’ij [20],weakly 
uctuatesand isnothom ogeneouseven when thedistancefrom

thecorecentreislargerthanthesuperconductingcoherencelength�0.Theantiferrom agnetic

SDW orderparam eterm = (�1)i(ni"� ni#)(thestaggeredm agnetization)showsanenhanced

peak atthe vortex core center,exhibiting strong AF correlation. The presence ofanother

eightsym m etric-positioned sm allpeaksaround thevortex coreim pliesthepossibility ofthe

quasi-periodicm agneticstructurewith am uch longerperiod �m (peak-peakseparation)than

�0.Here�m isalength scaleoforderabout8a � 10a,which can becom pared toexperim ent

[4].Theelectron charge-density-wave(CDW )orderparam eterexhibitsasim ilarm odulation

to the SDW .The enhanced peak at the core center m eans the vortex carries a negative

charge.Anothereightsm allpeaksin theCDW appearatnearly thesam espatialplacesas

the SDW .Note thatin the trivialcase ofH = 0,the hom ogeneous SDW orderincreases

by decreasing doping,orincreasing electron density.Surprisingly,thisglobalcharacteristic

seem sto belocally correctin thisparam eterregion:theCDW form localpeaksjustwhere

theSDW havepeaks.

In Fig.2,we plotthesam egraphsforthesam eparam etersexceptVd = 0:65.Now the

strength oftheDDW potentialVd isso largethatnotonly a hom ogeneoussm allstaggered

current is stabilized,but also a great localenhancem ent is form ed atthe core center. In

anotherword,the staggered-currentcorrelationsbecom e m uch strongerwhen approaching

the vortex core from the outside. Thislocalenhancem entofthe staggered currentcan be

interpreted as the e�ect ofthe localform ation ofthe norm alpseudogap region through

destroying the SC order around the vortex core. This current-carrying state apparently

breaksthetim ereversalsym m etry.Thisisconsistentwith theargum entbased on thet� J

m odel,wherean enhanced staggered currentcorrelation when approachingthevortex center

waspredicted [8].Thed-waveSC orderparam eterapproacheszeroatthevortex corecenter.

Away from the vortex core,the SC orderparam etertendsquickly to be a �nite constant.

Heretheabsence oftheweak m odulation in theSC orderparam eterisassociated with the
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suppression ofthem odulation in theSDW orderparam eter.TheSDW stillshowsa strong

peak(localm axim um )atthecorecenter,whereastheeightsm allpeakssurroundingthecore

areso suppressed thatthey arehardly visible.Thissuppression ofthem agneticm odulation

is due to the com petition between the SDW and DDW order param eters. Generally,the

presence ofthe DDW order frustrates the SDW order [21],whereas the presence ofthe

SDW orderseem s to have a relative weak e�ecton the DDW order. Therefore the DDW

orderleadsto the suppression ofthe spin AF correlationsoutside the vortex core. Inside

the core,there existstwo com peting e�ects: the DDW stillsuppresses the SDW ,whereas

the disappearance ofthe SC order tends to increase the SDW .Com bination ofthe two

com petinge�ectscausestheenhanced SDW ordertobestillpresentinsidethecore,whereas

the SDW order is strongly suppressed by the DDW order outside the core. The electron

charge distribution (or CDW ) exhibits a feature sim ilar to that ofthe SDW ,where a

localm axim um isform ed atthe vortex core center,causing a negative vortex charge.The

electronsareaccum ulated locallybyexpellingouttheholesatthevortex core,favoringm ore

strong spin AF correlations.

In ordertom akem oreclearthecharacteristicofthevortexstructurewhen thestaggered-

currentcorrelationsare dom inant,we show the case Vd = 1 in Fig.3.The strength ofthe

DDW orderisso strong thata nearly hom ogeneousDDW orderisinduced,exceptthata

relatively sm alllocalpeak appearsatthe core center. The m agnitude ofthe DDW order

is greatly increased,which then cause a greatsuppression on the SDW order. The SDW

order is nearly hom ogeneous and vanishing sm all. A relatively sm allpeak is stillpresent

forthe SDW orderatthe vortex centerdue to itscharacteristic asthe localnorm alstate.

Theelectron density isalso nearly hom ogeneousexcepta sm allbroad localpeak atthecore

center.TheinsetofFig.3 showsthevariation ofthespatialaveraged SDW (solid squares)

and DDW (solid circles)orderparam eterswith Vd forthesam eotherparam eters.Vd hasa

threshold V c
d � 0:55 ,abovewhich theDDW orderappearsand begin to increase,whilethe

SDW orderbegin to decrease.

Sim ilare�ectswerefound forthecasewherethedoping levelchanges.W eshow in Fig.
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4 thespatialvortex structure with theelectron occupation num bern = 0:91 and n = 0:94,

respectively. Com bined with Fig.2,itcan be seen thatsm alldoping strongly favora SDW

order,both globally,and locally at the vortex core. The localpeak ofthe SDW order is

strongly enhanced.Thisgreatlocalenhancem entcom esfrom notonly thedopinge�ect,but

also the norm alstate characteristic by destroying the SC orderlocally atthe vortex core.

Thetwoe�ectshavethesam etendenciestoincreasingtheSDW order,sotherelatively great

localenhancem entiswellexplained.A quasi-periodicm agneticstructurealsoappearsin the

SDW ,indicating thatthisisnotthefeaturejustbelonging to theoptim alsystem ,which is

consistentwith theobservation by theneutron scatteringexperim ents[3].Therelativelocal

DDW peak atthe core centerdecreaseswhen decreasing doping. Thiscan be explained if

wenotethat(i)zero doping stabilizesa strong SDW orderand a m uch sm allerDDW order

becauseoftheon-siteenergy,which depressestheability oftheelectrons’hopping between

sites,and then theDDW ordercan beseen to havea tendency to decreasewhen decreasing

doping;(ii)thevortex coreisahole-poorregion,relativetotheregion outsidethecore.Due

to the sam e reason thatthe core hasthe nature ofthe norm alstate,the localpeak ofthe

DDW survives,though rathersm all,when decreasing doping.The CDW orderalwayshas

an enhanced peak atthecorecenterwhen doping levelchanges,and asa consequence,itis

alwaysindicating a negative vortex charge in the param eterregion considered,in contrast

to that ofChen [22],where a change ofsign ofthe vortex m ay be possible,when vortex

coreswithoutAF areform ed.Thism ay beduetothelargeCoulom b on-siteenergy wehave

chosen,so thatthecorewithoutAF isneverstabilized.

Thiswork issupported by theChineseNationalNaturalScienceFoundation.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Thespatialdistribution of(a)thed-waveSC orderparam eter,(b)electron density,(c)

thestaggered m agnetization,(d)theDDW orderparam eterfora 40� 40 lattice.O nly thecenter

34� 34 lattice isshown to elim inate the corners’boundary e�ect. Param etervalues: t
0

= � 0:25,

U = 3,Vp = 1:3,Vd = 0:5 and n = 0:86.

FIG .2. Thesam e asFig.1 exceptVd = 0:65.

FIG .3. Thesam e asFig.1 exceptVd = 1:0.

FIG .4. The spatialdistribution of(a),(c)electron density;(b),(d)the staggered m agnetiza-

tion;(c),(f)theDDW orderparam eter.Param etershavethesam evaluesasFig.2 exceptn= 0.91

for(a),(b),(c),whereasn= 0.94 for(d),(e),(f).
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Fig. 2
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Fig. 3
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