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M otivated by the recent discovery of superconductivity in
layered NayCoO, yHBO com pound, we Investigate theoret—
ically the spin dynam ics in the superconducting state w ith
three possble px + ipy— d+ id’~, and f-wave pairing sym —
m etries in two-dim ensional triangular lattices. W e nd that
a spih resonance peak, which is elaborated to have a close
relevance to the relative phase of the gap function and the
geom etry of the Fem i surface, appears in both n-plane and
out-ofplane com ponents of the spin susceptbility for the
spin-singlket d + id%wave pairing, while only in the outof-
plane (in-plane) com ponent of for the spin—triplet px + ipy -
wave (f-wave) pairing. Because the pairing sym m etry in this
com pound is still hotly debated at present, this distinct fea—
ture m ay be used to probe or detem Ine i unam biguously
w ith fiture neutron scattering experim ents.

PACS number: 74904 n,7420Rp,7425Ha

R ecently, the superconductivity with T 5K is found
In the Co0 ,-ayered m aterial, Na,CoO, vyHO ﬂ!.']. This
com pound consists of tw o-din ensional(2D ) Co0 , layers
where Co atom s form a 2D triangular lattice and is sep—
arated by a thick insulating layer of Na' ions and H,0
m olcules. A though its T. is relatively low, it has still
attracted m uch attention because it shares som e sim ilar—
ities with high-T. cuprates, in particular it m ay be an—
other unconventional superconductor evolving from the
doped M ott insulator. T herefore, the investigation of
this com pound is expected to give insight on the m echa—
nism ofunconventionalsuperconductivity. So far, several
quite di erent theoretical proposals ﬁ_?:{:j.] for its pairing
symm etry, such as the spin-singlet d+ id®wave and the
spin-triplet py + ip,—(or even f-)wave, have been put
forward. On the other hand, experim ental results on
the pairing sym m etry reported by di erent group have
also been controversial, even w ith the sam e experin ental
m ethod H{11].

In unconventional d—and p-wave superconductors, the
gap function (k) changes the sign (phase) around the
Fem isurface and thuswould lead to zerosodes) in the
superconducting (SC) energy gap j k). Therefore, one
can in principle determ ine the gap function and conse—
quently the pairing sym m etry, by m easuring the distri-
bution ofthe phase and/ornode positions. In practice, it
isthe node positions rather than the phase that can be in—
ferred in usualthem odynam ic, transport, and NM R ex—

perin ents. T herefore, the probe of the node position has
been m ostly used In the clari cation of the pairing sym —
m etry in unconventional superconductors f_l-Z_’:] H ow ever,
them uch debated pairing sym m etries so far proposed for
the SC state 0of NayCoO, yHO are the broken-tim e—
reversalsymm etry d+ id%-and py + ip,—waves. In this
case, the energy gap j k)Jj= 2k)+ % k) isnode-
Jess. So, a probe which is directly related to the phase is
of special in portance for the determ nation of the pair-
Ing symm etry in this com pound as well as In other un-
conventional superconductors. T his is evident by noting
the crucialin pact ofthe tricrystalphase-sensitive experi-
ment t_l-gx'] on the detemm ination ofthe dom inating dy2 2
pairing symm etry In high-T. superconductors. In this
Letter, by noting that a soin resonance peak appears in
di erent com ponents of the dynam ical spin susceptibil-
ity forallthree possble pairing sym m etries in the 2D
triangular lattice w ith the nearestneighborin. pair-
Ing interaction, we show that the identi cation of the
sodn resonance peak In the SC state, which can be car-
ried out by neutron scattering experin ents, m ay also pro—
vide an unam biguous clue to probe/detem ine the pair-
Ing symm etry in this com pound. W e elaborate that the
occurrence of the soin resonance peak in a speci c com -
ponent of the dynam ical spin susoeptbility exclisively
corresponds to a de nite change of the phase of (k).

To handle both the spin-singlet and spin-triplet super—
conductivity In the sam em odelaswell as to capture the
essentialphysics ofelectron correlation, we em ploy a phe—
nom enologicalt U V model f_l-l_il:_l-fu] on a 2D triangular
lattice, In which an e ective n.n. pairing interaction (V)
is responsible for superconductivity and an on-site H ub—
bard U for the electron correlation. A fter choosing the
mean- eld parameter ;= V (< GrCyy > < CyCyr >
)=2, we can w rite the e ective H am iltonian as,

X X
Here = [tcz o] + hxel]+ U NinNig
<ij>; i
vy, ddothe) @
<ijp

w here the upper sign is for the soin-triplt pairing state
and the low er sign for the spin-singlet pairing state. N ote
that the actual superconducting pairing m echanisn is
still unclear at present and thus is not speci ed in this
phenom enologicalm odel.
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In the triangular lattice, the dispersion of quasiparti-
cles is

jo
kx 3ky

x = 2tfoosk, + 20057 cos > ] )

For 2D triangular lattices with the nn. supercon—

ducting pairing interaction, only dyz 2 idyy-wave,

pPx  Ipy-wave, and f-wave pairing statesm ay exist I_l§']
s 4 9 o flosk,)  coslkye=2)cos( 3k,=2)]+
£ 3sn k=200 0 3k,=2)g, 8 2 = o ko) +
sin (k,=2) cos( 3k, =21+ i 3cos(k,=2)sin( 3k,=2)g, and
i) [ = ofsink,) 2sihk,=2)cos( 3k,=2)g. G iven
the attractive interaction V and with t< 0 B4,15], the
mean—- eld calculation of Eq.(l) shows that nearly de-
generate singlet d + id%-and triplet f-wave solutions are
favored at doping n = 034, while the triplet py + ip,—
wave is stable at n = 1:35, where n is the average elec—
tron num ber per site f_l-ﬁ,:_fﬁ] In order to com pare the
resuls for di erent pairing sym m etries w ith roughly the
sam e SC gap, we have chosen V = 075t orn = 04
and V = 1Jt orn = 135, which gives o = 0:015t
for f-wave, = 0014t ford+ idwave (h = 04) and
o= 0:d5torp+ ipwave (b= 1:35). The e ective on-
site Hubbard interaction is assum ed to be U = 3t [L§].
T he bare spin susceptibility is given by,

iy = L X CykiadFyy 1)

i3 97 )= —— L
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w here the coherence factors are,

k ktqt Re( x yig)

Cy ki) = 1L ] )
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forthe spin-singlkt pairing and ifij = zz (the out-ofplane
com ponent of ) for the spin-triplet pairing, and

k ktg Rel x yiq)

Cykjg=1 ] ©)

J Ext+qEx
ifij= + (the Inplane com ponent of ) for the spin—
triplet pairing. Frg = fExigq) £f£Ex) and Kig =

Ex ExiqwihEy= 2+ j yxFandf Ey) theFem i
distrdbbution function. Near T = 0, only the 1rst tem
n Eq.(3) wih the ocoherence factor C , mvolving the
creation of quasiparticle pairs, contributes to the spin
susoceptibility. An essential di erence in the coherence
factors between the spin-singlet pairing (or the com po—
nent ,, forspin-triplet pairing) and the com ponent
for spin-triplet pairing is a sign di erence In front of
Rel x kJrq]. This sign di erence is the key point for
our later discussions.

Them any-body correction to the soin susceptibility is
Included by the random phase approxin ation l_l-é] In
this way, the renomm alized spin susceptibility is given by,

s@!)= S@Hl U el b ©)

The mom entum dependences of the dynam ical spin
susceptbility for ! = 0:02t in the SC state (T = 0:0001t)
are presented in Figl. For the py + jp,-wave pairing,
a peak near Q; = 0:94 2 =3;2 = 5) can be seen.
W hile, for the f-wave and d + id%wave pairings, a peak
nearQ ., = (O; 3 =2) appears. An cbvious feature, seen
from the gure, is that these peaks depend only on the
doping density and is irrespective of the sym m etry ofthe
pairing spin state and the com ponents of In . This is
due to the fact that these peaks arise from the nesting
ofFem isurface which is detemm ined only by the doping.
T he nesting wavevectors Q ; and Q , which correspond
to these two peaks are denoted as dashed lines w ith ar-
rows In Fig2. W e note that a m uch sharper peak occurs
around g = (0;0) for the inplane component Tn + In
the case of the spin-triplet pairing. This peak already
presents in the nom alstate (not shown here) and re ects
an enhanced ferrom agnetic uctuations which m ay arise
from the substantial density of state at the Fem i level.
However, it is suppressed highly for spin-singlet pairing
and for the outofplane com ponent In the spih-triplkt
pairing as shown in Fig.l.

In Fig3 @), we present the frequency dependence of
In atQ; forthe spin-triplet py + ipy,-wave pairing. It is
seen that a spn resonance peak occursnear ! = 0:05t or
the out-ofplane com ponent In ,,, but is absent for the
Inplane component In , . However, in sharp contrast,
the soin resonance peak appears in the n-plane com po—
nentofIm ; ratherthan in the out-ofplane com ponent
for the soin-triplet f-wave pairing ig.3 (o)) . M oreover,
the soin resonance peak can be found in both com ponents
or d+ id° pairing, via the relation In , = 2In ,
which holds for a spin-singlet state. T hese distinctly dif-
ferent features for all three possib e pairing states are sig—
ni cantly im portant because they m ay be used as an un—
am biguous clue to probe/determ ine experim entally the
pairing symm etry in this com pound.

To understand our observation clearly, we plot the
bare spin susogptbiliy In ¢ In Figd4. It is clear that
a peak isevident at the soin gap edge ollowed by a step-—
like decrease just below the gap edge in the channels in
w hich there isa soin resonance peak. U sing the K ram ers—
K roenig relation, we w illobtain a logarithm ic singularity
In tsrealpart Re (. Thus, the RPA correction w ill fur-
ther m agnify this e ect and lad to a sharp peak near
the gap edge. T his indicates that a peak just above the
soin gap edge is the source of the spin resonance.

From the BCS theory, the densiy of states@O S) is
divergent just above the SC gap edge, which is expected
to a ect som e physical quantities. H owever, the e ect is



lim ited by the coherence factor. The m ost evident e ect
ofthe coherence factor Egs.(4) and (5)]is orenergiesE
and Ey, 4 near the quasiparticle gap edge (, In which
i isetther 0 or 1, depending on the relative sign
of x and 4+q. Speci cally, C is negligble unless

x and 44 are of opposite signs for the spin-singlet
pairing f_l-E_i] and for the out-ofplane com ponent In the
soin-triplet pairing, or of the sam e sign for the in-plane
com ponent in the spin-triplt pairing. W ith these general
considerations, let usnow addresswhy a peak appears in
one com ponent of the spin susceptibbility, but is absent in
the other. In Fig2, we plot the phase (+ sign denotes the
phase 0, sign the phase ) and node position (dotted
lines) for various tem s ofthe three possible pairing sym —
metries. The Fem i surface or n = 135, where the
px + ipy-wave is favored, is a circle around (0;0) point.
For either the py or p, temm , the two half circles sepa—
rated by the line nodes w ill have the opposite (di erent)
sign (phase) of the gap fiinction T herefore, for the
wavevectorQ; = 0:94 (@2 =3;2 = 3),  and jio,
have the opposite sign. A ccording to Egs.4) and (5),
the coherence factor C  is appreciable for ij = zz and
vanishes forij= + .Asa resul, theDOS peak shows
up In the outofplane com ponent Im ,, and does not
in the nplanecomponent In . ,asshown n Fig4@).
A Iso for the spin-triplet pairing but w ith the f-wave,
and i+q, connected by Q, = (©; 3 =2) are of the
sam e sign (phase) Fig2]. Therefore, the DO S peak ex—
istsin Im 4 , Instead of in In ., Fig4®)]. Themost
de nite dem onstration of this argum ent can be found in
the case ofthe d+ id° wave, where an appreciable coher-
ence factorC [Eqg.(4)] requires that  and 44 have
the opposite sign. H owever, from Fig2 one can see that,
though the (’s connected by wave vector Q ; satisfy
the requirem ent for the d° tem , those for the d tem
do not. To see their e ect, we have calculated the re—
sults ©r d and d° tem s, separately. As shown in the
Inset 0f Fig3 (), we nd no peak for the dwave tem ,
but a sharp peak for the do—w ave tem . Rem em bering
that the tem Re[ ;Hido E:;d 1= g §+q fo iiq,
one w ill expect that i is the e ect of d° term dom inates
or the d + id® wave. The only di erence between the
cases of d— and d%wave pairings is their sign (hase) of
the gap function. So, i shows de nitely that the soin
resonance peak depends uniquely on the relative phase
of the gap functions connected by the transition wave
vector, when the Fem i surface is given. T herefore, the
spdn resonance peak appears In speci ¢ com ponents of
the dynam ical soin susceptbility w ith distinctly di er—
ent ways for the proposed possble pairing states. W e
suggest that neutron scattering experin ents can probe
the above m entioned spin resonance peak, as done for
high-T. cuprates f_Z-(_)'], and thus to identify the pairing
symm etry ofNayCoO, yHBO superconductors.

B efore concluding the paper, lt us use the above idea

to address the anisotropic suppression of the spin re—
soonse at g = (0;0) shown in Figl. At g 0;0), the
two gap functions connected by g will surely have the
sam e phase. So, the coherence factor C  will be neg—
ligble for the spin-singlet pairing and the out-ofplane
com ponent of the spin-triplet pairing, but i is not for
the in-plane com ponent. Thus, com paring w ith that in
the nom alstate and In the latter case, the soin response
In the form er case is strongly suppressed.

In conclusion, we have found that the soin resonance
peak exists in distinctly di erent ways for three possible
pairing sym m etries proposed for new ly discovered C o0 ,
layerm aterialsNa,CoO, yHO, and suggested to use i
as an unam biguous clue to probe/determ ine the pairing
symm etry in future inelastic neutron scattering experi-
m ents. M oreover, w e have elaborated that the soin reso-
nance peak has a close relevance to the relative phase of
the gap function and the geom etry of the Femm i surface.

A fter tl_le com pltion of this work, we noticed a
preprint i_ZlJ] by Liand Jiang, n which a soin resonance
peak was predicted only for the spin-singlet d+ id%wave
pairing in the fram ework ofthet J m odelon triangular
lattices and by using the slave-boson approach.

W e are grateful to Q. Han for useful discussions.
The work was supported by the National Nature Sci-
ence Foundation ofChina (10074025,10021001),theM in—
istry of Science and Technology of China NKBRSF-—
G 19990646), and the RGC grant ofHong K ong.

[l] K . Takada et al.,, Nature 422, 53 (2003).
R] G .Baskaran, Phys.Rev. Lett 91, 097003 (2003).

Bl B.Kumarand B.S. Shastry, cond—m at/0304210

A1Q H.W ang,D .H.Lee,andP. A Lee,cond—m at/O?3043-77

NJSJkaWa, and K. Yamada,

Tkeda, Y . pond+

_________ Sato, pond+

[l12] For a review on unconventx)nal s;perconducttzjty in
SrnRuO,4, seeA .P.M ackenzie and Y .M aeno, Rev.M od.
Phys.75, 657 (2003) and also T .M .Rice,PhysicaC 341-
348,41 (2000).A proposal for testing the node direction
in Jayered organic superconductor can be found In J. X .
Li, Phys.Rev.Lett. 91, 037002 (2003).

[l13]C.C.Tsueiand J.R .K irtley, Rev.M od.Phys. 72, 969
(2001).

4] J.X .Zhu and C.S.Ting, Phys.Rev. Lett. 87, 147002
(2001).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0304210
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0304377
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0304405
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0304409
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308472
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308472
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305649
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305649
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306036
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307127
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308506
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306408

[Ll6] For a spin-triplet pairing state, a three-com ponent com —
plex vectord k) = Mdx k);dy k);d, (k)]isadopted to rep—
resent its spin dependence. In this way, the gap function
can be written as, k)= dk) ] ,wih are
thePaulim atrices. Follow Ing the argum ent in R ef. i_d], we
assum e that the pairing state is uniary and the d vec—
tor is perpendicular to the cobal plane, ie., djzjr. In
thiscase, x = d; k).Fora soin-singlet pairing, a single
com plex function ¢ issu cient for the gap function.

[17] In the case of electron doping, the average electron num —
bern = 135@n = 04) corresponds roughly to the experi-
mentalvaluie In NayCoO, yHO wih x= 035 = 0:%)
fort< 0> 0).

[18] W e also tried other values in the range ofU = t  35t,
where the random phase approxim ation RPA) is still
valid. T he conclusions obtained here do not change qual-
ftatively. W e note that the weak coupling approache
RPA) can still give accurate results for the spin sus-
ceptibility even for the intemm ediate coupling if an ef-
fective (reduced) U is used, as shown by N .Bulut, D . J.
Scalapinoand S.R .W hite,Phys.Rev.B 47,2742 (1993).

[19] In the case of spin-singlet pairing such as the d wave,

this was previously pointed out by Anderson et al. [Sci-

ence286, 1154 (1995); Phys.Rev. Lett. 75, 316 (1995)]

J. Rossat-M ignod et al.,, Physica C 185, 86 (1991); P.

Daiet al, Science 284, 1344 (1999); P.Bourges et al,,

Science 288, 1234 (2000);H .Heetal., Science 295, 1045

(2002) and references therein.

R1] T.Liand Y . J. Jiang, cond-m at/0309278

R0

—

FIGURE CAPTIONS

FiglM om entum dependence ofthe soin susceptibility
Im wih ! = 002t for @) px + ipywaveat n = 135,
and () f-and d+ id>-wavesatn = 0:#4. Them om entum
is scanned along the path shown in the inset ofFigl @).

Fig2 Fem isurface (think lines) and phase ( ) ofthe
gap functions for three possible pairing sym m etries. T he
dotted lines denote the node positionsw hich separate the
regions w ith di erent phases, and the dashed lines w ith
arrow s represent the transition wave vectorsQ 1 and Q ,
as indicated in Fig.1.

F ig3 Frequency dependence of the soin susceptibility
In in the SC state (T = 0:0001t): (@) orthep, + ip,—
wave atn = 135 and Q;, b) Pr the f-and d + id%-
wavesatn = 04 and Q ;. The Inset ofFig. () show s the
results for the pure d and d° waves, respectively.

F ig4 Frequency dependence of the bare spin suscepti-
bility o in the SC state (T = 0:0001t) calculated from
Eg.@): (@) for the py + ipy-waveatn = 135 and Q 1,
w here the so0lid line indicates the out-ofplane com ponent

0 and the dashed line the in-plane component ¢ ; ®)
for f-and d+ id’-wavesatn = 04 and Q ,, where the
solid line indicates 0, ofthe f wave, the dashed line ¢

Y4
ofthe f wave and the dotted lne ° ord+ id° wave.
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