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A ntiferrom agnetism and superconductivity are both fundam entaland com m on states ofm atter.

In m any strongly correlated system s,including thehigh Tc cuprates,theheavy ferm ion com pounds

and theorganicsuperconductors,they occurnextto each otherin thephasediagram and inuence

each other’s physicalproperties. The SO (5) theory uni�es these two basic states ofm atter by a

sym m etry principle and describes theirrich phenom enology through a single low energy e�ective

m odel. In this paper,we review the fram ework ofthe SO (5) theory,and its detailed com parison

with num ericaland experim entalresults.

Contents

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N 2

II. T H E SP IN -FLO P A N D T H E M O T T IN SU LA T O R T O SU P E R C O N D U C T O R T R A N SIT IO N 6

III. T H E SO (5) G R O U P A N D E FFE C T IV E T H E O R IE S 9

A . O rderparam eters and SO (5) group properties 9

B. The SO (5) quantum nonlinear � m odel 12

C. The projected SO (5) m odelwith lattice bosons 15

IV . T H E G LO B A L P H A SE D IA G R A M O F SO (5) M O D E LS 18

A . Phase diagram ofthe classicalm odel 18

B. Phase diagram ofthe quantum m odel 21

C. N um ericalsim ulations ofthe classicaland quantum m odels 24

V . M IC R O SC O P IC O R IG IN O F T H E SO (5) SY M M E T R Y 28

A . Q uantum lattice m odels with exact SO (5) sym m etry 28

B. Variationalwave functions 31

C. Exact diagonalization ofthe t-J and the H ubbard m odel 32

D . Transform ation from the m icroscopic m odelto e�ective SO (5) m odels 35

V I. P H Y SIC S O F T H E � R E SO N A N C E A N D T H E M IC R O SC O P IC M E C H A N ISM O F

SU P E R C O N D U C T IV IT Y 37

A . K ey experim entalfacts 37

B. Contribution ofthe � resonance to the spin correlation function 37

C. �-resonance in the strong coupling: the SO (5)non-linear � m odeland the projected SO (5) m odel 39

D . �-resonance in weak coupling: the Ferm iliquid analysis 40

E. R esonance precursors in the underdoped regim e 41

F. Im plications forexperim ents and com parison to other theories 41

G . M icroscopic m echanism and the condensation energy 42

1. The � R esonance Contribution to the Condensation Energy 42

2. M icroscopic D iscussionsand R elation to the BCS Pairing 44

V II. K E Y E X P E R IM E N TA L P R E D IC T IO N S 44

A . The antiferrom agnetic vortex state 44

B. The pairdensity wave state 47

C. U niform m ixed phase ofantiferrom agnetism and superconductivity 47

D . G lobalphase diagram and m ulti-criticalpoints 48

E. The particle-particle resonance m ode in the norm alstate 50

F. Josephson e�ect in the SC/A F/SC junction 50

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S 52

IX . N O TA T IO N S A N D C O N V E N T IO N S 52

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0405038v1


2

A . Index convention 52

B. D irac � m atrices 52

A C K N O W LE D G M E N T S 53

R eferences 53

I. IN TRO D UCTIO N

Thephenom enon ofsuperconductivity(SC)isoneofthem ostprofound m anifestationsofquantum m echanicsin the

m acroscopicworld.ThecelebratedBardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)theory(Bardeenetal.,1957)ofsuperconductivity

providesa basictheoreticalfram ework to understand thisrem arkablephenom enon in term softhepairingofelectrons

with oppositespin and m om entatoform acollectivecondensatestate.Notonlydoesthistheoryquantitativelyexplain

the experim entaldata ofconventionalsuperconductors,the basic concepts developed from this theory,including

the concept ofspontaneously broken sym m etry,the Nam bu-G oldstone m odes and the Anderson-Higgs m echanism ,

providetheessentialbuilding blocksfortheuni�ed theory offundam entalforces.Thediscovery ofhigh tem perature

superconductivity (HTSC)(Bednorzand M �uller,1986;W u etal.,1987)in thecopperoxidem aterialposesa profound

challenge to the theoreticalunderstanding ofthe phenom enon ofsuperconductivity in the extrem e lim it ofstrong

correlations. W hile the basic idea ofelectron pairing in the BCS theory carries over to HTSC,other aspects,like

the weak coupling m ean �eld approxim ation and the phonon m ediated pairing m echanism ,m ay notapply without

m odi�cations.Therefore,the HTSC system sprovidean exciting opportunity to develop new theoreticalfram eworks

and conceptsforstrongly correlated electronicsystem s.

Since the discovery ofHTSC,a trem endousam ountofexperim entaldata hasbeen accum ulated on thism aterial.

In this theoreticalreview it is not possible to give a detailed review ofallthe experim ental�ndings. Instead,we

referthe readersto a num berofexcellentreview articleson the subject(Cam puzano etal.,2002;Dam ascellietal.,

2003;Im ada etal.,1998;K astneretal.,1998;M aple,1998;O renstein and M illis,2000;Tim usk and Statt,1999;Yeh,

2002). Below,we sum m arize the phase diagram ofthe HTSC cupratesand discusssom e ofthe basic and (m ore or

less)universalpropertiesin each phase.

To date,a num ber ofdi�erent HTSC m aterials have been discovered. The m ost studied ofthese include the

hole doped La2� xSrxC uO 4+ � (LSCO ),Y B a2C u3O 6+ � (YBCO ),B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ � (BSCO ),and Tl2B a2C uO 6+ �

(TBCO ) m aterials and the electron doped N d2� xC exC uO 4 (NCCO ) m aterial. Allthese m aterials have two di-

m ensional(2D) C uO 2 planes and display an antiferrom agnetic (AF) insulating phase at half-�lling. The m agnetic

properties ofthis insulating phase are wellapproxim ated by the AF Heisenberg m odelwith spin S = 1=2 and an

AF exchangeconstantJ � 100m eV .The Neeltem perature forthe three dim ensionalAF ordering isapproxim ately

given by TN � 300� 500K .The HTSC m aterialcan be doped eitherby holesorby electrons. In the doping range

of5% <
� x <

� 15% ,there isan SC phase,which hasa dom e-like shape in the tem perature versusdoping plane. The

m axim alSC transition tem perature,Tc,isoftheorder100K .Thethreedoping regim esaredivided by them axim um

ofthedom eand arecalled theunderdoped,optim ally doped,and overdoped regim es,respectively.Thegenericphase

diagram ofHTSC isshown in Fig.1.

O ne ofthe m ain questionsconcerning the HTSC phase diagram is the transition region between the AF and SC

phases.Partly because ofthe com plicated m aterialchem istry in thisregim e,there isno universalagreem entam ong

di�erentexperim ents. Di�erent experim ents indicate severaldi�erentpossibilities,including phase separation with

an inhom ogeneous density distribution (Howald etal.,2001;Lang etal.,2002),uniform m ixed phase between AF

and SC(Breweretal.,1988;M illeretal.,2003),and periodically ordered spin and chargedistributionsin theform of

stripesorcheckerboards(Tranquada etal.,1995).

The phase diagram ofthe HTSC cuprates also contains a regim e with anom alousbehavior conventionally called

the pseudogap phase. This region ofthe phase diagram is indicated by the dashed line in Fig.1. In conventional

superconductors,a pairing gap opens up at Tc. In a large class ofHTSC cuprates,however,a gap,which can be

observed in a variety ofspectroscopic experim ents,starts to open up at a tem perature T �,m uch higher than Tc.

M any experim entsindicate thatthe pseudogap \phase" isnota true therm odynam icalphasebutrathera precursor

toward a crossoverbehavior. The phenom enology ofthe pseudogap behavioris extensively reviewed in(Tallon and

Loram ,2001;Tim usk and Statt,1999).

The SC phase of the HTSC has a num ber of striking properties not shared by conventionalsuperconductors.

First ofall,phase sensitive experim ents indicate that the SC phase ofm ost cuprates has d-wave like pairing sym -

m etry(Harlingen,1995;Tsueiand K irtley,2000). This is also supported by the photoem ission experim ents,which

show the existence ofthe nodalpoints in the quasiparticle gap (Cam puzano etal.,2002;Dam ascellietal.,2003).

Neutron scattering experim ents �nd a new type ofcollective m ode,carrying spin one,lattice m om entum close to

(�;�)and a resolution lim ited sharp resonance energy around 20 � 40m eV . M ostrem arkably,thisresonance m ode
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appearsonly below Tc in the optim ally doped cuprates. Ithas been found in a num ber ofm aterials,including the

YBCO ,BSCO and the TBCO classes ofm aterials(Daietal.,1996,1998;Fong et al.,1999,2000,1995,1996;He

etal.,2002,2001;M ook etal.,1998,1993;Rossat-M ignod etal.,1991b). Anotherproperty uniquely di�erentfrom

theconventionalsuperconductorsisthevortex state.M ostHTSC aretypeIIsuperconductorsin which them agnetic

�eld can penetrate into the SC statein the form ofa vortex lattice,with the SC orderbeing destroyed atthe center

ofthe vortex core.In conventionalsuperconductors,the vortex core is�lled by norm alm etallic electrons.However,

a num ber ofdi�erent experim entalprobes,including neutron scattering,m uon spin resonance (�sR),and nuclear

m agnetic resonance (NM R) have shown that the vortex cores in the HTSC cuprates are antiferrom agnetic,rather

than norm alm etallic(Fujita etal.,2003;K akuyanagietal.,2003;K ang etal.,2003;K atano etal.,2000;K haykovich

etal.,2002;Lakeetal.,2001,2002;Levi,2002;M illeretal.,2002;M itrovicetal.,2001,2003).Thisphenom enon has

been observed in alm ostallHTSC m aterials,including LSCO ,YBCO ,TBCO and NSCO ;thus,itappearsto be a

universalproperty ofthe HTSC cuprates.

TheHTSC m aterialsalsohavehighlyunusualtransportproperties.W hileconventionalm etalshaveaT 2 dependence

ofresistivity,in accordance with the predictionsofthe Ferm iliquid theory,the HTSC m aterialsdisplay a linearT

dependenceoftheresistivity nearoptim aldoping.ThislinearT dependenceextendsovera widetem peraturewindow

and seem s to be universalam ong m ost ofthe cuprates. W hen the underdoped or som etim es optim ally doped SC

state is destroyed by applying a high m agnetic �eld,the resulting \norm alstate" is nota conventionalconducting

state(Ando etal.,1995,1996;Boebingeretal.,1996;Hilletal.,2001)butexhibitsinsulating like behavior,atleast

along the caxis,i.e.the axisperpendicularto the C uO 2 planes.Thisphenom enon m ay be related to the insulating

AF vorticesm entioned in the previousparagraph.

The HTSC m aterialsattracted greatattention because ofthe high SC transition tem perature. However,m any of

the striking propertiesdiscussed above are also shared by otherm aterials,which have a sim ilarphase diagram but

typically with m uch reduced tem peratureand energy scales.The2D organicsuperconductor� � (B E D T � TTF )2X

(X= anion) display a sim ilar phase diagram in the tem perature versus pressure plane, where a direct �rst order

transition between theAF and SC phasescan betuned by pressureorm agnetic�eld(Lefebvreetal.,2000;Singleton

and M ielke,2002;Taniguchietal.,2003).In thissystem ,theAF transition tem peratureisapproxim ately TN � 30K ,

while the SC transition tem perature isTc � 14K . In heavy ferm ion com poundsC eC u2(Si1� xG ex)2(K itaoka etal.,

2001),C eP d2Si2 and C eIn3(M athuretal.,1998),theSC phasealso appearsneartheboundary to theAF phase.In

allthesesystem s,even though theunderlying solid statechem istriesareratherdi�erent,theresulting phasediagram s

are strikingly sim ilar and robust. This sim ilarity suggests that the overallfeature ofallthese phase diagram s is

controlled by a single energy scale. Di�erent classes ofm aterials di�er only by this overallenergy scale. Another

interesting exam pleofcom peting AF and SC can be found in quasi-one-dim ensionalBechgaard salts.Them ostwell

studied m aterialfrom thisfam ily,(TM TSF )2P F6,isan AF insulatoratam bientpressureand becom esa tripletSC

abovea certain criticalpressure(Jerom eetal.,1980;Lee etal.,2003,1997;Vuletic etal.,2002).

The discovery of HTSC has greatly stim ulated the theoreticalunderstanding of superconductivity in strongly

correlatedsystem s.Sincethetheoreticalliteratureisextensive,thereadersarereferredtoanum berofexcellentreviews

and representativearticles(Abrikosov,2000;Anderson,1997;Anderson etal.,2003;Balentsetal.,1998;Carlson etal.,

2002;Chakravarty etal.,2001;Chubukov etal.,2002;Dagotto,1994;Franzetal.,2002b;Fu etal.,2004;Inuietal.,

1988;Io�eand M illis,2002;Laughlin,2002;Norm an and Pepin,2003;Sachdev,2002a;Scalapino,1995;Schrie�eretal.,

1989;Senthiland Fisher,2001;Shen etal.,2002;Varm a,1999;W en and Lee,1996;Zaanen,1999b). The present

review articlefocuseson a particulartheory,which uni�esthe AF and SC phasesoftheHTSC cupratesbased on an

approxim ateSO (5)sym m etry(Zhang,1997).TheSO (5)theory drawsitsinspiration from the successfulapplication

of sym m etry principles in theoreticalphysics. Allfundam entallaws of Nature are statem ents about sym m etry.

Conservation ofenergy,m om entum and chargearedirectconsequencesofglobalsym m etries.Theform offundam ental

interactionsaredictated by localgaugesym m etries.Sym m etry uni�esapparently di�erentphysicalphenom enainto a

com m on fram ework.Forexam ple,electricity and m agnetism werediscovered independently and viewed ascom pletely

di�erent phenom ena before the 19th century. M axwell’s theory and the underlying relativistic sym m etry between

space and tim e uni�ed the electric �eld, ~E ,and the m agnetic �eld, ~B ,into a com m on electrom agnetic �eld tensor,

F��.Thisuni�cation showsthatelectricityand m agnetism shareacom m on m icroscopicorigin and can betransform ed

into each otherby going to di�erentinertialfram es. Asdiscussed in the introduction,the two robustand universal

ordered phasesofthe HTSC arethe AF and SC phases.The centralquestion ofHTSC concernsthe transition from

onephaseto the otherasthe doping levelisvaried.

The SO (5) theory uni�es the three dim ensionalAF order param eter (N x;N y;N z) and the two dim ensionalSC

orderparam eter(Re�;Im �)into a single,�vedim ensionalorderparam etercalled thesuperspin,in a way sim ilarto
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the uni�cation ofelectricity and m agnetism in M axwell’stheory:

F�� =

0

B
@

0

E x 0

E y B z 0

E z � By B x 0

1

C
A , na=

0

B
B
B
@

Re�

N x

N y

N z

Im �

1

C
C
C
A
: (1)

This uni�cation relies on the postulate that a com m on m icroscopic interaction is responsible for both AF and SC

in the HTSC cuprates and related m aterials. A well-de�ned SO (5) transform ation rotates one form ofthe order

into another. W ithin thisfram ework,the m ysterioustransition from the AF to SC phase asa function ofdoping is

explained in term s ofa rotation in the �ve dim ensionalorderparam etersspace. Sym m etry principlesare notonly

fundam entaland beautiful,butthey are also practically usefulin extracting inform ation from a strongly interacting

system ,which can be tested quantitatively. As seen in the exam ples applying the isospin SU (2) and the SU (3)

sym m etriesto thestrong interaction,som equantitativepredictionscan bem adeand tested even when thesym m etry

isbroken. The approxim ate SO (5)sym m etry between the AF and SC phaseshasm any directconsequences,which

can be tested both num erically and experim entally.W eshalldiscussa num berofthese testsin thisreview article.

Historically,theSO (5)theory concentrated on thecom petition between AF and SC ordersin thehigh Tccuprates.

The idea ofsom e ordercom peting with superconductivity iscom m on in severaltheories. The staggered ux orthe

d-density wave phase has been suggested in Refs. (A�eck and M arston,1988;Chakravarty etal.,2001;W en and

Lee,1996),the spin-Peierlsorderhasbeen discussed in Refs. (Park and Sachdev,2001;Vojta and Sachdev,1999),

and spin and chargedensity waveordershavebeen considered in Refs.(K ivelson etal.,2001;Zaanen,1999a;Zhang

etal.,2002).TheSO (5)theory extendssim pleconsideration ofthecom petition between AF and SC in thecuprates

by unifying the two orderparam etersusing a largersym m etry and exam ining consequencesofsuch sym m etry.

The m icroscopic interactions in the HTSC m aterials are highly com plex, and the resulting phenom enology is

extrem ely rich.TheSO (5)theory ism otivated by a conuenceofthephenom enologicaltop-down approach with the

m icroscopicbottom -up approach,asdiscussed below.

Thetop-down approach:Upon �rstglanceatthephasediagram oftheHTSC cuprates,oneisim m ediatelyim pressed

by itsstriking sim plicity;there are only three universalphasesin the phase diagram ofallHTSC cuprates:the AF,

the SC and the m etallic phases,allwith hom ogeneous charge distributions. However,closer inspection reveals a

bewildering com plexity ofother possible phases,which m ay not be universally present in allHTSC cuprates,and

which m ay have inhom ogeneouscharge distributions. Because ofthiscom plexity,form ulating a universaltheory of

HTSC is a form idable challenge. The strategy ofthe SO (5)theory can be bestexplained with an analogy: we see

a colorfulworld around us,butthe entire rainbow ofcolorsiscom posed ofonly three prim ary colors.In the SO (5)

theory,thesuperspin playstheroleoftheprim arycolors.A centralm acroscopic hypothesisoftheSO (5)theory isthat

theground stateand thedynam icsofcollective excitationsin variousphasesofthe HTSC cupratescan bedescribed in

term softhespatialand tem poralvariationsofthesuperspin.Thisisahighly constrainingand experim entally testable

hypothesis,sinceitexcludesm any possiblephases.Itdoesincludea hom ogeneousstatein which AF and SC coexist

m icroscopically. It includes states with spin and charge density wave orders,such as stripe phases,checkerboards

and AF vortex cores,which can be obtained from spatialm odulations ofthe superspin. It also includes quantum

disordered ground statesand Cooperpairdensity wave,which can beobtained from thetem poralm odulation ofthe

superspin.Them etallicFerm iliquid stateon theoverdoped sideoftheHTSC phasediagram seem sto sharethesam e

sym m etry asthehigh tem peraturephaseoftheunderdoped cuprates.Therefore,they can also beidenti�ed with the

disordered stateofthesuperspin,although extra carem ustbegiven to treatthegaplessferm ionicexcitationsin that

case.Ifthishypothesisisexperim entally proven to becorrect,a greatsim plicity em ergesfrom thecom plexity:a full

dynam icaltheory ofthesuperspin �eld can betheuniversaltheory oftheHTSC cuprates.Partofthisreview article

is devoted to describing and classifying phases which can be obtained from this theory. This top-down approach

focuseson thelow energy collectivedegreesoffreedom and takesasthestarting pointa theory expressed exclusively

in term softhesecollectivedegreesoffreedom .Thisisto becontrasted with theconventionalapproach based on weak

coupling Ferm iliquid theory,ofwhich the BCS theory is a highly successfulexam ple. For an extensive discussion

on the relative m eritsofboth approachesforthe HTSC problem ,we referthe readersto an excellent,recentreview

articlein Ref.(Carlson etal.,2002).

The SO (5) theory is philosophically inspired by the Landau-G inzburg (LG ) theory. The LG theory is a highly

successfulphenom enologicaltheory,in which one�rstm akesobservationsofthephasediagram ,introducesoneorder

param eterforeach broken sym m etry phaseand constructsa freeenergy functionalby expanding in term sofdi�erent

orderparam eters(a review ofearlierwork based on thisapproach isgiven in Ref.(Vonsovsky etal.,1982)).However,

given thecom plexity ofinteractionsand phasesin thecuprates,introducing oneorderparam eterforeach phasewith

unconstrained param eterswould greatlycom prom isethepredictivepoweroftheory.TheSO (5)theoryextendstheLG

theory in severalim portantdirections.First,itpostulatesan approxim ately sym m etricinteraction potentialbetween
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the AF and the SC phasesin the underdoped regim e ofthe cuprates,thereby greatly constraining theoreticalm odel

building.Second,itincludesa fullsetofdynam icvariablescanonically conjugateto the superspin orderparam eters,

including the totalspin,the totalcharge and the so called � operators. Therefore,unlike the classicalLG theory,

which only contains the classicalorder param eter �elds without their dynam ically conjugate variables,the SO (5)

theory iscapableofdescribing quantum disordered phasesand the quantum phasetransitionsbetween thesephases.

Becausethequantum disordered phasesaredescribed by thedegreesoffreedom canonically conjugateto theclassical

orderparam eters,a de�nite relationship,the so-called SO (5)orthogonality relation,existsbetween them ,which can

give highly constrained theoreticalpredictions. Therefore,in this sense,the SO (5) theory m akes great use ofthe

LG theory butalso goesfarbeyond in m aking m oreconstrained and m orepowerfulpredictionswhich aresubjectto

experim entalfalsi�cations.

The bottom -up approach: Soon after the discovery ofthe HTSC cuprates,Anderson(Anderson,1987)introduced

the repulsive Hubbard m odelto describe the electronic degreesoffreedom in the C uO 2 plane. Itslow energy lim it,

the t� J m odel,isde�ned by(Zhang and Rice,1988)

H = � t
X

hx;x0i

c
y
�(x)c�(x

0)+ J
X

hx;x0i

~S(x)�~S(x0); (2)

wherethetterm describesthehopping ofan electron with spin � from a sitex0to itsnearestneighborx,with double

occupancy rem oved,and the J term describes the nearest neighbor spin exchange interaction. The m ain m erit of

these m odelsdoesnotlie in the m icroscopicaccuracy and realism butratherin the conceptualsim plicity.However,

despitetheirsim plicity,thesem odelsarestillvery hard tosolve,and theirphasediagram cannotbecom pared directly

with experim ents.

The t� J m odelcertainly containsAF athalf-�lling. W hile itisstillnotfully settled whetherithasd-wave SC

ground statewith a high transition tem perature(Pryadko etal.,2003),itisreasonably convincing thatithasstrong

d-wavepairinguctuations(Sorellaetal.,2002).Therefore,itisplausiblethatasm allm odi�cation could givearobust

SC ground state.The basic m icroscopic hypothesisofthe SO (5)theory isthatAF and SC statesarise from the sam e

interaction with a com m on energy scale ofJ. This com m on energy scale justi�es the treatm ent ofAF and SC on

equalfooting and isalso theorigin ofan approxim ateSO (5)sym m etry between thesetwo phases.By postulating an

approxim atesym m etry between theAF and SC phases,and by system atically testing thishypothesisexperim entally

and num erically,the question ofthe m icroscopic m echanism ofHTSC can also be resolved. In this context,early

num ericaldiagonalizations showed that the low-lying states ofthe t� J m odel�t into irreducible representations

ofthe SO (5) sym m etry group (Eder etal.,1998). Ifthe SO (5) sym m etry is valid,then HTSC shares a com m on

m icroscopicorigin with the AF,which isa wellunderstood phenom enon.

The basic idea is to solve these m odels by two steps. The �rst step is a renorm alization group transform ation,

which m apsthese m icroscopicm odelsto an e�ective superspin m odelon a plaquette,typically ofthe size of2a� 2a

orlarger. This step determ inesthe form and the param etersofthe e�ective m odels. The nextstep is to solve the

e�ective m odeleitherthrough accuratenum ericalcalculationsortractableanalyticalcalculations.

There is a system atic m ethod to carry out the �rst step. Using the contractor-renorm alization-group

(CO RE)(M orningstarand W einstein,1996)approach,Altm an and Auerbach(Altm an and Auerbach,2002)derived

the projected SO (5)m odelfrom the Hubbard and the t� J m odel. W ithin the approxim ationsstudied to date,a

sim ple and consistentpicture em erges.There areonly �ve low energy stateson a coarsegrained lattice site,nam ely

a spin singletstate and a spin tripletstate athalf-�lling and a d-wave hole pairstate with two holes. These states

correspond exactly to the localand dynam icalsuperspin degreesoffreedom hypothesized in the top-down approach.

The resulting e�ective SO (5)superspin m odel,valid nearthe underdoped regim e,only containsbosonic degreesof

freedom . This m odelcan be studied by quantum M onte-Carlo sim ulationsup to very large sizes,and the accurate

determ ination ofthephasediagram ispossible(in contrastto theHubbard and t� J m odels)becauseoftheabsence

ofthe m inussign problem s.O ncethe globalphasediagram saredeterm ined,ferm ionicexcitationsin each phasecan

also bestudied by approxim ateanalyticm ethods.W ithin thisapproach,thee�ectiveSO (5)superspin m odelderived

from the m icroscopic physicscan give a realistic description ofthe phenom enology and phase diagram ofthe HTSC

cupratesand accountform any oftheirphysicalproperties(Dorneich etal.,2002a,b).Thisagreem entcan befurther

tested,re�ned and possibly falsi�ed.Thisapproach can be bestsum m arized by the following block diagram :

Hubbard and t-J coarse graining Q uantum SO (5) analyticaland num erical Phasediagram

m odel =) m odel =) Collectivem odes

ofthe electron transform ation ofthe superspin calculations otherexperim ents...

W hile the practicalexecution ofthe �rst step already introduces errorsand uncertainties,we need to rem em ber

that the Hubbard and the t� J m odels are e�ective m odels them selves,and they contain errorsand uncertainties

com pared with the realm aterials. The errorinvolved in our coarse grain process is not inherently largerthan the
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uncertaintiesinvolved in deriving the Hubbard and the t� J m odelsfrom m ore realistic m odels. Therefore,aslong

aswe study a reasonable range ofthe param etersin the second step and com pare them directly with experim ents,

wecould determ inethese param eters.

Thisreview isintended asa self-contained introduction to a particulartheory ofthe HTSC cupratesand related

m aterialsand isorganized asfollows.Section IIdescribesthreetoy m odelswhich introducesom eim portantconcepts

used in the restofthe article. Section IIIintroduces the concept ofthe SO (5) superspin and its sym m etry trans-

form ation,aswellase�ective dynam icalm odelsofthe superspin. The globalphase diagram ofthe SO (5)m odelis

discussed and solved num erically in section IV. Section V introduces exact SO (5) sym m etric m icroscopic m odels,

the num ericaltestsofthe SO (5)sym m etry in the t� J and Hubbard m odels,and the Altm an-Auerbach procedure

ofderiving the SO (5)m odelfrom m icroscopic m odelsofthe HTSC cuprates. Section VIdiscussesthe � resonance

m odeland the m icroscopic m echanism ofHTSC.Finally,in section VII,we discussexperim entalpredictionsofthe

SO (5)theory and com parisonswith the testsperform ed so far.The readersare assum ed to havegeneralknowledge

ofquantum m any body physicsand are referred to severalexcellenttextbooksforpedagogicalintroductionsto the

basicconceptsand theoreticaltools(Abrikosovetal.,1993;Anderson,1997;Auerbach,1994;Pinesand Nozieres,1966;

Sachdev,2000;Schrie�er,1964;Tinkham ,1995).

II. TH E SPIN -FLO P AN D TH E M O TT IN SULATO R TO SUPERCO N D UCTO R TRAN SITIO N

BeforepresentingthefullSO (5)theory,letus�rstdiscussam uch sim plerclassoftoym odels,nam elytheanisotropic

Heisenberg m odelin a m agnetic�eld,thehard-corelatticeboson m odeland thenegativeU Hubbard m odel.Thelow

energy lim itsofthisclassofm odelsareallequivalentto each otherand can bedescribed by a universalquantum �eld

theory,theSO (3)quantum non-linearsigm a m odel.Although thesem odelsaresim pleto solve,they exhibitsom eof

thekey propertiesoftheHTSC cuprates,including strong correlation,com petition ofdi�erentorders,low superuid

density nearthe insulating phase,m axim um ofTc,and the pseudogap behavior.

The spin 1=2 anisotropicAF Heisenberg m odelon a squarelattice isdescribed by the following Ham iltonian:

H =
X

hx;x0i

S
z(x)V (x;x0)Sz(x0)+ J

X

hx;x0i

(Sx(x)Sx(x)+ S
y(x)Sy(x))� B

X

x

S
z(x): (3)

Here,S� = 1

2
�� is the Heisenberg spin operators and �� is the Paulim atrix. J describes the nearest-neighbor

exchangeofthexy com ponentsofthespin,whileV (x;x0)describesthez com ponentofthespin interaction.W eshall

begin by considering only the nearestneighbor (denoted by hx;x0i) spin interaction V . B is an externalm agnetic

�eld.AtthepointofB = 0 and J = V ,thism odelenjoysan SO (3)sym m etry generated by thetotalspin operators:

S
� =

X

x

S
�(x) ; [S�;S�]= i���S


; [H ;S�]= 0:: (4)

Theorderparam eterin thisproblem istheNeeloperator,which transform saccording to thevectorrepresentation of

the SO (3)group

N
� =

X

x

(� )xS�(x) ; [S�;N �]= i���N

: (5)

Here (� )x = 1 ifx ison an even site and (� )x = � 1 ifx ison an odd site.The sym m etry generatorsand the order

param etersarecanonically conjugatedegreesoffreedom ,and thesecond partofEq.(5)issim ilarto the Heisenberg

com m utation relation [x;p]= i�h between the canonically conjugate position and m om entum . Just like p can be

expressed as �h

i
@=@x,one can express

S
� = i�

��
N

� @

@N 
; N

�
S
� = 0; (6)

wherethesecond partoftheequation,called theSO (3)orthogonalityrelation,followsdirectly from the�rst.Both the

sym m etry algebra,the canonicalconjugation and the orthogonality constraintare fundam entalconcepts im portant

to the understanding ofthe dynam icsand thephase diagram ofthe m odel.

Letus�rstconsidertheclassical,m ean �eld approxim ation to theground stateoftheanisotropicHeisenbergm odel

de�ned in Eq.(3).ForV > J,the spinslike to align antiferrom agnetically along the z direction.In the Ising phase,

Sz(x)= (� 1)xS,theground stateenergypersiteisgiven by eIsing(B )= � zV

2
S2,wherezisthecoordination num ber,

which is4forthesquarelattice.NotethattheenergyisindependentoftheB �eld in theIsingphase.Forlargervalues

ofB ,thespins\op" into theX Y plane,and tiltuniform ly toward theZ axis.(SeeFig.2a).Such aspin-op stateis
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given by Sz(x)= Scos� and Sx(x)= (� 1)xSsin�.Them inim alenergy con�guration isgiven by cos� = B =zS(V + J),

and the energy persite forthis spin-op state is eX Y (B )= � zJS2=2� B2=2z(V + J). Com paring the energiesof

both states,weobtain thecriticalvalueofB wherethespin-op transition occurs:B c1 = zS
p
V 2 � J2.O n theother

hand,we require jcos�j� 1,which im plies a critical�eld Bc2 = zS(V + J)atwhich jcos�j= 1,and the staggered

orderparam etervanishes. Com bining these phase transition lines,we obtain the \classB " transition in the ground

statephasediagram depicted in theB -J=V plane(seeFig.3a).Hereand laterin thearticle,the\classB " transition

refersto thetransition induced by thechem icalpotentialorthem agnetic�eld.AttheSO (3)sym m etricpoint,V = J

and B c1 = 0. For V < J,the ground state has XY ordereven at B = 0,and there is no spin-op transition as a

function ofthe m agnetic �eld B . The Ising to XY transition can also be tuned by varying J=V atB = 0,and the

phase transition occursatthe specialSO (3)sym m etric Heisenberg point.Thistype oftransition isalso depicted in

Fig.3a and willbe called \classA" transition in thispaper.

Thespin 1=2 Heisenberg m odelcan be m apped to a hard-coreboson m odel,de�ned by the following Ham iltonian:

H =
X

hx;x0i

n(x)V (x;x0)n(x0)�
1

2
J
X

hx;x0i

(by(x)b(x0)+ h:c:)� �
X

x

n(x): (7)

Here b(x)and by(x)are the hard-core boson annihilation and creation operatorsand n(x)= by(x)b(x) isthe boson

density operator.In thiscontext,V ,J and � describe the interaction,hopping and the chem icalpotentialenergies,

respectively. There are two statespersite;j1iand j0idenote the �lled and em pty boson states,respectively. They

can be identi�ed with the spin up j"iand the spin down j#istatesofthe Heisenberg m odel. The operatorsin the

two theoriescan be identi�ed asfollows:

b(x)y = (� )x(Sx(x)+ iS
y(x)) b(x)= (� )x(Sx(x)� iS

y(x)) n(x)= S
z(x)+

1

2
: (8)

W e see thatthese two m odelsare identicalto each otherwhen � = B + zV=2. From thism apping,we see thatthe

spin-op phase diagram has another interpretation: the Ising phase is equivalent to the M ott insulating phase of

bosonswith a charge-density-wave(CDW )orderin the ground state. The XY phase isequivalentto the superuid

phase ofthe bosons. The two param agnetic states correspond to the fulland em pty states ofthe bosons. W hile

Heisenberg spinsareintuitively associated with theSO (3)spin rotationalsym m etry,latticeboson m odelsgenerically

have only a U (1) sym m etry generated by the totalnum ber operator N =
P

x
n(x),which transform s the boson

operatorsby a phase factor:by(x)! ei�by(x)and b(x)! e� i�b(x). From thispointofview,itisratherinteresting

and non-trivialthattheboson m odelcan alsohavean additionalSO (3)sym m etry atthespecialpointJ = V because

ofitsequivalenceto the Heisenberg m odel.

Having discussed the Heisenberg spin m odeland the lattice boson m odels,letus now consider a ferm ion m odel,

nam ely the negativeU Hubbard m odel,de�ned by the Ham iltonian

H = � t
X

hx;x0i

(cy�(x)c�(x
0)+ h:c:)+ U

X

x

(n"(x)�
1

2
)(n#(x)�

1

2
)� �

X

x

n�(x); (9)

wherec�(x)isthe ferm ion operatorand n�(x)= cy�(x)c�(x)isthe electron density operatoratsite x with spin �.t,

U and � arethe hopping,interaction and the chem icalpotentialparam etersrespectively.The Hubbard m odelhasa

pseudospin SU (2)sym m etry generated by the operators

�
� =

X

x

(� )xc"(x)c#(x) ; �
+ = (�� )y ; �

z =
1

2

X

�

(n�(x)�
1

2
) ; [��;��]= i����


: (10)

where �� = �x � i�y and � = x;y;z,asbefore. Yang and Zhang(Yang,1989;Yang and Zhang,1990;Zhang,1990)

pointed outthatthese operatorscom m ute with the Hubbard Ham iltonian when � = 0 (i.e. [H ;��]= 0);therefore,

they form the sym m etry generatorsofthem odel.Com bined with the standard SU (2)spin rotationalsym m etry,the

Hubbard m odelenjoysa SO (4)= SU (2)
 SU (2)=Z2 sym m etry.Thissym m etry hasim portantconsequencesin the

phase diagram and the collective m odes in the system . In particular,it im plies that the SC and CDW orders are

degenerateathalf-�lling.The SC and the CDW orderparam etersarede�ned by

� � =
X

i

ci"ci# ; � + = (� � )y ; � z =
1

2

X

i�

(� 1)ini� ; [��;� �]= i����

; (11)

where� � = � x � i�y.Thelastequation aboveshowsthatthe� operatorsperform therotation between theSC and

CDW orderparam eters.Thus,�� isthepseudospin generatorand � � isthepseudospin orderparam eter.Justlikethe
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totalspin and theNeelorderparam eterin theAF Heisenberg m odel,they arecanonically conjugatevariables.Since

[H ;��]= 0 at� = 0,thisexactpseudospin sym m etry im pliesthe degeneracy ofSC and CDW ordersathalf-�lling.

The phase diagram ofthe U < 0 Hubbard m odelcorrespondsto a 1D slice ofthe 2D phase diagram ,asdepicted

in Fig.3a. The exactpseudospin sym m etry im pliesthatthe \classB " transition line forthe U < 0 Hubbard m odel

exactly touches the tip ofthe M ott lobe,as shown by the B 0 line in Fig.3a. At � = 0,SC and CDW are exactly

degenerate,and they can be freely rotated into each other. For� 6= 0,the system is im m ediately rotated into the

SC state. O ne can add additionalinteractions in the Hubbard m odel,such as a nearestneighbor repulsion,which

breaksthe SU (2)pseudospin rotation sym m etry even at� = 0.In thiscase,the pseudospin anisotropy eitherpicks

the CDW M ottinsulating phase orthe SC phase athalf-�lling. By adjusting the nearestneighborinteraction,one

can m ovethe heightofthe \classB " transition line.

W e have seen thatthe hard-core boson m odelisequivalentto the Heisenberg m odelbecause ofthe m apping (8).

The U < 0 m odel,on the otherhand,isonly equivalentto the Heisenberg m odelin the low energy lim it.In fact,it

isequivalentto a U > 0 Hubbard athalf-�lling in the presence ofa Zeem an m agnetic �eld.The ground state ofthe

half-�lled Hubbard m odelisalwaysAF;therefore,itslow energy lim itisthesam easthatoftheHeisenberg m odelin

a m agnetic�eld.Allthreem odelsareconstructed from very di�erentm icroscopicorigins.However,they allsharethe

sam ephasediagram ,sym m etry group and low energy dynam ics.In fact,theseuniversalfeaturescan allbecaptured

by a single e�ective quantum �eld theory m odel,nam ely the SO (3) quantum non-linear� m odel. This m odelcan

bederived asan e�ectivem odelfrom the m icroscopicm odelsintroduced earlieroritcan be constructed purely from

sym m etry principlesand theassociated operatoralgebraasde�ned in Eq.(4)and (5).Thefactthatboth derivations

yield the sam e m odelishardly surprising,since the universalfeaturesofallthese m odelsare directconsequencesof

the sym m etry.

TheSO (3)non-linear� m odelisde�ned by thefollowing Lagrangian density fora unitvector�eld n� with n2� = 1:

L =
�

2
!
2
�� �

�

2
(@in�)

2 � V (n) ; !�� = n�(@tn� � iB�n)� (� $ �); (12)

where the Zeem an m agnetic �eld isgiven by B � = 1

2
���B �.W ithoutlossofgenerality,we pick the m agnetic �eld

B to be along the z direction. � and � are the susceptibility and sti�ness param eters and V (n) is the anisotropy

potential,which can be taken as V (n) = �
g

2
n2z. Exact SO (3) sym m etry is obtained when g = B = 0. g > 0

correspondsto easy axisanisotropy orJ=V < 1 in theHeisenberg m odel.g < 0 correspondsto easy planeanisotropy

orJ=V > 1 in thephasediagram ofFig.3.In thecaseofg > 0,thereisa phasetransition asa function ofB .To see

this,letusexpand the �rstterm in (12)in the presenceofthe B �eld.Thetim e independentpartcontributesto an

e�ective potentialVeff = V (n)� B
2

2
(n2x + n2y),from which we see thatthere isa phase transition atB c1 =

p
g=�.

ForB < B c1,thesystem isin theIsing phase,whileforB > B c1 thesystem isin theXY phase.Therefore,tuning B

fora �xed g > 0 tracesoutthe \classB " transition line,asdepicted in Fig.3a.O n the otherhand,�xing B = 0 and

varying g tracesoutthe \classA" transition line,asdepicted in Fig.3a.Therefore,weseethatthe SO (3)non-linear

� m odelhas a sim ilar phase diagram as the m icroscopic m odels discussed earlier. For a m ore detailed discussion

ofphase transitionsin SO (3)non-linear� m odelswe referthe readersto an excellentreview paperby Auerbach et

al(Auerbach etal.,2000).

In D = 2,both the XY and the Ising phase can have a �nite tem perature phase transition into the disordered

state. However,because ofthe M erm in-W agner theorem ,a �nite tem perature phase transition is forbidden at the

point B = g = 0,where the system has an enhanced SO (3) sym m etry. The �nite tem perature phase diagram is

shown in Fig. 3b. Approaching from the SC side,the K osterlitz-Thouless transition tem perature TX Y is driven

to zero at the M ott to superuid transition point J=V = 1. In the 2D XY m odel, the superuid density and

the transition tem perature TX Y are related to each other by a universalrelationship(Nelson and K osterlitz,1977);

therefore,the vanishing ofTX Y also im plies the vanishing ofthe superuid density asone approachesthe M ottto

superuid transition. Scalettaretal(Scalettaretal.,1989),M oreo and Scalapino(M oreo and Scalapino,1991)have

perform ed extensivequantum M onte Carlo sim ulation in the negativeU Hubbard m odeland haveindeed concluded

that the superuid density vanishes at the sym m etric point. The SO (3) sym m etric point leads to a large regim e

below them ean �eld transition tem peraturewhereuctuationsdom inate.Thesingleparticlespectralfunction ofthe

2D attractive Hubbard m odelhasbeen studied extensively by Allen etal(Allen etal.,1999)nearhalf-�lling. They

identi�ed thepseudogap behaviorin thesingleparticledensity ofstateswithin thisuctuation regim e.Based on this

study,they argued thatthe pseudogap behaviorisnotonly a consequenceofthe SC phaseuctuations(Doniach and

Inui,1990;Em ery and K ivelson,1995;Uem ura,2002)butalsoaconsequenceofthefullSO (3)sym m etricuctuations,

which alsoincludetheuctuationsbetween theSC and theCDW phases.Fig.3cshowsthegeneric�nitetem perature

phase diagram ofthese SO (3)m odels. In this case,the Ising and the XY transition tem peraturesm eetata single

bi-criticalpoint Tbc,which has the enhanced SO (3) sym m etry. At the \class A" transition point g = B = 0,the

quantum dynam icsisfully SO (3)sym m etric.O n theotherhand,atthe\classB " transition pointT = Tbc,only the

staticpotentialisSO (3)sym m etric.W e shallreturn to a detailed discussion ofthisdistinction in section III.C.
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Thepseudospin SU (2)sym m etry ofthenegativeU Hubbard m odelhasanotherim portantconsequence.Away from

half-�lling,the� operatorsnolongercom m utewith theHam iltonian,butthey areeigen-operatorsoftheHam iltonian,

in the sensethat

[H ;�� ]= � 2��� : (13)

Thus,the � operatorscreate wellde�ned collective m odesin the system . Since they carry charge � 2,they usually

do notcouple to any physicalprobes. However,in a SC state,the SC orderparam eterm ixesthe � operatorswith

the CDW operator� z,via Eq.(11).From thisreasoning,Zhang(Dem leretal.,1996;Zhang,1990,1991)predicted

a pseudo-G oldstonem odein thedensity responsefunction atwavevector(�;�)and energy � 2�,which appearsonly

below the SC transition tem peratureTc.Thisprediction anticipated the neutron resonancem ode laterdiscovered in

the HTSC cuprates;a detailed discussion shallbe given in section VI.

From the toy m odels discussed in this section,we learned a few very im portant concepts. Com petition between

di�erentorderscan som etim eslead to enhanced sym m etriesatthe m ulti-criticalpoint. Universalpropertiesofvery

di�erent m icroscopic m odels can be described by a single quantum �eld theory constructed from the canonically

conjugatesym m etry generatorsand orderparam eters.Theenhanced sym m etry naturally leadsto a sm allsuperuid

density nearthe M otttransition. The pseudogap behaviorin the single particle spectrum can be attributed to the

enhanced sym m etry nearhalf-�llingand new typesofcollectiveG oldstonem odescan bepredicted from thesym m etry

argum ent.Allthesebehaviorsarerem iniscentoftheexperim entalobservationsin theHTSC cuprates.Thesim plicity

ofthesem odelson theonehand and therichnessofthephenom enology on theotherinspired theSO (5)theory,which

weshalldiscussin the following sections.

III. TH E SO (5) GRO UP AN D EFFECTIVE TH EO RIES

A. O rderparam eters and SO (5) group properties

The SO (3)m odelsdiscussed in the previoussection give a nice description ofthe quantum phase transition from

the M ott insulating phase with CDW order to the SC phase. However,these sim ple m odels do not have enough

com plexity to describe the AF insulatorathalf-�lling and the d-wave SC orderaway from half-�lling. Therefore,a

naturalstep is to generalize these m odels so thatthe M ottinsulating phase with the scalarCDW orderparam eter

isreplaced by a M ottinsulating phasewith thevectorAF orderparam eter.The pseudospin SO (3)sym m etry group

considered previously arisesfrom the com bination ofone realscalarcom ponentofthe CDW orderparam eterwith

one com plex ortwo realcom ponents ofthe SC orderparam eter. After replacing the scalarCDW orderparam eter

by the three com ponentsofthe AF orderparam eterand com bining them with the two com ponentsofthe SC order

param eters,wearenaturally led to considera �vecom ponentorderparam etervectorand theSO (5)sym m etry group

which transform sit.

In section II,weintroduced thecrucialconceptoforderparam eterand sym m etry generator.Both oftheseconcepts

can be de�ned locally. In the case ofthe Heisenberg AF,atleasttwo sites,forinstance, ~S1 and ~S2,are needed to

de�ne the totalspin ~S = ~S1 + ~S2 and the Neelvector ~N = ~S1 � ~S2. Sim ilarly,itissim plestto de�ne the concept

ofthe SO (5)sym m etry generatorand orderparam eteron two siteswith ferm ion operatorsc� and d�,respectively,

where � = 1;2 isthe usualspinorindex.The AF orderparam eteroperatorcan be de�ned naturally in term softhe

di�erence between the spinsofthe cand d ferm ionsasfollows:

N
� =

1

2
(cy��c� d

y
�
�
d) ; n2 � N1 ; n3 � N2 ; n4 � N3: (14)

In view ofthe strong on-site repulsion in the cuprate problem ,the SC orderparam etershould be de�ned on a bond

connecting the cand d ferm ions.W e introduce

� y =
� i

2
c
y
�
y
d
y =

1

2
(� c

y

"
d
y

#
+ c

y

#
d
y

"
) ; n1 �

�
� y + �

�

2
; n5 �

�
� y � �

�

2i
: (15)

W e can group these �ve com ponents togetherto form a single vectorna = (n1;n2;n3;n4;n5),called the superspin

since it contains both superconducting and antiferrom agnetic spin com ponents. The individualcom ponents ofthe

superspin areexplicitly de�ned in the lastpartsofEqs.(14)and (15).

Theconceptofthesuperspin isusefulonly ifthereisa naturalsym m etry group acting on it.In thiscase,sincethe

orderparam eteris�ve dim ensional,itisnaturalto considerthe m ostgeneralrotation in the �ve dim ensionalorder

param eterspacespanned by na.In threedim ensions,threeEuleranglesareneeded to specify a generalrotation.In

higherdim ensions,a rotation isspeci�ed by selecting a plane and an angleofrotation within thisplane.Sincethere
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aren(n� 1)=2 independentplanesin n dim ensions,thegroup SO (n)isgenerated by n(n� 1)=2 elem ents,speci�ed in

generalby antisym m etric m atricesLab = � Lba,with a = 1;::;n.In particular,the SO (5)group hasten generators.

The totalspin and the totalchargeoperators,

S� =
1

2
(cy��c+ d

y
�
�
d) ; Q =

1

2
(cyc+ d

y
d� 2); (16)

perform therotation oftheAF and SC orderparam eterswithin each subspace.In addition,therearesix so-called �

operators,�rstintroduced by Dem lerand Zhang(Dem lerand Zhang,1995),de�ned by

�
y
� = �

1

2
c
y
�
�
�
y
d
y
; �� = (�y�)

y
: (17)

Theyperform therotation from AF toSC and viceversa.Thesein�nitesim alrotationsarede�ned bythecom m utation

relations

[�y�;N �]= i����
y
; [�y�;�]= iN �: (18)

The totalspin com ponents S�,the totalcharge Q ,and the six � operators form the ten generators ofthe SO (5)

group.

The superspin orderparam etersna,the associated SO (5)generatorsLab,and theircom m utation relationscan be

expressed com pactly and elegantly in term softhe SO (5)spinorand the �ve Dirac � m atrices.The fourcom ponent

SO (5)spinorisde�ned by

	 � =

�
c�

dy�

�

: (19)

They satisfy the usualanti-com m utation relations

f	 y
�;	 �g= ��� ; f	 �;	 �g= f	 y

�;	
y
�g = 0: (20)

Using the 	 spinorand the �veDirac� m atrices(see appendix A),wecan expressn a and Lab as

na =
1

2
	 y
��

a
��	 � ; Lab = �

1

2
	 y
��

ab
��:	 � (21)

The Lab operatorsform sthe SO (5)Liealgebra and satisfy the com m utation relation

[Lab;Lcd]= � i(�acLbd + �bdLac � �adLbc � �bcLad): (22)

The na and the 	 � operators form the vector and the spinor representations ofthe SO (5) group,satisfying the

equations

[Lab;nc]= � i(�acnb � �bcna) (23)

and

[Lab;	 �]=
1

2
�ab��	 �: (24)

Ifwearrangetheten operatorsS�,Q and �� into Lab’sby the following m atrix form :

Lab =

0

B
B
B
B
@

0

�yx+ �x 0

�yy+ �y � Sz 0

�yz+ �z Sy � Sx 0

Q 1

i
(�yx� �x)

1

i
(�yy� �y)

1

i
(�yz� �z) 0

1

C
C
C
C
A

(25)

and group na asin Eqs. (14)and (15),we see thatEqs. (22)and (23)com pactly reproducesallthe com m utation

relations presented previously. These equations show that Lab and na are the sym m etry generatorsand the order

param etervectorsoftheSO (5)theory.Thecom m utation relation Eq.(23)istheSO (5)generalization oftheSO (3)

com m unication relation asgiven in Eqs.(5)and (11).
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In system swheretheunitcellnaturally containstwosites,such astheladderand thebi-layersystem s,thecom plete

setofoperatorsLab,na and 	 � can beused to constructm odelHam iltonianswith theexactSO (5)sym m etry,aswe

willshow in section V.A.In thesem odels,localoperatorsarecoupled to each otherso thatonly the totalsym m etry

generators,obtained asthe sum oflocalsym m etry generators,com m ute with the Ham iltonian.Fortwo dim ensional

m odelscontaining only a single layer,grouping the lattice into clustersoftwo siteswould break lattice translational

and rotationalsym m etry.In thiscase,itisbetterto usea clusteroffoursitesform ing a square,which doesnotbreak

rotationalsym m etry and can lead naturally to the de�nition ofa d-wave pairing operator(Altm an and Auerbach,

2002;Zhang et al.,1999). In this case,the Lab,na and 	 � operators are interpreted as the e�ective low energy

operatorsde�ned on a plaquette,which form thebasisforan e�ectivelow energy SO (5)theory,ratherthan thebasis

ofa m icroscopicSO (5)m odel.

Having introduced the concept oflocalsym m etry generators and order param eters based in realspace,we will

now discussde�nitionsofthese operatorsin m om entum space. The AF and SC orderparam eterscan be naturally

expressed in term softhe m icroscopicferm ion operatorsas

N
� =

X

p

c
y

p+ �
�
�
cp ; � y =

� i

2

X

p

d(p)cyp�
y
c
y

� p ; d(p)� cos(px)� cos(py); (26)

where� � (�;�)and d(p)istheform factorforthed wavepairingoperatorin twodim ensions.They can becom bined

into the�vecom ponentsuperspin vectorna by using the sam econvention asbefore.Thetotalspin and totalcharge

operatorarede�ned m icroscopically as

S� =
X

p

c
y
p�

�
cp ; Q =

1

2

X

p

(cypcp � 1); (27)

and the � operatorscan be de�ned as

�
y
� =

X

p

g(p)c
y

p+ �
�
�
�
y
c
y
� p: (28)

Here the form factorg(p)needsto be chosen appropriately to satisfy the SO (5)com m utation relation (22). In the

originalform ulation ofthe SO (5)theory,Zhang(Zhang,1997)chose g(p)= d(p). In thiscase,the SO (5)sym m etry

algebra (22) only closes approxim ately near the Ferm isurface. Later,Henley(Henley,1998) proposed the choice

g(p)= sgn(d(p))(thisconstruction requiresintroducing form factorsforthe AF orderparam eteraswell).W hen the

m om entum space operatorsS�,Q and �y�,asexpressed in Eq.(27)and (28),aregrouped into Lab according to Eq.

(25),the sym m etry algebra (22)closesexactly.However,the �-operatorsareno longershortranged.

TheSO (5)sym m etry generatorsperform them ostgeneralrotation am ongthe�veorderparam eters.Thequantum

num bers ofthe � operators exactly patch up the di�erence in quantum num bers between the AF and SC order

param eters,asshown in the TableI.

charge spin m om entum internalangularm om entum
�;� y orn1;n5 � 2 0 0 d wave
N

� orn2;3;4 0 1 (�;�) swave
�� ;�

y
� � 2 1 (�;�) d wave

TABLE I Q uantum num bersofthe AF,the d-wave SC orderparam eters,and the � operator. Since the � operator rotates
the AF and SC orderparam etersinto each other,itsquantum num berspatch up the di�erence between the AF and SC order
param eters.

W ith theproperchoiceoftheinternalform factors,the� operatorsrotatebetween theAF and SC orderparam eters

according to (18). Analogous to the electro-m agnetic uni�cation presented in the introduction, the � operators

generate an in�nitesim alrotation between the AF and SC order param eters sim ilar to the in�nitesim alrotation

between the electric and the m agnetic �eldsgenerated by the Lorentz transform ation.These com m utation relations

play a centralrole in the SO (5)theory and have profound im plicationson the relationship between the AF and SC

order{ they provide a basisto unify these two di�erenttypesoforderin a single fram ework. In the AF phase,the

operatorN � acquiresanonzeroexpectation value,and the� and SC operatorsbecom ecanonicallyconjugatevariables

in the sense ofHam iltonian dynam ics. Conversely,in the SC phase the operator� acquiresa nonzero expectation

value,and the � and AF operatorsbecom e canonically conjugatevariables.Thiscanonicalrelationship isthe key to

understanding the collectivem odesin the SO (5)theory and in HTSC.
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TheSO (5)group isthem inim algroup tocontain both AF and SC,thetwodom inantphasesin theHTSC cuprates.

However,itispossible to generalize thisconstruction so thatitincludesotherform soforder. Forexam ple,in Ref.

(Podolsky et al.,2004),it was dem onstrated how one can com bine AF and triplet SC using an SO (4) sym m etry

(Rozhkov and M illis,2002).Such a construction isusefulforquasi-one-dim ensionalBechgaard salts,which undergo

a transition from an AF insulating stateto a tripletSC stateasa function ofpressure(Jerom eetal.,1980;Leeetal.,

2003,1997;Vuletic etal.,2002).

To de�nean SO (4)sym m etry fora one-dim ensionalelectron system ,weintroducethetotalspin,totalcharge,and

� operators

S� =
1

2

X

k

�

c
y

+ ;k
�
�
c+ ;k + c

y

� ;k
�
�
c� ;k

�

Q =
1

2

X

k

�

c
y

+ ;k
c+ ;k + c

y

� ;k
c� ;k � 2

�

� y =
� i

2

X

k

�

c
y

+ ;k
�
y
c
y

+ ;� k
� c

y

� ;k
�
y
c
y

� ;� k

�

: (29)

Herec
y

� ;k
createsright/leftm oving electronsofm om entum � kf + k.Thespin operatorsS� form an SO (3)algebraof

spin rotationsgiven by thesecond form ula ofequation (4).W ecan alsointroduceisospin SO (3)algebraby com bining

the chargewith the � operators

Ix =
1

2
(� y + �); Iy =

1

2i
(� y � �); Iz = Q

[Ia;Ib] = i�abcIc: (30)

Spin and isospin operatorstogethergenerate an SO (4)� SO (3)� SO (3)sym m etry,which uni�estripletsupercon-

ductivity and antiferrom agnetism .W e de�ne the N�eelvectorand the TSC orderparam eter,

N � =
1

2

X

k

�

c
y

+ ;k
�
�
c� ;k + c

y

� ;k
�
�
c+ ;k

�

(31)

	 � =
1

i

X

k

c+ ;k(�
y
�
�)c� ;� k ;

and com bine them into a singletensororderparam eter

Q̂ =

0

@

(Re~	)x (Im ~	)x N x

(Re~	)y (Im ~	)y N y

(Re~	)z (Im ~	)z N z

1

A : (32)

O necan easily verify thatQ a� transform sasa vectorunderboth spin and isospin rotations

[S�;Q b�]= i���Q b [Ia;Q b�]= i�abcQ c�: (33)

O ne dim ensionalelectron system shavebeen studied extensively using bosonization and renorm alization group anal-

ysis. They have a line ofphase transitionsbetween an antiferrom agnetic and a tripletsuperconducting phase at a

specialratio ofthe forward and backward scattering am plitudes. Podolsky etalpointed outthatanywhere on this

line the � operator com m utes with the Ham iltonian ofthe system . Hence,one �nds the SO (4) sym m etry at the

AF/triplet SC phase boundary without any �ne tuning ofthe param eters. Consequencesofthis sym m etry for the

Bechgaard saltsarereviewed in Ref.(Podolsky etal.,2004).

O ther extensions and generalizations ofSO (5) are discussed in Ref. (Lin etal.,1998;M arkiewicz and Vaughn,

1998;M urakam ietal.,1999;Nayak,2000;Schulz,1998;W u etal.,2003b).

B. The SO (5) quantum nonlinear� m odel

In the previous section,we presented the concepts oflocalSO (5) order param eters and sym m etry generators.

These relationships are purely kinem atic and do not refer to any particular Ham iltonian. In section V.A,we shall

discussm icroscopicm odelswith exactSO (5)sym m etry,constructed outofthese operators.A largeclassofm odels,
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however,m ay nothaveSO (5)sym m etry atthe m icroscopiclevel,buttheirlong distance,low energy propertiesm ay

be described in term s ofan e�ective SO (5) m odel. In section II,we saw that m any di�erent m icroscopic m odels

indeed havetheSO (3)non-linear� m odelastheiruniversallow energy description.Therefore,in orderto presenta

generaltheory ofthe AF and SC in the HTSC,we�rstintroduce the SO (5)quantum non-linear� m odel.

The SO (5)quantum non-linear� m odeldescribesthe kinetic and potentialenergiesofcoupled superspin degrees

offreedom .In thecaseofHTSC cuprates,thesuperspin degreesoffreedom arem ostconveniently de�ned on a coarse

grained lattice,with 2a � 2a lattice spacing in units ofthe originalcuprate lattice spacing,where every super-site

denotesa (non-overlapping)plaquette ofthe originallattice (see Fig.29).There are 44 = 256 stateson a plaquette

in theoriginalHubbard m odel,butweshallretain only the6 lowestenergy states,including a spin singletstateand

three spin triplet states at half-�lling,and two paired states with two holes or two particles away from half-�lling

(see Fig. 6). In sectionsV.C and V.D,we willshow,with num ericalcalculations,thatthese are indeed the lowest

energy statesin each charge sector. Additionally,we willshow explicitly thatthe localsuperspin degree offreedom

discussed in thissection can beconstructed from thesesix low energy states.ProposingtheSO (5)quantum non-linear

� m odelasthe low energy e�ective m odelofthe HTSC cupratesrequiresthe following physicalassum ptions:1)AF

and SC and theirquantum disordered statesare the only com peting degreesoffreedom in the underdoped regim e.

2)Ferm ionicdegreesoffreedom arem ostly gapped below thepseudogap tem perature.Fora d-wavesuperconductor,

there are also gaplessferm ion degreesoffreedom atthe gap nodes. However,they do notplay a signi�cantrole in

determ ining the phasediagram and collectivem odesofthe system .O urapproach isto solvethe bosonicpartofthe

m odel�rst,and then includegaplessferm ionsself-consistently ata laterstage(Altm an and Auerbach,2002;Dem ler

and Zhang,1999a).

From Eqs.(23)and thediscussionsin sectionsIII.A,weseethatLab and na areconjugatedegreesoffreedom ,very

m uch sim ilar to [q;p]= i�h in quantum m echanics. This suggests that we can construct a Ham iltonian from these

conjugatedegreesoffreedom .The Ham iltonian ofthe SO (5)quantum non-linear� m odeltakesthe following form

H =
1

2�

X

x;a< b

L
2
ab(x)+

�

2

X

hx;x0i;a

na(x)na(x
0)+

X

x;a< b

B ab(x)Lab(x)+
X

x

V (n(x)); (34)

wherethe superspin na vector�eld issubjected to the constraint

n
2
a = 1: (35)

ThisHam iltonian isquantized by thecanonicalcom m utation relations(22)and (23).Here,the�rstterm isthekinetic

energy ofthe SO (5) rotors,where � has the physicalinterpretation ofthe m om ent ofinertia ofthe SO (5) rotors.

Thesecond term describesthecoupling oftheSO (5)rotorson di�erentsitesthrough thegeneralized sti�ness�.The

third term introduces the coupling ofexternal�elds to the sym m etry generators,while V (n) includes anisotropic

term swhich break theSO (5)sym m etry to theconventionalSO (3)� U (1)sym m etry.TheSO (5)quantum non-linear

� m odelis a naturalcom bination ofthe SO (3) non-linear � m odeldescribing the AF Heisenberg m odeland the

quantum XY m odeldescribing the SC to insulatortransition. Ifwe restrictthe superspin to have only com ponents

a = 2;3;4,then the �rsttwo term sdescribe the sym m etric Heisenberg m odel,the third term describesthe coupling

to a uniform externalm agnetic�eld,whilethe lastterm can representeasy planeoreasy axisanisotropy oftheNeel

vector. O n the otherhand,fora = 1;5,the �rstterm describesCoulom b orcapacitance energy,the second term is

the Josephson coupling energy,while the third term describescoupling to an externalchem icalpotential.

The �rst two term s ofthe SO (5) m odeldescribe the com petition between the quantum disorder and classical

order. In the ordered state,the last two term s describe the com petition between the AF and SC order. Let us

�rstconsiderthe quantum com petition. The �rstterm preferssharp eigenstatesofthe angularm om entum . O n an

isolated site,C �
P

L2
ab is the Casim ir operator ofthe SO (5) group in the sense that it com m utes with allthe

SO (5)generators.Theeigenvaluesofthisoperatorcan bedeterm ined com pletely from group theory -they are0,4,6

and 10,respectively,forthe 1 dim ensionalSO (5)singlet,5 dim ensionalSO (5)vector,10 dim ensionalantisym m etric

tensorand 14 dim ensionalsym m etric,tracelesstensors,respectively.Therefore,wesee thatthisterm alwaysprefers

a quantum disordered SO (5)singletground state,which isalso a totalspin singlet. In the case where the e�ective

quantum non-linear� m odelisconstructed by groupingthesitesintoplaquettes,thequantum disordered ground state

correspondsto a plaquette\RVB"state,asdepicted in Figs.6a and 12a.Thisground stateisseparated from the�rst

excited state,the �ve fold SO (5)vectorstate,by an energy gap of2=�.Thisgap willbe reduced when the di�erent

SO (5)rotorsarecoupled to each otherby thesecond term .Thisterm representsthee�ectofsti�ness,which prefers

a �xed direction ofthena vectorto a �xed angularm om entum .Thiscom petition isan appropriategeneralization of

thecom petition between thenum bersharp and phasesharp statesin a superconductorand thecom petition between

the classicalNeelstateand thebond orplaquette singletstatein the Heisenberg AF.Thequantum phasetransition

occursnear�� ’ 1.
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In the classically ordered state,the lasttwo anisotropy term s com pete to selecta ground state. To sim plify the

discussion,we�rstconsiderthe following sim pleform ofthe static anisotropy potential:

V (n)= � g(n22 + n
2
3 + n

2
4): (36)

Attheparticle-holesym m etricpointwith vanishing chem icalpotentialB 15 = � = 0,theAF ground stateisselected

by g > 0,while the SC ground state is selected by g < 0. g = 0 is the quantum phase transition pointseparating

the two ordered phases. Thisphase transition belongsto \classA" in the classi�cation schem e ofsection IIand is

depicted as the \A1" transition line in Fig. 13. This point has the fullquantum SO (5) sym m etry in the m odel

described above.

However,itis unlikely thatthe HTSC cupratescan be close to this quantum phase transition point. In fact,we

expectthe anisotropy term g to be large and positive,m aking the AF phase strongly favored overthe SC phase at

half-�lling.However,the chem icalpotentialterm hasthe opposite,com peting e�ectand favorsSC.W e can observe

thisby transform ing the Ham iltonian into the Lagrangian density in the continuum lim it:

L =
�

2
!ab(x;t)

2 +
�

2
(@kn

a(x;t))2 � V (n(x;t)); (37)

where

!ab = na(@tnb � iBbcnc)� (a $ b) (38)

is the angular velocity. W e see that the chem icalpotentialenters the Lagrangian as a gauge coupling in the tim e

direction.Expanding the�rstterm in thepresenceofthechem icalpotential� = B 15,weobtain an e�ectivepotential

Veff(n)= V (n)�
(2�)2�

2
(n21 + n

2
5); (39)

from which we see thatthe bare V term com peteswith the chem icalpotentialterm . For� < �c =
p
g=�,the AF

ground state is selected,while for � > �c,the SC ground state is realized. At the transition point { even though

each term strongly breaksSO (5)sym m etry { the com bined term givesan e�ective static potentialwhich is SO (5)

sym m etric,aswecan seefrom (39).Thisquantum phasetransition belongsto \classB " in theclassi�cation schem e

ofsection II. A typicaltransition ofthis type isdepicted asthe \B 1" transition line in Fig. 13. Even though the

static potentialisSO (5)sym m etric,the fullquantum dynam icsisnot. Thiscan be seen m osteasily from the tim e

dependent term in the Lagrangian. W hen we expand out the square,the term quadratic in � enters the e�ective

static potentialin Eq. (39). However,there isalso a �-dependentterm involving a �rstordertim e derivative. This

term breaksthe particle hole sym m etry and dom inatesoverthe second ordertim e derivative term in the n1 and n5
variables. In the absence ofan externalm agnetic �eld,only second order tim e derivative term s ofn2;3;4 enter the

Lagrangian.Therefore,while thechem icalpotentialterm com pensatestheanisotropy potentialin Eq.(39)to arrive

at an SO (5) sym m etric static potential,its tim e dependent part breaks the fullquantum SO (5) sym m etry. This

observation leadsto the conceptoftheprojected orstaticSO (5)sym m etry.A m odelwith projected orstaticSO (5)

sym m etry isdescribed by a quantum e�ective Lagrangian ofthe form

L =
�

2

X

�= 2;3;4

(@tn�)
2 � ��(n1@tn5 � n5@tn1)� Veff(n); (40)

wherethe static potentialVeff isSO (5)sym m etric.

W e see that\classA" transition from AF to SC occursata particle hole sym m etric point,and itcan have a full

quantum SO (5)sym m etry. The \classB " transition from AF to SC isinduced by a chem icalpotential;only static

SO (5)sym m etry can be realized atthe transition point.The \classA" transition can occurathalf-�lling in organic

superconductors,where the charge gap athalf-�lling iscom parableto the spin exchange energy.In thissystem ,the

AF to SC transition istuned by pressure,wherethedoping leveland thechem icalpotentialstay �xed.Thetransition

from thehalf-�lled AF statetotheSC statein theHTSC cupratesisfarfrom the\classA"transition point,butstatic

SO (5)sym m etry can berealized atthechem icalpotentialinduced transition.However,asweshallseein section IV.B,

therearealso M ottinsulating stateswith AF orderatfractional�lling factors,forinstance,atdoping levelx = 1=8.

The insulating gap ism uch sm alleratthese fractionalM ottphases,and there isan e�ective particle-hole sym m etry

nearthetip oftheM ottlobes.Forthesereasons,\classA" transition with thefullquantum SO (5)sym m etry can be

realized again nearthe tip offractionalM ottphases,asin organic superconductors. Transitionsnearthe fractional

M ottinsulating lobesare depicted asthe \A2" and \B 2" transitionsin the globalphase diagram (see Fig. 13). In

thiscase,a transition from a fractionalM ottinsulating phase with AF orderto the SC state can again be tuned by

pressurewithoutchanging thedensity orthe chem icalpotential.
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The SO (5)quantum nonlinear� m odelisconstructed from two canonically conjugate �eld operatorsLab and na.

In fact,there is a kinem atic constraintam ong these �eld operators. In the case ofthe Heisenberg m odel,the total

spin operator and the AF Neelorder param eter satisfy an orthogonality constraint,as expressed in Eq. (6). The

SO (5)generalization ofthisconstraintcan be expressed asfollows:

Labnc + Lbcna + Lcanb = 0: (41)

Thisidentity isvalid forany triplesa,b and c,and can be easily proven by expressing Lab = napb � nbpa,where pa
istheconjugatem om entum ofna.G eom etrically,thisidentity expressesthefactthatLab generatesa rotation ofthe

na vector. The in�nitesim alrotation vectorlieson the tangentplane ofthe foursphere S4,asde�ned by Eq. (35),

and isthereforeorthogonalto thena vectoritself.Extending thisgeom etricproof,W egner(W egner,2000)hasshown

thatthe SO (5) orthogonality relation also followsphysically from m axim izing the entropy. Taking the triple a;b;c

to be 2;3;4,and recognizing that L�� = ���S,this identity reduces to the SO (3) orthogonality relation in Eq.

(6). ThisSO (5)identity placesa powerfulconstrainton the expectation valuesofvariousoperators. In particular,

itquantitatively predictsthe value ofthe � orderparam eterin a m ixed state between AF orSC.Forexam ple,let’s

takethe a;b;ctripleto be 1;2;5.Eq.(41)predictsthat

L15n2 + L52n1 + L21n5 = 0 ) hL25i= hIm �xi=
Q hn2i

hn1i
; (42)

where we chose the SC phase such that hn5i = 0. Here,Q = hL15i m easures the hole density. Since these four

expectation values can easily be m easured num erically and,in principle,experim entally,this relationship can be

tested quantitatively. Recently,G hosal,K allin and Berlinsky(G hosalet al.,2002) tested this relationship within

m icroscopicm odelsoftheAF vortex core.In thiscase,AF and SC coexistin a �nite region nearthevortex core,so

thatboth hn1iand hn5iarenon-vanishing.They found thattheSO (5)orthogonality constraintisaccurately satis�ed

in m icroscopicm odels.

In thissection,we presented the SO (5)quantum non-linear� m odelasa heuristic and phenom enologicalm odel.

The key ingredientsofthe m odelare introduced by observing the robustfeaturesofthe phase diagram and the low

energy collectivem odesoftheHTSC cupratesystem .Thisisthe\top-down" approach discussed in theintroduction.

In thissense,the m odelhasa generalvalidity beyond the underlying m icroscopic physics.However,itisalso useful

to derive such a m odeldirectly from m icroscopic electronic m odels. Fortunately,this\bottom -up" approach agrees

with the phenom enologicalapproach to a large extent. A rigorous derivation ofthis quantum non-linear � m odel

from an SO (5)sym m etricm icroscopicm odelon a bi-layersystem willbegiven in section V.A,whilean approxim ate

derivation from the \realistic" m icroscopict� J and Hubbard m odelwillbe given in section V.D.

C. The projected SO (5) m odelwith lattice bosons

In the previous section,we presented the form ulation ofthe SO (5) quantum nonlinear � m odel. This m odelis

form ulated in term softwosetsofcanonicallyconjugatevariables-thesuperspin vectorna and theangularm om entum

Lab. The two term s which break the fullquantum SO (5) sym m etry are the anisotropy term ,g,and the chem ical

potentialterm ,�. Therefore,this m odelcontains high energy m odes,particularly excitations ofthe order ofthe

M ottinsulating gap athalf-�lling.Forthisreason,G reiter(G reiter,1997)and Baskaran and Anderson(Baskaran and

Anderson,1998) questioned whether the e�ective SO (5) sym m etry can be im plem ented in the low energy theory.

In the previoussection,itwasshown thatthese two sym m etry breaking term scould canceleach otherin the static

potentialand theresultinge�ectivepotentialcould stillbeSO (5)sym m etric.Itwasalsopointed outthatthechem ical

potentialterm breaks the SO (5) sym m etry in the dynam ic or tim e-dependentpart ofthe e�ective Lagrangian. In

responseto these observations,Zhang etal.constructed the projected SO (5)m odels(Zhang etal.,1999),which fully

projectoutthehigh energy m odes,and obtained a low energy e�ectivequantum Ham iltonian,with an approxim ately

SO (5)sym m etricstatic potential.

The �rststep isto perform a transform ation from the na and Lab coordinatesto a setofbosonic operators. W e

�rstexpressthe angularm om entum operatoras

Lab = napb � nbpa; (43)

wherepa isthe canonicalm om entum conjugateto na,satisfying the Heisenberg com m utation relation:

[na;pb]= i�ab: (44)
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Furtherm ore,wecan expressthe canonicalcoordinatesand m om enta in term softhe boson operatorsas

na =
1
p
2
(ta + t

y
a) pa =

1

i
p
2
(ta � t

y
a); (45)

wherethe boson operatorssatisfy the com m utation relation

[ta;t
y

b
]= �ab; (46)

and the(half-�lled)ground stateisde�ned by taj
i= 0.Thereare�veboson operators,t� = t2;t3;t4 aretheboson

operatorsforthe m agnetictripletexcitations,also called the m agnons,while

t1 =
1
p
2
(th + tp) t5 =

1

i
p
2
(th � tp) (47)

arethelinearcom binationsoftheparticlepair(tp)and holepair(th)annihilation operators.In theSO (5)quantum

non-linear� m odelform ulation,thereisan in�nitenum berofbosonicstatespersite.However,duetothe�rstterm in

Eq.(34)(the angularm om entum term ),stateswith higherangularm om enta or,equivalently,higherboson num ber,

are separated by higherenergies. Therefore,asfarasthe low energy physicsisconcerned,we can restrictourselves

to the m anifold ofsix statespersite,nam ely the ground state j
iand the �ve bosonicstatestyaj
i.Thisrestriction

is called the hard-core boson constraintand can be im plem ented by the condition tyat
y

b
j
i= 0. W ithin the Hilbert

space ofhard-core bosons,the originalSO (5)quantum non-linear� m odelis m apped onto the following hard-core

boson m odel:

H = � s

X

x;�= 2;3;4

t
y
�t�(x)+ � c

X

x;i= 1;5

t
y

iti(x)+ �
X

x

(typtp(x)� t
y

h
th(x))

� Js

X

hxx0i

n�(x)n�(x
0)� Jc

X

hxx0i

ni(x)ni(x
0); (48)

where � c = 2=� � 2�2� and � s = 2=� � g are the creation energiesforthe chargepairsand the tripletm agnons,�

isthechem icalpotential,and Jc and Js aretheexchangeenergiesforSC and AF,respectively.In theisotropiccase,

they are taken to be � in the second term ofEq. (34). Expressing ni and n� in term softhe bosonic operators,we

seethattheJc and Js term sdescribenotonly thehopping,butalso thespontaneouscreation and annihilation ofthe

chargepairsand the m agnons,asdepicted in Fig.4.

W hen � c = � s,Jc = Js and � = 0,them odel(48)hasan exactquantum SO (5)sym m etry.In thiscase,theenergy

to create charge excitationsisthe sam e asthe energy to create spin excitations. Thissituation could be realized in

organic and heavy ferm ion superconductorsnearthe AF phase boundary orthe HTSC near com m ensurate doping

fractionssuch asx = 1=8,asweshallseein section IV.B.However,forHTSC system snearhalf-�lling,theenergy to

create charge excitationsism uch greaterthan the energy to create spin excitations,�.e. �c � � s.In thiscase,the

fullquantum SO (5)sym m etry isbroken but,rem arkably,the e�ectivestatic potentialcan stillbe SO (5)sym m etric.

Thiswasseen in theprevioussection by thecancellation oftheanisotropy potentialg term by thechem icalpotential

� term . In a hard-core boson m odel(48)with � c � � s,a low energy e�ective m odelcan be derived by retaining

only the holepairstate while projecting outthe particlepairstate.Thiscan be doneby im posing the constraint

t
y
p(x)j
i= 0 (49)

atevery sitex.The projected Ham iltonian takesthe form

H = � s

X

x

t
y
�t�(x)+

~� c

X

x

t
y

h
th(x)

� Js

X

hxx0i

n�(x)n�(x
0)� Jc

X

hxx0i

ni(x)ni(x
0); (50)

where ~� c = � c� �.TheHam iltonian (50)hasnoparam etersoftheorderofU .ToachievethestaticSO (5)sym m etry,

weneed � s � ~� c and Js � Jc.The�rstcondition can alwaysbem etby changingthechem icalpotential,whereasthe

second one requirescertain �ne tuning. However,aswe discussin Section VD (see Fig. 31),thiscondition em erges

naturally when one derivesthe m odel(50)from the Hubbard m odelin the relevantregim eofparam eters.
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The form ofthe projected SO (5)Ham iltonian hardly changesfrom the unprojected m odel(48),butthe de�nition

ofn1 and n5 ischanged from

n1 =
1
p
2
(t1 + t

y

1)=
1

2
(th + tp + t

y

h
+ t

y
p)

n5 =
1
p
2
(t5 + t

y

5)=
1

2i
(th � tp � t

y

h
+ t

y
p) (51)

to

n1 =
1

2
(th + t

y

h
) n5 =

1

2i
(th � t

y

h
): (52)

From Eq.(51),weseethatn1 and n5 com m utewith each otherbeforetheprojection.However,aftertheprojection,

they acquirea nontrivialcom m utation relation,ascan be seen from Eq.(52):

[n1;n5]= i=2: (53)

Therefore,projectingoutdoubly occupied sites,com m onlyreferred toastheG utzwillerprojection,can beanalytically

im plem ented in the SO (5) theory by retaining the form ofthe Ham iltonian and changing only the com m utation

relations.

TheG utzwillerprojection im plem ented through them odi�ed com m utation relationsbetween n1 and n5 isform ally

sim ilarto theprojection onto thelowestLandau levelin thephysicsofthequantum Halle�ect.Forelectronsm oving

in a 2D plane,thecanonicaldescription involvestwo coordinates,X and Y ,and two m om enta,PX and PY .However,

ifthe m otion ofthe electron isfully con�ned in the lowestLandau level,the projected coordinateoperatorsbecom e

non-com m uting and aregiven by [X ;Y ]= il20,wherel0 isthem agneticlength.In thecontextoftheprojected SO (5)

Ham iltonian,theoriginalrotorsata given sitecan beviewed asparticlesm oving on a fourdim ensionalsphereS4,as

de�ned by Eq.(35),em bedded in a �vedim ensionalEuclidean space.Theangularm om entum term 1

2�
L2
ab
describes

the kinetic m otion ofthe particle on the sphere. The chem icalpotentialacts as a �ctitious m agnetic �eld in the

(n1;n5)plane.In theG utzwiller-Hubbard lim it,where� c � � s,a largechem icalpotentialterm isrequired to reach

the lim it ~� c � �s. The particle m otion in the (n1;n5)plane becom esquantized in thislim it,asin the case ofthe

quantum Halle�ect,and the non-com m utativity ofthe coordinates(n1;n5) given by Eq. (53)arisesasa resultof

the projection.The projection doesnota�ectthe sym m etry ofthe sphereon which the particleism oving;however,

itrestrictsthe sense ofthe kinetic m otion to be chiral,i.e.,only along one direction in the (n1;n5)plane.(See Fig.

5).In thissense,the particle ism oving on a chiralSO (5)sym m etric sphere.The non-com m utativity ofthe (n1;n5)

coordinatesisequivalentto thee�ectiveLagrangian (seeEq.(40)ofsection III.B)containingonly the�rstordertim e

derivative.In fact,from Eq.(40),weseethatin thiscasethecanonicalm om enta associated with thecoordinatesn1
and n5 aregiven by

p1 =
�L

� _n1
= ��n5 ; p5 =

�L

� _n5
= � ��n1: (54)

Applying thestandard Heisenberg com m utation relation fortheconjugatepairs(n1;p1),or(n5;p5)givesexactly the

quantization condition (53).Notethatin Eq.(54)�� playstheroleofthePlanck’sconstantin quantum m echanics.

W eseethattheprojected SO (5)Ham iltonian (50)subjected to thequantization condition (53)isfully equivalentto

the e�ective Lagrangian Eq.(40),discussed in the lastsection.

Despite its apparent sim plicity,the projected SO (5) lattice m odelcan describe m any com plex phases,m ost of

which areseen in the HTSC cuprates.Thesedi�erentphasescan be described in term sofdi�erentlim itsofa single

variationalwavefunction ofthe following productform :

j	i=
Y

x

(cos�(x)+ sin�(x)(m�(x)t
y
�(x)+ �(x)t

y

h
(x)))j
i: (55)

where the variationalparam etersm �(x)should be real,while �(x)isgenerally com plex. The norm alization ofthe

wavefunction,h	j	i= 1,requiresthe variationalparam etersto satisfy

X

�

jm �(x)j
2 + j�(x)j2 = 1: (56)

Therefore,we can param eterizethem asjm �(x)j
2 = cos2�(x)and j�(x)j2 = sin2�(x),which issim ilarto the SO (5)

constraintintroduced in Eq. (35). The expectation valuesofthe orderparam etersand the sym m etry generatorsin
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thisvariationalstatearegiven by

h	jn �(x)j	i =
1
p
2
sin2�(x)Re(m�(x))

h	jn 1(x)j	i =
1

2
sin2�(x)Re(�(x))

h	jn 5(x)j	i =
1

2
sin2�(x)Im (�(x)) (57)

and

h	jQ (x)j	i = h	t
y

h
(x)th(x)j	i= sin 2

�(x)j�(x)j2

h	jS �j	i = � h	ji� ��
t
y

�
(x)t(x)j	i= � i�

�� sin2 � m
�
�(x)m (x)

h	j� �(x)j	i = h	j
ty�(x)th(x)

i
p
2

j	i=
sin2 � m�

�(x)�(x)

i
p
2

: (58)

Initially,we restrictourdiscussionsto the case where the variationalparam etersare uniform ,describing a trans-

lationally invariant state. Evaluating di�erent physicaloperators in this state gives the result sum m arized in the

following table:

charge Q spin S AF orderhn� i SC orderhnii � orderh�� i
(a) \RVB" state:sin� = 0 0 0 0 0 0
(b) M agnon state:cos� = 0 and sin� = 0 0 1 0 0 0
(c) \Hole pair" state:cos� = 0 and cos� = 0 -2 0 0 0 0
(d) AF state:0 < sin� < 1 and sin� = 0 0 inde�nite 6= 0 0 0
(e) SC state:0 < sin� < 1 and cos� = 0 inde�nite 0 0 6= 0 0
(f) M ixed AF/SC state:0 < sin� < 1 and 0 < sin� < 0 inde�nite inde�nite 6= 0 6= 0 6= 0

� state:cos� = 0 and 0 < cos� < 1 inde�nite inde�nite 0 0 6= 0

TABLE II Physicalproperties ofvariousplaquette states classi�ed according to the SO (5) orderparam eters and sym m etry
generators.

Aswecan see,thiswavefunction notonly describesclassically ordered stateswith spontaneously broken sym m etry,

butalso quantum disordered stateswhich are eigenstatesofspin and charge. G enerally,� c and � s favorquantum

disordered states, while Jc and Js favor classically ordered states. Depending on the relative strength of these

param eters,a rich phasediagram can be obtained.

The phase diagram ofthe projected SO (5)m odelwith Jc = 2Js � J isshown in Fig. 7. Changing the chem ical

potentialm odi�es ~� c and tracesouta one-dim ensionalpath on thephasediagram .Along thispath thesystem goes

from the AF stateto the uniform AF/SC m ixed phaseand then to the SC state.Them ixed phaseonly corresponds

to one pointon thistrajectory (i.e. a single value ofthe chem icalpotential�c),although itcoversa whole range of

densities0 < � < �c.Thissuggeststhatthe transition m ay be thoughtofasa �rstordertransition between the AF

and SC phases,with a jum p in the density at�c. The spectrum ofcollective excitationsshown in Fig. 8,however,

shows that this phase diagram also has im portant features oftwo second order phase transitions. The energy gap

to S = 1 excitationsinside the SC phase vanisheswhen the chem icalpotentialreachesthe criticalvalue �c. Such a

softening should notoccurforthe�rstordertransition butisrequired forthecontinuoustransition into a statewith

broken spin sym m etry.Thisshowsthatm odelswith the SO (5)sym m etry haveintrinsic�ne-tuning to be exactly at

the borderbetween a single �rstordertransition and two second ordertransitions;in subsequentsectionsthistype

oftransition shallbeclassi�ed astype1.5 transition.Furtherdiscussion ofthephasediagram oftheprojected SO (5)

m odelisgiven in section VC.Note thate�ective bosonic Ham iltonianssim ilarto (50)have also been considered in

Refs.(van Duin and Zaanen,2000;Park and Sachdev,2001).

IV. TH E GLO BAL PH ASE D IAGRAM O F SO (5) M O D ELS

A. Phase diagram ofthe classicalm odel

The two robust ordered phases in the HTSC cuprates are the AF phase at half-�lling and the SC phase away

from half-�lling.Itisim portantto ask how these two phasesare connected in the globalphase diagram asdi�erent



19

tuning param eterssuch asthe tem perature,the doping level,the externalm agnetic �eld,etc,one varied.Analyzing

the SO (5)quantum nonlinear� m odel,Zhang hasclassi�ed fourgeneric typesofphase diagram s,presented asFig.

(1A)-(1D) in reference (Zhang,1997). In the next section we are going to investigate the zero tem perature phase

diagram wheretheAF and theSC phasesareconnected by variousquantum disordered states,often possessingcharge

order.In thissection,we�rstfocuson thesim plestpossibility,whereAF and SC aretheonly two com peting phases

in the problem ,and discussthe phasediagram in the planeoftem perature and chem icalpotential,ordoping level.

Let us �rstdiscuss the generalproperties ofphase transition between two phases,each characterized by its own

orderparam eter.In particular,weshallfocuson thephenom enon oftheenhanced sym m etry atthem ulticriticalpoint

atwhich physically di�erentstatic correlation functionsshow identicalasym ptotic behavior.In the case ofCDW to

SC transition discussed in section II,the CDW ischaracterized by an Ising like Z2 orderparam eter,while the SC is

characterized by a U (1)orderparam eter. In the case ofAF to SC transition,the orderparam etersym m etriesare

SO (3) and U (1),respectively. G enerically,the phase transition between two ordered phases can be either a single

direct�rstordertransition ortwo second orderphasetransitionswith a uniform m ixed phasein between,whereboth

orderparam etersare non-zero. Thissituation can be understood easily by describing the com petition in term sofa

LG functionaloftwo com peting orderparam eters(K osterlitzetal.,1976),which isgiven by

F = r1�
2
1 + r2�

2
2 + u1�

4
1 + u2�

4
2 + 2u12�

2
1�

2
2: (59)

Here,�1 and �2 arevectororderparam eterswith N 1 and N 2 com ponents,respectively.In thecaseofcurrentinterest,

N 1 = 2and N 2 = 3and wecan view �21 = n21+ n
2
5 astheSC com ponentofthesuperspin vector,and �22 = n22+ n

2
3+ n

2
4

astheAF com ponentofthesuperspin vector.Theseorderparam etersaredeterm ined by m inim izing thefreeenergy

F ,and aregiven by the solutionsof

2u1�
2
1 + 2u12�

2
2 + r1 = 0 ; 2u12�

2
1 + 2u2�

2
2 + r2 = 0: (60)

These equations determ ine the order param eters uniquely,except in the case when the determ inant ofthe linear

equationsvanishes.Atthe pointwhen

u1u2 = u
2
12 (61)

and

r1
p
u1

=
r2
p
u2
; (62)

the orderparam eterssatisfy the relations

�21
p
u2

+
�22
p
u1

= const; (63)

butthey arenotindividually determ ined.In fact,with there-scaling ~�21 = �21=
p
u2 and ~�22 = �22=

p
u1,thefreeenergy

isexactly SO (5)sym m etric with respectto the scaled variables,and Eq. (63)becom esidenticalto Eq. (35)in the

SO (5)case. Since the free energy only dependson the com bination ~�12 +
~�22,one orderparam etercan be sm oothly

rotated into the other without any energy cost. Equation (61) is the m ost im portant condition for the enhanced

sym m etry. W e shalldiscuss extensively in this paper whether this condition is satis�ed m icroscopically or close to

som em ulti-criticalpointsin theHTSC cuprates.O n theotherhand,equation (62)can alwaysbetuned.In thecase

ofAF to SC transition,the chem icalpotentialcouplesto the square ofthe SC orderparam eter,aswe can see from

Eq. (39). Therefore,r1 can be tuned by the chem icalpotential,and equation (62)de�nes the criticalvalue ofthe

chem icalpotential�c atwhich thephasetransition between AF and SC occurs.Atthispoint,thechem icalpotential

isheld �xed,buttheSC orderparam eterand thechargedensity can changecontinuously accordingto Eq.(63).Since

the free energy is independent ofthe density at this point,the energy,which di�ers from the grand canonicalfree

energy by a chem icalpotentialterm ��,can depend only linearly on thedensity.Thelineardependenceoftheenergy

on doping is a very special,lim iting case. G enerally,the energy versus doping curve would either have a negative

curvature,classi�ed as \type 1," or a positive curvature,classi�ed as \type 2" (see Fig. 9a). The speciallim iting

case of\type 1.5" with zero curvature isonly realized atthe SO (5)sym m etric point. The lineardependence ofthe

ground state energy ofa uniform AF/SC m ixed state on the density isa crucialtestofthe SO (5)sym m etry which

can be perform ed num erically,aswe shallsee in section V.B and V.C.The constancy ofthe chem icalpotentialand

the constancy ofthe length ofthe SO (5)superspin vector(63)asa function ofdensity can be tested experim entally

aswell,aswe shalldiscussin section V.B.

Theconstancy ofthechem icalpotentialasa function ofthedensity in a uniform system isa very specialsituation

which only followsfrom the enhanced sym m etry atthe phase transition point. In a system with phase separation,
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the chem icalpotentialisalso independentofthe totaldensity,butthe localdensity isnon-uniform .The two phases

are generally separated by a dom ain wall. The SO (5) sym m etric case can be obtained from the phase separation

casein the lim itwherethe width ofthe dom ain wallgoesto in�nity and a uniform state isobtained.Thissituation

can be studied analytically by solving Eq. (60). De�ning the param etersthat characterize the deviation from the

sym m etric pointas w = u12 �
p
u1u2 and g = ( r1p

u1
� r2p

u2
)=2,it is obviousthatthe phase transition between the

two form soforderistuned by g,while w determ inesthe nature ofthe phase transition. The phase diagram in the

(g;w) plane is shown in Fig. 9c. For w > 0,the two ordered phasesare separated by a �rstorderline. This type

oftransition is classi�ed as \type 1." O n the other hand,when w < 0,the two ordered phases are separated by

two second order phase transition lines with an interm ediate m ixed phase where two orders coexist,i.e. h�1i 6= 0

and h�2i6= 0. Thistype oftransition isclassi�ed as\type 2." The lim iting \type 1.5" behaviorcorrespondsto the

sym m etricpointw = 0.Approachingthispointfrom w > 0,the�rstordertransition becom esweakerand weakerand

thelatentheatassociated with the�rstordertransition becom essm allerand sm aller.Therefore,thesym m etricpoint

can be viewed astheend pointofa �rstordertransition.O n theotherhand,approaching thesym m etricpointfrom

w < 0,the width ofthe interm ediate m ix phase becom essm allerand sm aller,untilthe two second ordertransition

lines m erge into a single transition atw = 0. From the above discussion,we learn an im portantlesson: the phase

transition between two ordered phasescan beeithera direct�rstordertransition ortwosecond ordertransitionswith

an interm ediate m ixed phase. Furtherm ore,the sym m etric pointrealizesa lim iting behaviorwhich separatesthese

two scenarios.Balents,Fisherand Nayak(Balentsetal.,1998),Leeand K ivelson(Leeand K ivelson,2003)pointed out

thatthe\type1" and \type2" transitionsofa M ottinsulatorinduced by varying thechem icalpotentialisanalogous

tothetwotypesofsuperconductortonorm alstatetransitionsinduced by am agnetic�eld.Them agnetic�eld induces

a direct �rst order transition from the SC state to the norm alstate in \type 1" superconductors,while it induces

two second ordertransitionswith an interm ediate m ix state in the \type 2" superconductors. Indeed,the lim iting

\type 1.5" behaviorseparating the \type 1" and the \type 2" superconductorsalso has a specialsym m etry,where

theBogom ol’nyi’sbound forthevortex issatis�ed asan equality.W enotethatrecentwork ofSenthiletaldiscussed

an alternative scenario fora directsecond ordertransition between two phaseswith di�erentorderparam etersand

withouta highersym m etry atthe transition point. Thiswasachieved by having fractionalizated excitationsatthe

quantum criticalpoint(Senthiletal.,2004).

Let us now turn to the �nite tem perature phase transitions. In D = 3, �nite tem perature phase transitions

associated with continuous sym m etry breaking are possible. Therefore,the order param eters �1 and �2 can each

have their own phase transition tem perature,Tc and TN . The interesting question is how these two second order

linesm ergeasonechangestheparam eterg or,equivalently,thechem icalpotential�,which interchangestherelative

stability ofthe two ordered phases.Therearetwo genericpossibilities.The\type1" phasediagram isshown in Fig.

10a,wherethetwosecond orderphasetransition linesintersectatabi-criticalpoint,Tbc,which isalsotheterm ination

pointofthe �rstordertransition line separating the two ordered phases. Thistype ofphase diagram isrealized for

u12 >
p
u1u2.The �rstordertransition at�c separatesthe AF and SC stateswith di�erentdensities;therefore,the

T versus� phase diagram shown in Fig. 10b containsa region ofphase separation extending overthe doping range

0 < � < �c. The \type 2" phase diagram is shown in Fig. 10c,where Tc and TN intersectata tetra-criticalpoint,

below which a uniform AF/SC m ixed phaseseparatesthetwo purephasesby two second ordertransition lines.This

type ofphasediagram isrealized foru12 <
p
u1u2.

In contrastto theconventionalsuperconductorswith a long coherencelength,theHTSC cuprateshavea shortco-

herencelength and a largeG inzburgregion.Thus,they havethepossibility ofobservingnon-trivialcriticalbehaviors.

An interesting pointconcernsthe sym m etry atthe m ulti-criticalpointwhere TN and Tc (or,m ore generally,T1 and

T2)intersect.Atthem ulti-criticalpointde�ned by r1 = r2 = 0,thecriticaluctuationsoftheorderparam eterscou-

pleto each otherand renorm alizethecoe�cientsofthefourth orderterm su 1,u2 and u12.Thereareseveralpossible

�xed points.Thesym m etric�xed point,also known astheHeisenberg �xed point,ischaracterized by u�
1 = u�2 = u�12.

The O (N 1)� O (N2)sym m etry isenhanced atthispointto the higherO (N 1 + N 2)sym m etry. Another�xed point,

called thebiconicaltetra-criticalpointin theliterature,hasnon-vanishing valuesofu�1,u
�
2 and u

�
12 atthe�xed point

which deviatesfrom the O (N 1 + N 2)sym m etry. The third possible �xed pointisthe decoupled �xed point,where

u�12 = 0and thetwoorderparam etersdecouplefrom each otheratthe�xed point.Therelativestability ofthesethree

�xed pointscan be studied analytically and num erically.Thegeneralpictureisthattherearetwo criticalvalues,N c

and N 0
c.ForN 1 + N 2 < N c,the sym m etric bi-criticalpointisstable,forN c < N 1 + N 2 < N 0

c,the biconicalpointis

stable,while forN 1 + N 2 > N 0
c,the decoupled pointbecom esstable. The renorm alization group calculationsbased

on the 4� � expansion(K osterlitzetal.,1976)placesthe value ofNc closeto 4 and the value ofN
0
c close to 11.The

RG ow diagram isshown in Fig. 11 forthe case ofN 1 = 3 and N 2 = 2. Initially,allRG trajectoriesow towards

the sym m etric �xed point. The m anner in which the trajectoriesdiverge close to the sym m etric point depends on

the valuesofthe initialparam eters.The trajectoriesow to the sym m etric pointwhen u212 = u1u2,to the biconical

pointwhen u212 < u1u2,and ow outside ofthe regim e ofweak coupling RG analysiswhen u212 > u1u2. In the case

ofcom petition between AF and SC,N = N 1 + N 2 = 5 isvery close to N c,leading to two im portantconsequences.
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First,thebiconicalpointbreakstheSO (5)sym m etry weakly.Thevalueoftheinteraction param etersatthebiconical

�xed pointisgiven by (u�1;u
�
2;u

�
12)= 2�2�(0:0905;0:0847;0:0536).Extrapolating to � = 1 givestherootm ean square

deviation from the sym m etric SO (5) point to about 26% ,indicating weak SO (5) sym m etry breaking. The second

consequenceisthatthecriticalexponentassociated with theow away from thesym m etric,SO (5)pointisextrem ely

slow.The �rstloop 4� � expansion givesthe value of1=13 forthe exponentassociated with the ow away from the

sym m etricpoint.To getan estim ateoftheorderofm agnitude,wetaketheinitialvalueofthescaling variabletaking

the ow away from the SO (5)�xed pointto be 0:04.Thisvalue isobtained by considering the quantum corrections

associated with aprojected SO (5)m odel(Arrigoniand Hanke,2000).In thiscase,thesigni�cantdeviation awayfrom

the sym m etric pointcan only be observed when the reduced tem perature ist= (T � Tbc)=Tbc � 10� 11,m aking the

departureawayfrom theSO (5)sym m etricpointpracticallyunobservable.Indeed,num ericalsim ulationsoftheSO (5)

m odelspresented in section IV.C areconsistentwith the SO (5)sym m etricbehaviorin a widerangeoftem peratures

and in very largesystem s.However,itshould benoted thatthey do notprovetheultim atestability ofthesym m etric

point.

The question ofthe stability ofthe SO (5)sym m etric bicriticalpointhasbeen raised and discussed extensively in

literature(Aharony,2002;Arrigoniand Hanke,2000;Burgessetal.,1998;Calabreseetal.,2003;Hu and Zhang,2000;

Hu,2001;J�ostingm eieretal.,2003;M urakam iand Nagaosa,2000).Becausethepossibleow away from thebicritical

pointisextrem ely slow,experim entaland num ericalobservation ofthe SO (5)sym m etric bi-criticalbehaviorshould

bepossiblein a widerangeoftem peratures,ifthestarting m icroscopic param etersarealready closeto thesym m etric

point u12 =
p
u1u2. The SO (5) sym m etric bi-criticalpoint has a distinct set ofcriticalexponents,sum m arized in

Ref.(Hu and Zhang,2000),which can be distinguished experim entally from the usualSO (3)and U (1)behavior.In

thissense,the experim entalobservation ofthe bi-criticalbehaviorwould dem onstratethatthe m icroscopicm odelof

the HTSC cupratesiscloseto the SO (5)sym m etry.In section VII.D we shalldiscussthe analysisofM urakam iand

Nagaosa(M urakam iand Nagaosa,2000)showing bi-criticalscaling behaviorin the�-BEDT organicsuperconductors.

Ifthe m icroscopic param etersare farfrom the the sym m etric pointu12 =
p
u1u2,othercriticalbehaviorscould be

observed. Aharony(Aharony,2002) proposed the decoupled tetra-critical�xed point with u�12 = 0. As previously

discussed ,this criticalpoint can be observed in experim ents only ifthe m icroscopic value ofu�12 is already close

to zero (due to the extrem ely slow ows ofparam eters). For the HTSC cuprates,the AF vortex core experim ents

discussed in section VII.A clearly show thatthe AF and SC orderparam etersare strongly and repulsively coupled

with u�12 > 0. Therefore,the decoupled �xed point is unlikely to be relevant for these m aterials. However,this

behaviorcould be realized in som e heavy ferm ion system swhere di�erentbandsare responsible forthe AF and SC

phases separately. K ivelson et al(K ivelson etal.,2001)and Calabrese et al(Calabrese etal.,2003)also considered

the possibility oftri-criticalpoints,where som e ofthe quartic term su1;u2;u12 becom e negative and the sixth order

term sbecom e im portant.In thiscase,the phase diagram could havetopologiesdi�erentfrom those listed here,and

thereadersarereferred to them oreextensivediscussionsgiven in Ref.(K ivelson etal.,2001),especially Fig.1cand

1d ofthatreference. Negative valuesofthe quartic coe�cientin the free energy (59)m ay com e from the runaway

owsshown in Fig.11.A m ulti-criticalpointm ostclosely related to thebi-criticalpointisthebiconicaltetra-critical

point.Itsrelevanceto the HTSC cuprateshasbeen discussed in Ref.(Zhang,1997;Zhang etal.,2002).

B. Phase diagram ofthe quantum m odel

Having discussed the �nite tem perature phase diagram ofthe classicalm odel,we now present the globalphase

diagram of the quantum m odelat zero tem perature. The quantum phase transitions in the SO (5) m odelwere

discussed in Fig.(1C)and (1D)in reference(Zhang,1997).Thequantum criticalbehavioroftheSO (5)m odelshave

also been studied extensively in Ref. (K opec and Zaleski,2001,2003;Zalcskiand K opec,2000;Zaleskiand K opec,

2000). This section extends the originalanalysisto include quantum disordered stateswith inhom ogeneouscharge

distributions. The analysiscarried outin this section is based on the bosonic projected SO (5)m odel,which bears

greatsim ilaritiesto the phase diagram softhe hardcore boson m odelstudied extensively in Ref. (Bernardetetal.,

2002;Bruderetal.,1993;Fisheretal.,1989;Hebertetal.,2002;Pich and Frey,1998;Scalettaretal.,1995;vanO tterlo

etal.,1995).Theiterativeconstruction oftheglobalphasediagram oftheSO (5)m odelisalso inspired by theglobal

phasediagram ofthe quantum Halle�ectconstructed by K ivelson,Leeand Zhang(K ivelson etal.,1992).

Theprojected SO (5)m odelgiven in Eq.(50)containsthecreation energy and thehopping processofthem agnons

and hole pairs. The variationalwave function for this m odelhas the generalform given in (55),with variational

param eters�(x),m�(x)and �(x)= m 1(x)+ im 5(x).Theexpectation valueofthe energy in thisstateisgiven by

h	jH j	i= E (�(x);m a(x))

= �
Js

2

X

xx0;�= 2;3;4

sin2�(x)sin2�(x0)m �(x)m �(x
0)�

Jc

4

X

xx0;i= 1;5

sin2�(x)sin2�(x0)m i(x)m i(x
0)



22

+ � s

X

x;�= 2;3;4

sin2 �(x)m2
�(x)+

~� c

X

x;i= 1;5

sin2 �(x)m2
i(x): (64)

Thevariationalm inim um istaken with respectto thenorm alization condition (56).In theregim ewhen thequantum

uctuations are sm all,�(x) can be taken to be �xed and uniform . In this case,the variationalenergy is nothing

butthe energy functionalofa classical,generally anisotropicSO (5)rotorm odel,which hasbeen studied extensively

num erically(Hu,2001).AtthepointJc = 2Js and ~� c = � s in param eterspace,thisrotorm odelisSO (5)sym m etric

atthe classicallevel. However,unlike the classicalSO (5)rotor,the projected SO (5)m odelalso containsquantum

uctuations and quantum disordered phases. The phase diagram ofthe projected SO (5) m odelhas been studied

extensively by Q uantum M onte Carlo sim ulations(Chen et al.,2003a;Dorneich et al.,2002b;J�ostingm eier et al.,

2003;Riera,2002a,b),and theresultswillbereviewed in detailsin section IV.C.W hen thequantum uctuationsare

notstrong enough to destroy classicalorder,thegeneraltopology ofthephasediagram issim ilarto thatclassi�ed in

section IV.A.

In thissection,wediscussthe regim ewhen quantum uctuationsarenon-negligibleand focuson the globalphase

diagram when theclassicalordercom peteswith thequantum disorderand uniform statescom petewith non-uniform

states. In Fig. 6 and table II,we see thatthe classically ordered statesare obtained from the linearsuperpositions

ofquantum disordered states. The quantum disordered states are realized in the regim e where the kinetic energy

ofthe superspin � s and � c overwhelm sthe coupling energy ofthe superspin Js and Jc,and the superspin vector

becom esdisordered in thetem poraldom ain.In thissense,thequantum description ofthesuperspin goesfarbeyond

the classicalLG theory discussed in the previoussection.

By arranging the six elem entary statesfrom Fig.6 into a spatially non-uniform patterns,we havein�nitely m any

possibilities. In addition to the classically ordered AF and SC states,in Fig. 12 we illustrate som e ofthe basic

non-uniform statesand theirassociated wavefunctions,expressed in term sof�(x),m�(x)and �(x).Stripeorderwas

theoretically predicted and experim entally observed in the HTSC cuprates(K ivelson etal.,1998;Tranquada etal.,

1995;W hite and Scalapino,1998;Zaanen and G unnarsson,1989). In a typicalstripe phase,a m agnetic stripe of

width 2a isseparated by a charge stripe ofwidth 2a,where a isthe lattice constant. The stripe state com e in two

form s.Forthein-phasestripes,both thechargeand thespin periodicity is4a in thedirection transverseto thestripe

direction.Fortheout-of-phasestripes,thechargeperiodicity is4a,whilethespin periodicity is8a.Thechargestripe

can either be insulating,or superconducting. The SC stripes are de�ned by their phase angle;the two nearby SC

stripescan be eitherin-phase orout-of-phase. The case when both the AF and the stripesare outofphase can be

viewed asa superspin spiral,in which the superspin direction rotatescontinuously along the direction transverse to

the stripes. (See Fig. 12c). Both typesofstripesdiscussed here have both AF and SC orders. Anotherpossibility

isthe checkerboard pair-density-wave(PDW )(Chen etal.,2002),depicted in Fig. 12d.Itcan be obtained from the

in-phase stripe by quantum disordering the hole pairsin the SC stripe.Thisstate isinsulating with AF and charge

orders.W e stressthatallinsulating statesin the SO (5)theory are obtained from the quantum disordered statesof

theholepairs;therefore,they arepaired insulators,in contrastto ordinary band insulatorsora W ignercrystalstate

ofthe electrons.

Therefore,som e ofthe inhom ogeneousstatesobserved in the HTSC cupratescan be described naturally in term s

ofthe tem poraland spatialordering ofthe superspin. The key question is how they are energetically stabilized in

the projected SO (5)m odel. These spatially non-uniform statesare usually realized when extended interactionsare

considered.Theseextended interactionstakethe form

H ext = (Vc

X

hxx0i

+ V 0
c

X

hhxx0ii

)nh(x)nh(x
0)

+ (Vs(ST )
X

hxx0i

+ V 0
s(ST )

X

hhxx0ii

)
X

ST = 0;1;2

(ty(x)ty(x0))ST
(t(x)t(x0))ST

+ J�

X

hxx0i

(ty�(x)t�(x
0)t

y

h
(x0)th(x)+ H :c:)+ V�

X

hxx0i

(nh(x)nt(x
0)+ nh(x

0)nt(x))+ ::: (65)

Here hxx0iand hhxx0iidenote the sum m ation overthe nearest-neighborand the next-nearest-neighboron a square

lattice.(t(x)t(x0))ST
refersto thetotalspin ST = 0;1;2 com binationsoftwo m agnonson siteshxx0i.TheVc and V

0
c

term s describe the interaction ofthe hole pairs,the Vs and V 0
s term s describe the interaction ofthe m agnons,and

the J� and V� term s describe the m utualinteraction ofthe hole pair and the m agnon. Since the projected SO (5)

m odelis de�ned on a coarse-grained lattice,the density ofthe hole pairs,nh,isrelated to the hole doping density

by nh = 2�. The m odelHam iltonian given by H + Hext has been studied extensively by Chen et al(Chen etal.,

2003a)by using both quantum M onteCarlo m ethodsand m ean �eld theory.Herewesum m arizethebasicqualitative

results. In orderto study the phase diagram ofthis m odel,we �rstfocus on the charge sector. The charge sector

ofthe projected SO (5) m odelis the sam e as the hard-core boson m odelintroduced in Eq. (7) ofsection II. This
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m odelhasbeen m uch studied in thecontextofsuperuid-to-insulatortransition(Bernardetetal.,2002;Bruderetal.,

1993;Hebertetal.,2002;Pich and Frey,1998;Scalettaretal.,1995;vanO tterlo etal.,1995).W ithoutthe extended

interactions V (x;x0) in Eq. (3),the phase diagram ofthe hard-core boson is given in Fig. 3a. Half-�lling ofthe

originalelectron system sin the cupratescorrespondsto the vacuum state ofthe hole-pairs,orphase IIIin Fig. 3a.

Thechem icalpotential� inducesa transition into theSC state,labelled asphaseII.Furtherincreaseofthechem ical

potentialinducesa transition into a checker-board ordered state,labelled asphaseI.Thisisthe\classB " transition

shown in Fig. 3a. Phase Icorresponds to nh = 1=2 ofthe hole pair bosons,or � = 1=4 ofthe originalelectrons.

W hen extended interactionsin V (x;x0)areincluded,a new insulating phase developsnearthe overlapping region of

phase Iand phase III,with boson density ofnh = 1=4 ofthe hole pairbosons,or� = 1=8 ofthe originalelectrons

(see,forinstance,Fig.2 ofRef.(Bruderetal.,1993)).Thisinsulating phase can haveeitherstripe orcheckerboard

like charge order.G enerally,stripe type ofinsulating orderisfavored forV 0
c � Vc,and the checkerboard-typeorder

is favored in the opposite lim it(Hebert etal.,2002;Pich and Frey,1998). W ith even m ore extended interactions,

additionalphasesdevelop atlowerrationaldensities. These M ottinsulating phasesatvariousrationaldensitiesare

shown in Fig. 13. The phase boundary between the insulating phaseswith charge orderand the SC phasescan be

generally classi�ed into \type 1,1.5 and 2," according to the term inology developed in section IV.A and Fig. 9. In

thelasttwocases,a m ixed phase,called thesupersolid phase,developsnearthephaseboundary.Afterunderstanding

the generic phase diagram ofthe hard-core lattice boson m odel,we are now in a position to discuss the fullglobal

phasediagram oftheSO (5)m odelH + H ext,depicted in Fig.13.HereJ=V denotethetypicalratio ofJc=Vc,butit

can obviously bereplaced by othersim ilarparam eters.The nh = 0 phasecorrespondsto the AF stateathalf-�lling,

where m agnonscondense into the singletground state. Forlarge valuesofJ=V ,a pure SC state isobtained where

the hole pairscondense into the singletground state. However,besidesthese two robust,classically ordered phases,

we also see new insulating phases at nh = 1=4,nh = 1=8 and nh = 3=8,which correspond to � = 1=8,� = 1=16

and � = 3=16 in the realsystem . These new insulating statesare stabilized by the extended interactionsand have

both AF and PDW order(see exam ple Fig. 12d). As the chem icalpotentialorthe doping levelis varied,a given

system tracesouta one dim ensionalslice in thisphase diagram ,with typicalslicesB 1,B 2 and B 3 depicted in Fig.

13(weexpectthequantum param eterJ=V to beindependentof� fora given fam ily ofm aterials).Thenatureofthe

phasetransition B 1 issim ilarto thatoftheclassicalm odelalready discussed in section IV.A.In thiscase,thephase

transition from the AF to SC state can be furtherclassi�ed into \types1,1.5 and 2," asdiscussed in section IV.A,

with the two latter casesleading to an AF/SC m ixed phase atthe phase transition boundary. For lowervalues of

J=V ,thetraceB 3 encountersthe� = 1=8 insulating phase.Thekey signatureofthistypeofphasetransition isthat

theSC Tc willdisplay a pronounced m inim um asthedoping variation tracesthrough the� = 1=8 insulating state.At

thesam etim e,theAF ordering (possibly ata wavevectorshifted from (�;�))willshow reentrantbehaviorasdoping

isvaried.The phase transition around the fractionalinsulating phasescan again be classi�ed into types\1,1.5 and

2," with possibleAF/SC,AF/PDW ,SC/PDW and AF/PDW /SC m ix phases.

So farwehaveclassi�ed allquantum phasetransitionsin theSO (5)m odelsaccording to two broad classes.\Class

A" describestransitionsata �xed chem icalpotential,typically atan e�ectively particle-holesym m etricpoint.\Class

B " describestransitionsin which thechem icalpotentialorthedensity isvaried.Each broad classisfurtherclassi�ed

into three \types,1,2 and 1.5," depending on whetherthe transition isa direct�rstorder,two second order,oran

interm ediate sym m etric pointin between. The fullquantum SO (5) sym m etry can only be realized in the \classA

type 1.5" quantum phase transition. The Heisenberg point in the hard-core boson problem discussed in section II

is one such exam ple. The g = 0 pointin the SO (5)quantum non-linear� m odel(34)isanotherexam ple. O n the

otherhand,the static,orprojected SO (5)sym m etry can be realized in \classB type 1.5" transitions. W e believe

thatthe AF to SC transitionsin the YBCO ,BCCO and NCCO system scorrespond to \classB 1" transition.These

system sonly have an AF to SC transition,which can be furtherclassi�ed astypes\1,1.5 and 2," butthey do not

encounteradditionalstatically ordered fractionalinsulating phases. O n the otherhand,the phase transition in the

LSCO system ,where Tc displays a pronounced dip at � = 1=8,corresponds to the \class B3" transition (see Fig.

13).In the HTSC cuprates,the chargegap athalf-�lling isvery large,ofthe orderofU � 6eV ;itisnotpossible to

induce the \classA1" transition from the AF to SC state by conventionalm eans. However,the charge gap atthe

fractionalinsulating states is m uch sm aller,ofthe orderofJ,and it is possible to induce the \classA2" insulator

to superconductor transition by applying pressure(Arum ugam etal.,2002;Locquet etal.,1998;Sato etal.,2000;

Takeshita et al.,2003). It would be interesting to determ ine ifthis transition point could have the fullquantum

SO (5)sym m etry.

Therefore,weseethattheconceptoftheSO (5)superspin indeed givesa sim pleand uni�ed organizationalprinciple

to understand therich phasediagram ofthecupratesand otherrelated system s.Thisconstruction oftheglobalphase

diagram can obviously be iterated ad in�nitum to give a beautifulfractalstructure ofself-sim ilarphasesand phase

transitions.Allofthiscom plexity can be sim ply reduced to the �veelem entary quantum statesofthe superspin.
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C. N um ericalsim ulations ofthe classicaland quantum m odels

In thissection,wereview essentiallyexactnum ericalstudiesoftheclassicalSO (5)m odeland thequantum projected

SO (5)m odelon a lattice(Chen etal.,2003a;Dorneich etal.,2002b;Hu,1999b,2001;J�ostingm eieretal.,2003;Riera,

2002a,b). In section V.D we shalldiscussthe transform ation from the m icroscopic m odels into the e�ective SO (5)

m odelsand determ ine the e�ective param eters. O nce this isaccom plished,the phase diagram ofthe m odelcan be

determ ined reliably by bosonic Q M C sim ulations. These calculationscan be carried outforsystem sizesup to two

ordersofm agnitudelargerthan ferm ionicQ M C sim ulations,with thelatterbeingplagued,in thephysicallyinteresting

regim e { i.e.,close to half-�lling { by the m inus-sign problem (derLinden,1992).The e�ective m odelscan also be

studied num erically in 3D;this is crucial,since there exists no AF ordered phase in 2D at �nite tem perature (nor

long-range SC order). Thus,we are forced to study the 3D case in order to determ ine the phase diagram and to

show thatthe scaling behaviorisconsistentwith an SO (5)sym m etric criticalbehaviorwithin the param eterregim e

studied (tem perature and system size). Thiswaspossible due to a m ajorstep forward in the num erically accessible

system sizes(Dorneich and Troyer,2001;Sandvik,1997,1999):in the bosonic projected SO (5)m odel� 10.000 sites

wereincluded,in contrastto just� 100 sitesin ferm ionicQ M C calculations(Dagotto,1994;Dopfetal.,1992;Im ada

etal.,1998).Thenum ericalresults,obtained by theQ M C techniqueofStochasticSeriesExpansion (SSE)(Sandvik,

1997,1999)and reviewed here,show that the projected SO (5) m odelcan give a realistic description ofthe global

phasediagram ofthe HTSC cupratesand accountsform any oftheirphysicalproperties.

The form ofthe projected SO (5)Ham iltonian isgiven in Eq. (50). The extended SO (5)m odelalso includesthe

interactionsexpressed in Eq.(65).W e shalldiscussthe sim ple SO (5)m odel�rst.In Ref.(Zhang etal.,1999),this

Ham iltonian wasstudied analytically within a m ean-�eld approach.AtthespecialpointJc = 2Js � J and �s = ~� c,

the m ean-�eld levelofthe ground-state energy ofHam iltonian ( 50)depends on the AF and SC order param eters

x = htyxi and y = ht
y

h
i only via their com bination x2 + y2,which reects the SO (5) invariance ofthe m ean-�eld

approxim ation. In the fullm odel,however,quantum uctuations m odify the zero-point energy ofthe bosons in

Eq.(50);therefore,giving a correction to theground-stateenergy which dependson x and y separately and destroys

SO (5)sym m etry(Zhangetal.,1999).Henceitisessentialtostudy thefullquantum -m echanicalm odel(50),including

allquantum uctuations,which can only bedoneby m eansofnum ericalsim ulations.W ethen com paretheproperties

ofthe projected SO (5) m odel�rst in two dim ensions (2D) with a variety ofsalient features ofthe HTSC such as

the globalphase diagram and the neutron-scattering resonance. Finally,we review an extension ofthese studiesto

the3D projected SO (5)m odel.In particular,weshow thatthe scaling behaviornearthe m ulti-criticalpoint,within

theparam eterregim estudied (system sizeand tem perature),isconsistentwith an SO (5)sym m etricalbehavior.The

departureaway from SO (5)sym m etricscalingcan only occurin anarrow param eterregim ewhich ishardly accessible

eitherexperim entally ornum erically.

After num erically solving the projected SO (5) m odel,we obtain Fig. 14a,which gives the m ean hole-pair and

m agnon densitiesasa function ofthechem icalpotentialforT=J= 0:03 and theirT ! 0 extrapolations(J�ostingm eier

etal.,2003).Sim ilarto them ean-�eld results,a jum p in thedensitiescan beclearly seen at�c= � 0:175,with a shift

in respectto them ean-�eld valuedueto thestrongeructuationsofholepairs,asseen in theG aussian contributions

(Zhang et al.,1999). The nature ofthe phase transition at � = �c can be determ ined by studying histogram s of

the hole-pairdistribution for �xed � = �c. W hile in a hom ogeneousphase the density peaks at its m ean value,at

� = �c we obtain two peaks,which indicatesa �rst-ordertransition with a phase separation between (alm ost)hole-

free regions and regions with high hole-pair density. From Fig. 14b we see that the transition is of�rst order for

T < TP = (0:20� 0:01)J at�= �P = (� 0:168� 0:002)J.AboveTP ,thehistogram sshow strongly uctuating hole-pair

densities,suggesting the presenceofcriticalbehavior.

Based on these results,the phase diagram ofthe 2D projected SO (5) m odelis obtained in Fig. 15. Unlike the

genericthreedim ensionalphasediagram spresented in Fig.10,there can be no �nite tem peratureNeeltransition in

D= 2 becauseoftheM erm in-W agnertheorem .O n theotherhand,a continuoustransition oftheK osterlitz-Thouless

(K T)type ispossible forthe SC to norm alstate transition at�nite tem perature. The 3D phase diagram shown in

Fig. 10a takesthe form ofFig. 15 in D= 2,where the �rstorderline separating the AF and SC phasesm ergesinto

thecontinuousK T transition ata tricriticalpointP.TheSC phasewith �nitesuperuid density �s isidenti�ed by a

power-law decay ofthe SC correlation function:

Ch(r)=
�
t
y

h
(r)+ th(r)

� �
t
y

h
(0)+ th(0)

�
:

TheK T transition line in Fig.15a separatespower-law (Ch(r)/ r� �)from rapid exponentialdecay (Ch(r)/ e� �r).

A reliableand accuratedistinction between thesetwo decay behaviorsrequiresa �nite-sizescaling with largesystem

sizes,aswellasan e�cientQ M C estim atorforthe G reen functionsappearing in the correlation function. W ith its

non-localupdate schem e and with ournew estim atorsforarbitrary G reen functions,SSE providesboth (fordetails

seeRef.(Dorneich and Troyer,2001)).An alternativem ethod fordetecting a K T transition exploitsthefactthatthe
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superuid density jum psfrom zeroto a �nitevalueattheK T tem peratureTK T (Nelson and K osterlitz,1977).W ithin

SSE thesuperuid density can bem easured quiteeasily by countingwindingnum bers(Haradaand K awashim a,1997).

Num erically,thiscriterion ispreferableto the arduousprocessofdirectdeterm ination ofdecay coe�cients.Fig.15a

plotsthephasediagram obtained by applying both criteriaindependently.The�gureshowsthattheprojected SO (5)

m odelindeed hasa K T phase with quasilong-range orderwhose dom e-like form in �-T space lookslike thatofthe

HTSC cuprates. Both criteria produce the sam e clearly pronounced phase separation line. It iswellknown that a

sim ilartransition cannotoccur forantiferrom agnets(Chakravarty etal.,1988)and thatthe �nite-T AF correlation

length � isalways�nite and behaveslike � / e2��s=kB T ,with �s being the spin sti�ness. Thisfactiscon�rm ed by

ournum ericalresults.

O ne condition required for an SO (5) sym m etric point is that the form ation energies ofhole-pair bosons and of

m agnonsareidentical.Thiscondition isful�lled along the line from S to the tricriticalpointP in Fig.15.Another

necessarycondition isthatholepairsand m agnonsbehavein thesam ewayatlongdistances.Thiscondition isful�lled

on the dashed line in Fig. 15,where the AF and SC correlation lengths � becom e equal. Interestingly,these two

conditionsarem et(within errorbaraccuracy)atthetricriticalpointP.O fcourse,thecorrelation length isstill�nite

here;however,we �nd relatively large� valuesoforder10 to 15 in the im m ediate vicinity ofpointP,dem onstrating

the im portanceofSO (5)criticaluctuationsin thisregion.

In addition,in realisticelectron system s,thelong-rangepartoftheCoulom b repulsion between thedoubly-charged

hole pairsdisfavorsphase separation,while extended shortranged interactionsdescribed by Eq. (65)could lead to

the form ation ofstripesand checkerboard typesofstates,asdiscussed in section IV.B.To study the e�ectofo�-site

Coulom b interaction,we have added additionalnearest-neighborand next-nearest-neighborCoulom b repulsions Vc
and V 0

c = 0:67Vc to theprojected SO (5)m odel.Indeed,a relatively m odestCoulom b repulsion ofVc=J� 0:2 isenough

to com pletely destroy the phaseseparation.Thus,oneinteresting e�ectofCoulom b interaction in two dim ensionsis

to push down the tricriticalpointinto a quantum -criticalpointatT = 0.In section IV.A and in Fig.9c,we showed

thattheSO (5)sym m etricbehaviorisrecovered atthespecialpointwhen a direct�rstordertransition changesinto

two second ordertransitions.Therefore,the extended Coulom b interaction playsthe roleofthe w param eterin Fig.

9cand could restorethe SO (5)sym m etry atthe quantum criticalpoint.

W hen larger values ofextended interaction param eters in Eq. (65) are considered,new insulating phases are

expected,following from the generaldiscussionsin section IV.B and Fig.13.Indeed,Chen etal(Chen etal.,2003a)

have perform ed extensive Q M C sim ulation ofthe SO (5) m odeland have determ ined its generic phase diagram ,as

shown in Fig.16.In addition to theAF and SC phases,thereisan insulating pair-density-wavestatearound doping

range ofx = 1=8,where hole pairs form a checkerboard state in the AF ordered background,as depicted in Fig.

12d.Nearthephaseboundariesbetween theAF,PDW and SC phases,therearem ixed phaseswith coexisting order.

Thetopology ofthe phasediagram obtained from the Q M C sim ulation agreeswellwith the m ean �eld theory ofthe

extended SO (5)m odel.O neofthem ain featuresoftheSO (5)theory isthatitprovidesan elegantexplanation forthe

neutron resonance peak observed in som e HTSC cupratesatq= (�;�)(Dem ler and Zhang,1995;Zhang,1997). W e

referthereaderto thedetailed discussion oftheresonancem odein section VI.Experim entsshow thattheresonance

energy !res is an increasing function ofTc,i.e.!res increasesasa function ofdoping in the underdoped region and

decreasesin the overdoped region(Fong etal.,2000). Fig. 15b plots the resonance frequency determ ined from the

spin correlation spectrum obtained fortheprojected SO (5)m odel.Asillustrated in Fig.8,thespin-waveexcitations

are m assless G oldstone m odes in the AF phase at � < �c (and T = 0) and becom e m assive when entering into the

SC phase. !res increases m onotonically up to the optim aldoping �opt � 1. In the overdoped range ofthe sim ple

SO (5) m odel,however,!res is increasing m ore,in contrast to what happens in the cuprates. The resonance peak

continuously losesweightas� increases,which isconsistentwith experim entalobservations(Fong etal.,2000).

A com parison ofthe criticaltem perature Tc obtained from Fig.15 and the resonance frequency !res at optim al

doping yields the ratio Tc=!res,opt= 0:23. Again,this is in qualitative accordance with the corresponding ratio for

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,forwhich the experim entally determ ined valuesTc= 93K (thuskB TC = 8:02 m eV)and !res,opt= 41

m eV yield Tc=!res,opt= 0:20.

Now we turn to the num ericalsim ulations ofthe SO (5) m odels in D= 3. Two aim s m otivate our studies ofthe

projected SO (5)m odelin three dim ensions(3D).First,we expectto �nd an AF and SC phase with reallong-range

order. W e need to determ ine which ofthe two types ofphase diagram s introduced in section IV.A (see Fig. 10)

is realized in the num ericalsim ulations. Second,we would like to determ ine whether the projected SO (5) m odel

hasa certain m ulti-criticalpointatwhich theSO (5)sym m etry isasym ptotically restored.Sincethecuprateshavea

pronounced 2D layerstructurewith relatively weak couplingsbetween adjacentCuO 2 planes,the2D and theisotropic

3D m odel(discussed here)should be two extrem e polesforthe possible range ofpropertiesofrealHTSC m aterials.

M ostnum ericaldatareviewed herehavebeen obtained by a�nite-sizescalingwith latticesitesup to10,000.(Dorneich

etal.,2002a,b;Dorneich and Troyer,2001;J�ostingm eieretal.,2003)

Thephasediagram and the scaling behaviorofthe classicalSO (5)m odelhasbeen studied in detailby Hu in Ref.

(Hu,2001)by m eansofclassicalM onte Carlo sim ulations(M C).ClassicalM C are by ordersofm agnitude easierto



26

perform and less resource dem anding than Q M C sim ulations;hence,very large system sizes can be sim ulated and

highly accuratedata can be obtained.The classicalSO (5)m odelcan be obtained directly from the quantum SO (5)

m odelby taking theexpectation valueoftheHam iltonian in thevariationalstate,asgiven by Eq.(64)and assum ing

a constantvalue of�(x).Ittakesthe form :

H = � J
X

hx;x0i

m a(x)m a(x
0)+ g

X

x

m
2
�(x)+ w

X

x

m
2
�(x)m

2
i(x); (66)

whereg = � s� ~� c isthequadraticsym m etry breakingterm ,and w isan additionalquarticsym m etry breakingterm .

Hu established the T(g)phase diagram ,which isofthe type illustrated in Fig. 10a. The m odelhasan AF and SC

phasewhich m eetata bicriticalpoint(Tbc;gbc= 0).The boundary linesbetween the disordered and AF phases,and

between thedisordered and SC phasesm ergetangentially atthebicriticalpoint,which isan im portantcharacteristics

ofSO (5)sym m etry (Hu,2001). The following scaling propertieswere determ ined by Hu and willbe used to study

the restoration ofSO (5)sym m etry in the projected SO (5)m odel.

Foran analysisofthe crossoverphenom enon,an Ansatz forthe behaviorofthe helicity m odulus � in the range

T < Tc(g)and g> 0 isused,which issuggested by scaling theory(Hu,2001):

�(T;g)/ (g� gbc)
�5=� � f

�
(T=Tbc � 1)

�
(g� gbc)

1=�
�
: (67)

Here,�5 isthe criticalexponentfor correlation length atn= 5 and � the crossover exponent. Using (67),the values

of�5 and � can be determ ined in two steps.First,perform ing a g scan of�(T = T bc;g)returnsthe ratio �5=�:

�(T bc;g)=�(T bc;g
0)=

�
(g� gbc)=(g

0� gbc)
��5=�

: (68)

Then,� isobtained from the slopes @

@T
(�
�
T;g)=�(T;g 0)

�
via

� = ln

�
g2 � gbc

g1 � gbc

��

ln

�
@

@T

�(T;g 1)

�(T;g 0
1)

�
�
�
T = Tbc

.
@

@T

�(T;g 2)

�(T;g 0
2)

�
�
�
T = Tbc

�

(69)

ifg1,g
0
1,g2,and g02 are related by (g1 � gbc)=(g

0
1 � gbc)= (g2 � gbc)=(g

0
2 � gbc)> 0.From the scaling plotspresented

in Fig.17,Hu �ndsthe values�5=�= 0:523� 0:002 and �= 1:387� 0:030.

According to the scaling Ansatz in (67),the transition linesbetween the disordered and AF phases,and between

the disordered and SC phasesnearthe bicriticalpointshould be ofthe form

B 2 � (g� gbc)
1=� =

Tc(g)

Tbc
� 1 and B3 � (gbc � g)1=� =

TN (g)

Tbc
� 1: (70)

The ratio B 2=B 3 should be given by the inverseratio between the AF and SC degreesoffreedom ,i.e.

B 2=B 3= 3=2: (71)

The valuesnum erically determ ined by Hu indeed havethe correctratio:B 2= 1=4 and B 3= 1=6.

W e now proceed to the phase diagram ofthe 3D quantum SO (5) m odel(Dorneich et al.,2002a,b). Figure 18

shows the AF and SC phases,as expected. Furtherm ore,the two phase transition lines m erge tangentially into a

m ulti-criticalpoint (at Tbc = 0:960 � 0:005 and gbc = � 0:098� 0:001) just as in the classicalSO (5) system (Hu,

2001). The line ofequalcorrelation decay ofhole-pairsand tripletbosonsalso m ergesinto thisbicriticalpointP {

a necessary condition at this point for the restoration ofSO (5) sym m etry. Unlike the corresponding phase in the

classicalm odel(Hu,2001),the SC phase only extends over a �nite g range due to the hardcore constraint ofthe

hole-pairbosonsand agreeswith experim entally determ ined phasediagram softhecuprates.O bviously,thequantum

m echanicalSO (5)m odelis‘m ore physical’in thisaspectthan the classicalSO (5)m odel. In realcupratesthe ratio

between them axim um tem peraturesTc and TN isabout0.17to0.25,whereasin theprojected SO (5)m odelweobtain

the valuesTc=J = 1:465� 0:008 at�opt=J � 1:7 and TN =J = 1:29� 0:01 at� ! 1 ;hence,Tc isslightly largerthan

TN .In orderto obtain realisticvaluesforthetransition tem peratures,itisnecessary to includetheJ� and V� term s

in Eq.(65).Theseterm srepresenttherepulsion between them agnonsand theholepairs.Ifwetaketheexpectation

valuesofthe holepairoperators,theseterm se�ectively representa doping dependentJs,which can producea m ore

realisticphasediagram .Such term sbreak theSO (5)sym m etry ofthestaticpotentialatT= 0 (seeSection III.C after

equation (48)). However,the static sym m etry m ay stillbe recovered atthe bicriticalpoint,asdiscussed in Section

IV.A. Atthis pointwe are prim arily concerned with the m ulti-criticalbehavior,so we stay with the sim ple SO (5)

m odel.
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A closerlook atthe phasetransition linebetween the pointsS and P (seeFig.18)revealsthatthisline isslightly

inclined,unliketheverticallineseen in theclassicalSO (5)m odel.Thisindicatesthata �nitelatentheatisconnected

with theAF-SC phasetransition.In addition,thism eansthat� isnota scaling variableforthebicriticalpointP ,as

itisin the classicalm odel. The resultin Fig.18 showsa phase separation regim e at� = �c on the entire transition

line from S to P.

W enow review theresultsofa scaling analysisforthe3D quantum SO (5)m odel,sim ilarto the oneperform ed by

Hu (Hu,2001)in a classicalSO (5)system (Dorneich etal.,2002a).From thisanalysiswe also �nd thatthe SO (5)

sym m etry isrestored in the region around thebicriticalpoint(Tbc= 0:96,�= � 0:098).

W e have determ ined the criticalexponentsforthe onsetofAF and SC ordersforvariouschem icalpotentialsasa

function oftem perature. Farinto the SC range,at�= 1:5,we �nd thatthe SC helicity m odulusfollowsthe scaling

form (Fisheretal.,1973)

� / (1� T=Tc)
� with � = 0:66� 0:02;

which agreeswith thevaluesobtained by both the�-expansion and num ericalanalysisofa 3D XY m odel.O n theAF

side,errorbarsarelarger.For� = � 2:25,

CA F (1 )/ (1� T=Tc)
�3 with �3 = 0:35� 0:03;

asexpected fora 3D classicalHeisenberg m odel.

To determ ine � and �,we use Eqs. (68)and (69),which expressthe scaling behaviorin the crossoverregim e (cf.

Ref.(Hu,2001)).W e obtain the ratio

�5=� = 0:52� 0:01;

which m atches the results ofthe �-expansion(Hu and Zhang,2000;K osterlitz etal.,1976). � is then obtained by

using (69).Theresultis

� = 1:43� 0:05

which also agreeswith the �-expansion foran SO (5)bicriticalpointand with the resultsofRef.(Hu,2001).

Letus�nally return tothecom m entby Aharony(Aharony,2002),who,viaarigorousargum ent,dem onstrated that

thedecoupled �xed pointisstable,asopposed to thebiconicaland SO (5)�xed points.However,healso com m ented

thatthe unstableow isextrem ely slow forthe SO (5)casedue to the sm allcrossoverexponent.

Thescaling analysisofthe3D projected SO (5)m odelhasproduced a crossoverexponentwhich m atchesthevalue

obtained from a classicalSO (5) m odeland from the �-expansion. This provides strong evidence that the static

correlation functionsatthe SO (5)m ulticriticalpointare controlled by a fully SO (5)sym m etric point,atleastin a

large transientregion. However,the isotropic SO (5)and biconical�xed pointshave very sim ilarcriticalexponents.

Thus,given thestatisticaland �nite-sizeerrors,aswellastheerrorsdueto theextrapolation ofthe�-expansion value

to � = 1,wecannotexcludethepossibility thatthe m ulticriticalpointon the phasediagram isactually thebiconical

one. O n the otherhand,the biconical�xed pointshould be accom panied by a uniform AF/SC m ixed region (as a

function ofchem icalpotential),which wasnotobserved.Thedecoupled �xed pointappearstobetheleastcom patible

with the num ericalresultspresented above. Even ifthe bicriticalpointis fundam entally unstable,assuggested by

Aharony in (Aharony,2002),onewould haveto com eunrealistically closeto Tbc to observethis.Forexam ple,forthe

projected SO (5)m odelsRef.(Arrigoniand Hanke,1999)estim ated thatdeviationsfrom theSO (5)behaviorm ay be

observed only when the reduced tem perature becom essm allerthan jT � Tbcj=Tbc < 10� 11. O n the otherhand,the

otherscaling variables,although initially oftheorderof1,rapidly scaleto zero dueto the large,negativeexponents.

Therefore,the SO (5)regim estartsto becom eim portantassoon astheAF and SC correlation lengthsbecom elarge

and basically continuesto a�ectthe scaling behaviorofthe system in the whole accessibleregion.

Sum m arizing,the accurate Q M C calculations show that the projected SO (5) m odelwhich com bines the idea of

SO (5) sym m etry with a realistic treatm entofthe Hubbard gap,is characterized by an SO (5) sym m etric bicritical

point,atleastwithin a large transientregion. Possible ow away from thissym m etric �x pointoccursonly within

a narrow region in reduced tem perature,m aking itim possible to observeeitherexperim entally ornum erically.This

situation is com m on to m any system s in condensed m atter physics. For exam ple,due to the well-known K ohn-

Luttinger e�ect (K ohn and Luttinger,1965),the Ferm i-liquid �xed point is always unstable towards a SC state.

However,thise�ectisexperim entally irrelevantform ostm etalssince itonly worksatextrem ely low tem peratures.

Another exam ple is the \ordinary" superconductor to norm al-state transition at Tc. Strictly speaking,due to the

coupling to theelectrom agnetic�eld this�xed pointisalwaysunstable(Halperin etal.,1974).However,thise�ectis

experim entally irrelevantsincetheassociated criticalregion isextrem ely sm all.Sim ilarly,irrespectiveofthequestion

ofultim ate stability,the SO (5)�xed pointisa robustonein a largetransientregim e,and itcan controlthe physics

nearthe AF and SC transitions. Forallpracticalpurposes,the m ulti-criticalpointisdom inated by the initialow

toward the SO (5)sym m etricbehavior.
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V. M ICRO SCO PIC O RIGIN O F TH E SO (5) SYM M ETRY

A. Q uantum lattice m odels with exactSO (5) sym m etry

Soon afterthegeneralSO (5)theorywasproposed,aclassofm icroscopicferm ion m odelswith exactSO (5)sym m etry

was constructed(Burgess etal.,1998;Henley,1998;Rabello etal.,1998;Scalapino etal.,1998;W u etal.,2003a).

These m odelsfallinto three generalclasses.The �rstclasscontainsm odelswith two sitesperunitcell,such asthe

ladderand the bi-layerm odels. In these m odels,a sim ple condition am ong the localinteraction param etersensures

thefullquantum SO (5)sym m etry.Thesecond classcontainsm odelswith only onesitein theunitcellbutwith longer

ranged interactions.The third classcontainshigherspin ferm ion m odels,in particularthe spin 3=2 Hubbard m odel.

Rem arkably,in this case the m odels are always SO (5) sym m etric without any �ne tuning ofthe localinteraction

param etersand doping level.

Them icroscopicSO (5)sym m etricm odelsin theladderorbi-layerm odelswere�rstconstructed byScalapino,Zhang

and Hanke(SZH)(Scalapinoetal.,1998)and havebeen studied extensivelyboth analyticallyand num erically(Arrigoni

and Hanke,1999;Bouwknegtand Schoutens,1999;Du�y etal.,1998;Ederetal.,1999;Frahm and Stahlsm eier,2001;

Furusakiand Zhang,1999;Hong and Salk,1999;Lin etal.,1998;Schulz,1998;Shelton and Senechal,1998).In these

m odels,therearetwo sitesand 42 = 16 statesin theunitcell.In section III.A,wealready discussed theconstruction

ofSO (5)sym m etry operatorsin term softheferm ion operatorsfortwo sitesin theunitcell.Hereweshalladdressthe

question ofwhetherthe m icroscopicHam iltonian com m uteswith theSO (5)sym m etry generators.Threeinteraction

param eters,U ,V and J,fully characterizethem ostgenerallocalinteractionson thetwo sites,which takesthe form

H (x)= U (nc" �
1

2
)(nc# �

1

2
)+ (c! d)+ V (nc � 1)(nd � 1)+ J~Sc~Sd � �(nc + nd): (72)

This Ham iltonian can be solved easily for the 16 states on two sites and the 6 energy levels are given in Fig. 20.

Since the SO (5)sym m etry generatorscan be expressed in term softhe m icroscopicferm ion operators,wecan easily

determ inethetransform ation propertiesofthesestatesundertheSO (5)group.TherearethreeSO (5)singletstates,

and two ferm ionicquartetstates,which form the fundam entalspinorrepresentationsofSO (5).W eseethatthe four

ferm ionic states in each group are always degenerate,without any �ne tuning ofthe interaction param eters. The

threespin tripletstatesathalf�lling and thetwo paired statesaway from half-�lling form the�vedim ensionalvector

representation,butthey areonly degenerateifwespecify one condition,nam ely

J = 4(U + V ): (73)

This condition ensures the localSO (5) sym m etry within the unit cell. Rem arkably,under this condition,a global

SO (5)sym m etryisalsoobtained forabi-partitelatticeincludingnearest-neighborhopping.Thisisbestdem onstrated

when we write the m odelin a m anifestly SO (5) covariantm anner. O n a bi-partite lattice,we introduce the four-

com ponentspinoroperator

	 �(x 2 even)=

�
c�(x)

dy�(x)

�

	 �(x 2 odd)=

�
d�(x)

cy�(x)

�

: (74)

The m icroscopicHam iltonian including intra-rung hopping t? and inter-rung hopping tk isgiven by

H = � 2tk

X

hx;x0i

(cy�(x)c�(x
0)+ d

y
�(x)d�(x

0))� 2t?

X

x

(cy�(x)d�(x)+ h:c)+
X

x

H (x): (75)

Undercondition (73),thisHam iltonian can be expressed in a m anifestly SO (5)invariantm anner:

H = 2tk

X

hx;x0i

(	 �(x)R
��	 �(x

0)+ h:c:)+ t? (	 �R
��	 � + h:c:)+

X

x

J

4
L
2
ab(x)+ (

J

8
+
U

2
)(	 y

�	 � � 2)2; (76)

where the R m atrix is de�ned in the Appendix. This m odelwas originally constructed for the two-legged ladder

system ,butitworksequally wellfora two dim ensionalbi-layersystem .

Thephasediagram ofthisSO (5)sym m etricm odelhasbeen studied extensivelyin theliterature.Thissim plem odel

hasa rich and rathercom plex phase diagram ,depending on the coupling strength and doping.However,because of

the constraintsim posed by the SO (5) sym m etry,the phase diagram is m uch better understood com pared to other

related m odels.In thestrong coupling lim it,threephaseboundary linesaredeterm ined from thelevelcrossing ofthe

bosonic stateson two sites. AtV = � 2U ,the E0 state becom esdegenerate with the E 3 states;atV = � U ,the E0
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state becom esdegenerate with the E 1 states;�nally,atV = 0 the E 1 statesbecom e degenerate with the E 3 states.

The strong coupling phasediagram athalf-�lling isshown in Fig.20b.

In the strong coupling E 0 phase,a robustground state is obtained as a productofSO (5)singlets on the rungs.

Thistypeofinsulating statedoesnotbreak any latticetranslationalorinternalrotationalsym m etry.Sincethereare

two electronsperunitcell,thisinsulating stateisalso adiabatically connected to theband insulatorstate.Thisstate

isseparated from the excited SO (5)quintetvectorstatesby a �nite energy gap,� = E 1 � E0 = J. In thisregim e,

we considerthe low energy m anifold consisting ofsix states,nam ely one E 0 state j
iand �ve E 1 statesnaj
iper

rung. The low energy e�ective Ham iltonian can be obtained easily by the second order strong coupling expansion

and isexactly given by the SO (5) quantum non-linear� m odelHam iltonian given in Eq. (34),with �� 1 = J and

� = Jk = t2
k
=(U + J=2).The operatorsLab and na acton the six statesin the following way:

Lab(x)j
(x)i= 0 ; L ab(x)jnc(x)i= i�bcjna(x)i� i�acjnb(x)i

na(x)j
(x)i= jn a(x)i ; na(x)jnb(x)i= �abj
(x)i: (77)

Since the quantum m odelis exactly SO (5) sym m etric,the anisotropy term V (n) vanishes identically. Therefore,

we see thatthe SO (5)quantum non-linear� m odel,phenom enologically introduced in section III.B,can indeed be

rigorously derived from the m icroscopicSZH m odelde�ned on a ladderand on a bi-layer.

In the E 0 regim e,the SZH m odelon the half-�lled ladderhasa SO (5)rung singletground state with a �nite gap

towards the SO (5) quintet excitations. A chem icalpotentialterm ofthe order ofthe gap induces a second order

quantum phasetransition into theSC phase.O n theotherhand,theSZH m odelon thebi-layerhasa quantum phase

transition even athalf-�lling,when Jk=J � 1.ForJ > Jk,theground stateisa M ottinsulatorwithoutany sym m etry

breaking with a �nite gap towardsthe quintetexcitations. For J < Jk,the ground state is classically ordered and

breakstheSO (5)sym m etry spontaneously by aligning thesuperspin in a particulardirection,which can beeitherAF

orSC.Since the residualsym m etry isSO (4),the G oldstone m anifold ofthe � m odelisthe fourdim ensionalsphere

SO (5)=SO (4)= S4.Away from half-�lling,theSO (5)sym m etry isbroken by thechem icalpotentialterm .According

to Table I,the � operatorscarry charge� 2,and we have [H ;�y�]= 2��y�. However,although the Ham iltonian does

notcom m utewith alltheSO (5)generators,itstillcom m uteswith theCasim iroperatorL2
ab.Forthisreason,allstates

arestillclassi�ed by SO (5)quantum num bersand theSO (5)sym m etry m akespowerfulpredictionsdespitea broken

sym m etry away from half-�lling. The phase diagram for the two dim ensionalSZH bi-layerm odelis shown in Fig.

21.ForJk � J,the ground state isclassically ordered.The chem icalpotentialinducesa quantum phase transition

from the SO (5)uniform m ixed AF/SC state to the SC state at� = 0. Thistransition isexactly the superspin op

transition discussed in section III.B. ForJk � J,the ground state isquantum disordered athalf-�lling. A second

order quantum phase transition from the singlet M ott insulator state to the SC state is induced at �nite � = �c.

The exactSO (5)bi-layerm odelo�ersan idealtheoreticallaboratory to study the collective m odes,especially the �

resonancem ode discussed in section VI,since theirsharpnessisprotected by the exactSO (5)sym m etry.The M ott

phase has�ve m assive collective m odes,a doubletofcharge m odesand a tripletofspin m odes. The energy ofthe

two chargem odessplitsat�nitechem icalpotential,and theenergy ofoneofthechargem odesvanishesatthesecond

orderphase transition boundary.Thischargem ode continuesinto the SC phase asthe phase G oldstone m ode.The

spin tripletm odeoftheM ottphasecontinuessm oothly into theSC phaseand becom esthepseudo-G oldstonem ode,

orthe� resonancem odeofthe SC phase.Theordered phaseathalf-�lling hasfourG oldstonem odes.Thedirection

ofthe order param eter can be sm oothly rotated from AF to SC at half-�lling. W hen the order param eter points

in the AF direction,the fourG oldstone m odesdecom pose into two spin wave m odesand two charge m odes. W hen

the orderparam eterisrotated into the SC direction,the fourG oldstone m odesdecom pose into a spin tripletand a

G oldstonephase m ode.The energy ofthe tripletG oldstonem ode (the m assive� m ode)increasescontinuously with

the chem icalpotential,whilethe phaseG oldstone m oderem ainsgapless.

Having discussed the E 0 regim e atlength,letus now turn to the E 1 regim e,where the SO (5) quintet state has

the lowest energy. In this case,we can restrict ourselves to the low energy m anifold of�ve states on each rung.

The e�ective theory within this low energy m anifold can again be obtained by the strong coupling second order

perturbation theory,and isgiven by

H = K
X

hx;x0i

Lab(x)Lab(x
0); (78)

where K = t2
k
=(U=2 � J=4). This e�ective Ham iltonian is the SO (5) generalization ofthe AF spin 1 Heisenberg

m odel.Herewem ustdistinguish between theonedim ensionalladderm odeland thetwo dim ensionalbi-layerm odel.

In one dim ensionalm odels,the ground state is separated from the SO (5) vectorexcitation by a �nite energy gap.

In fact,an exactground state can be constructed forthe SO (5)vectorm odelby generalizing the AK LT m odelfor

the spin 1 chain.Such a state also preservesthe lattice translationaland internalrotationalsym m etry.However,in
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two dim ensionalbi-layerm odels,the e�ective exchangecoupling between the SO (5)vectorswilllead to a state with

spontaneously broken SO (5)sym m etry,with the SO (5)adjointorderparam eterhLabi6= 0.Thisorderparam eteris

form ed by the linearsuperposition oftwo SO (5)vectorstates,na and nb.W ithoutlossofgenerality,letusconsider

the case where hL15i6= 0. In thiscase,the SO (5)generatorsL15,fL23;L24;L34g leavesthe state invariant. These

setofgeneratorsform a U (1)� SU (2)sym m etry group.Therefore,the G oldstonem anifold isthe cosetspace

SO (5)=(U (1)� SU (2))= C P3; (79)

whereC P3 isthesix (real)dim ensionalcom plex projectivespace,which can bedescribed by thecom plex coordinates

(z1;z2;z3;z4),satisfying jz1j
2 + jz2j

2 + jz3j
2 + jz4j

2 = 1 and with the pointsrelated by a U (1)gauge transform ation

zi ! ei�zi identi�ed. Since the C P3 m anifold issix dim ensional,there are six G oldstone bosonsin thiscase. Here

we see that there is an im portant di�erence between the SO (5) sym m etric SZH m odeland the SO (3) sym m etric

Heisenberg m odel.In theHeisenberg m odel,thevectorrepresentation isidenticaltheadjointrepresentation,thereis

only onetypeofclassically ordered AF state.In theSO (5)case,thesym m etry breakingcan occureitherin thevector

orthe adjointrepresentationsoftheSO (5)group,which areinequivalent,and theresulting G oldstonem anifoldsare

S4 and C P3,respectively.The adjointsym m etry breaking pattern hasbeen used by M urakam i,Nagaosa and Sigrist

to unify p waveSC with ferrom agnetism (M urakam ietal.,1999).

In the weak coupling lim it,powerfulrenorm alization group (RG ) analysis has been applied to study the SO (5)

sym m etry in ladderm odels.Them ain conclusionsaresim ilarto thestrong coupling analysis;therefore,wewillonly

review them ostrem arkableand distinctresults.Lin,BalentsandFisher(Lin etal.,1998),ArrigoniandHanke(Arrigoni

and Hanke,1999),Schulz(Schulz,1998),Shelton and Senechal(Shelton and Senechal,1998)carried outdetailed RG

analysisand showed thatRG transform ation alwaysscalesthem ostgenericladderm odeltowardsan SO (5)sym m etric

ladder m odel. This is a rem arkable result and showed that the quantum SO (5) sym m etry does not need to be

postulated atthe m icroscopic levelbut could em erge as a resultofscaling in the long wave length and low energy

lim it. M ore over,Lin,Balentsand Fisher(Lin etal.,1998)showed thateven the SO (8)sym m etry could em erge at

half-�lling. Another interesting and rem arkable result was obtained recently. In the transition region between the

singletE 0 phase and the chargeordered E 3 phase,the RG analysisofthe weak coupling lim itshowed the existence

ofa new phase,called thestaggered ux phase,ortheDDW (d-density-wave)phase,which hasstaggered circulating

currenton the plaquettes(M arston etal.,2002;Schollwoeck etal.,2002). Thisphase hasbeen proposed to explain

the pseudo-gap behaviorin the HTSC cuprates(A�eck and M arston,1988;Chakravarty etal.,2001).

Exactly SO (5)sym m etric m odelscan also be constructed forthe single layerm odel(Burgessetal.,1998;Henley,

1998;Rabello etal.,1998). In thiscase,there isno naturalway to group two sitesto form a local,four-com ponent

SO (5)spinor.However,onecan introducea SO (5)spinorin m om entum spaceby de�ning

t	 p =

n

cp";cp#;g(p)c
y

� p+ � ;"
;g(p)c

y

� p+ � ;#

o

; (80)

whereg(p)= sgn(cospx � cospy)= � 1istheform factorintroduced by Henley(Henley,1998).Asdiscussed in section

III.A,thisfactorisneeded to ensure the closure ofthe SO (5)algebra. Indeed,with thischoice,the 	 spinorsform

the canonicalcom m utation relation

f	 y
p�;	 p0�g = ����p;p0; (81)

f	 y
p�;	

y

p0�
g= f	 p�;	 p0�g = � g(p)R���p+ p0;� : (82)

Ifwe restrict both p and p
0 to be inside the m agnetic Brillouin zone,the right hand side ofthe second equation

vanishesand the	 p� spinorscom m utein thesam eway asthecp� spinors.Any Ham iltonian constructed by form ing

singletsofthe the basicspinorswould be m anifestly SO (5)sym m etric.

Because ofthe non-analyticity associated with the function g(p),this class ofSO (5) sym m etric m odels contain

long ranged interactions in realspace. However,sim ilar kinds oflong ranged interactions are also present in the

originalBCS m odeldue to the truncation ofinteractionsin m om entum space.Therefore,thisclassofSO (5)m odels

can be bestviewed aslow energy e�ective m odels resulting from integrating outstatesfar from the Ferm isurface.

These m odelsm ay addressan im portantissue in the �eld ofHTSC,which concernsthe nature ofthe quasi-particle

spectrum at the d wave SC to AF transition. In the pure d wave SC state,the SC order param eter is described

by the form factor d(p) = (cospx � cospy). W hen the system is rotated into a uniform m ixed AF/SC state,the

form factorofthe resulting AF orderparam eterisgiven by g(p)d(p)= jcospx � cospyj,which containsnodesatthe

sam e positions as in the pure d wave SC state. W hen doping is further reduced,a uniform com ponent ofthe AF

gap developsacrossthe Ferm isurface,�lling the d wavenodes.Thisuniform AF gap gradually evolvesinto the AF

M ottinsulating gap athalf-�lling. See Fig. 22. Based on thisscenario,Zacheretal(Zacheretal.,2000)explained

the d-wavelikedispersion ofthequasi-particlein the insulating state(Ronning etal.,1998).Filling thed nodeswith
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theuniform AF gap also naturally explainsthe\sm allgap" observed in thephotoem ission experim entsin thelightly

doped cuprates(Shen and et al,2004). This theory ofthe quasi-particle evolution is also sim ilar to the scenario of

quantum disordering the nodalquasi-particlesdeveloped in (Balentsetal.,1998,1999;Franz etal.,2002b;Herbut,

2002). Recent studies have found that the generalized Hubbard m odelfor spin 3/2 ferm ions enjoys an exact and

generic SO (5)sym m etry withoutany �ne tuning ofm odelparam etersand �lling factors(W u etal.,2003a).Such a

m odelcan beaccurately realized in system sofultra-cold atom son opticallattices,wheretheinteraction islocaland

swavescattering dom inates(G reiner,2002;Hofstetteretal.,2002;Jaksch etal.,1998).In the Hubbard m odelwith

spin 1/2ferm ions,twoferm ionson thesam esitecan only form atotalspin ST = 0state;theST = 1stateisforbidden

by the Pauliprinciple.Therefore,only one localinteraction param eterspeci�esthe on-site interaction.By a sim ilar

argum ent,two spin 3/2 ferm ionson the sam e site can only form the totalspin ST = 0;2 states;the ST = 1;3 states

areforbidden by the Pauliprinciple.Therefore,the generalized Hubbard m odelforspin 3/2 ferm ionsisgiven by

H = � t
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wheretisthehoppingintegral,� isthechem icalpotential,and P
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Rem arkably,thisgeneralized Hubbard m odelforspin 3/2ferm ionsisalwaysSO (5)sym m etric,withoutany�netuning

ofparam etersand �lling factors.Thiscan beseen easily from theenergy leveldiagram ofa singlesite,which contains

16 statesand 6 energy levelsforspin 3/2 ferm ions,asdepicted in Fig.23.The E 1;4;6 levelsare non-degenerate,the

degeneracy oftheE 2;5 levelsisfour-fold,and thedegeneracy oftheE 3 levelis�ve-fold.W eseethatwithoutany �ne

tuning ofinteraction param eters,this pattern ofdegeneracy exactly m atches the singlet,the quartet(fundam ental

spinor)and thequintet(fundam entalvector)representationsoftheSO (5)group.Itcan alsobeeasily veri�ed thatthe

hopping term also preservestheglobalSO (5)sym m etry.In fact,itpreservesan even largersym m etry group,nam ely

SO (8).The SO (8)sym m etry isalwaysbroken by interactions;however,underspecialcircum stances,itssubgroups,

SO (7),SO (6) and SO (5)� SU (2) can be realized in addition to the generic SO (5) sym m etry. In this article we

m ainly focuson application oftheSO (5)theory to theAF/SC system s.However,from theabovediscussions,wesee

thatultra-cold atom son opticallatticesalso provide a fertile ground forinvestigating highersym m etriesin strongly

correlated system s,becausethehigherspinsoftheatom sand theaccuracy oflocalinteraction approxim ation.In the

caseofthespin 3/2 system s,thegenericSO (5)sym m etry m akespowerfulpredictionson thesym m etriesatquantum

phasetransition lines,spectrum degeneracies,topology oftheground statem anifoldsand low energy e�ectivetheories

oftheG oldstonebosons.W ith theem ergingconvergencebetween theatom icand condensed m atterphysics,weexpect

sym m etry conceptsand itsm ultiple m anifestationsto play an everincreasing rolein these�elds.

Ferm ionsin exactSO (5)m odelshavea beautifulnon-abelian holonom y associated with them (Dem lerand Zhang,

1999a).Thefourcom ponentsofan SO (5)spinorrepresentfourstatesbutonly two energy levels,each being doubly

degenerate. As one varies som e adiabatic param eters and returns to the sam e starting value,the states inside a

doubletcan berotated into each otherby a unitary transform ation.Thisinteresting m athem aticalproperty hasbeen

used to predictSO (5)generalization ofthe Andreev e�ect and the non-abelian Aharonov-Bohm e�ect(Dem ler and

Zhang,1999a).

B. Variationalwave functions

In thissection weshalldiscussacrucialtestoftheSO (5)sym m etry by investigatingthem icroscopicwavefunctions

ofthe t� J m odel.In section IV.A,weshowed thatthe transition from the AF stateathalf-�lling to a pured-wave

SC state away from half-�lling can generally be classi�ed into three types. W ithin the generalform ofthe static

potentialasgiven in Eq.(59),the\type1" �rstordertransition isrealized foru212 > u1u2.Foru
2
12 < u1u2,the\type

2" transition involvestwo second ordertransitionswith an interm ediate m ixed phase where the AF and the d-wave

SC ordercoexistuniform ly.O nly foru212 = u1u2 isan interm ediate\type1.5" transition realized,wherethepotential
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can be re-scaled to take an SO (5)sym m etric form and a sm ooth rotation between the AF and the d-waveSC states

ispossible.Ifweonly investigatestateswith uniform densities,thesethreepossibilitiescan bedistinguished easily by

curvaturein theplotoftheground stateenergy asa function ofdoping�.Thecurvaturewould benegative(concave),

positive (convex),orzero (at)forthese three possibilities,asshown in Fig. (9). In the concave case,the uniform

phase would be therm odynam ically unstable,and a M axwell’sconstruction leadsto a phaseseparated ground state,

whereeach phasehasa distinctdensity.

Thisinteresting prediction can betested num erically in thet� J m odel.Atthism om ent,exactdiagonalization of

thet� J m odelwith largesystem sizeisnotpossibledueto theexponentialgrowth oftheHilbertspace,and reliable

M onteCarlo sim ulation cannotbe carried outdue to the ferm ion m inussign problem .A successfulm ethod em ploys

the variationalQ uantum -M onte-Carlo (VM C) m ethod (see,in particular,(Calandra and Sorella,2000;G ros,1989;

Him edaand O gata,1999)and referencestherein).Historically,theVM C m ethod was�rstused toinvestigatetheRVB

typeofvariationalwavefunctionsproposed by Anderson(Anderson,1987).By investigating variousvariationalwave

functions,this m ethod can addressthe issue ofd-wave pairing in the ground state and the possibility ofa uniform

m ixed phasewith AF and d-waveSC orderforthe 2D t� J m odel.

The�rstquestion iswhethertheuniform m ixed statehasa lowerenergy than thepured-waveSC orAF statenear

half-�lling.In earlierwork by Zhang etal.(Zhang etal.,1988)and by Yokoyam a and O gata (Yokoyam a and O gata,

1996),itwasshown thatthe G utzwillerapproxim ation (G A)givesa reliableestim ate forthe variationalenergiesfor

thepured-waveSC state.However,iftheAF orderparam eteristaken into accountin theG A,thereexistsno region

in the phasediagram wheretheAF stateisstabilized.O n theotherhand,in Ref.(Him eda and O gata,1999),itwas

shown that when the variationalparam eters � d,� A F and � were determ ined from a VM C sim ulation,where the

double occupancy prohibition is rigorously treated,then the G utzwiller-projected trialwave function ofthe uniform

m ixed state has a lower energy than the pure d-wave SC state with � A F = 0,in the doping range 0 < � < 10% .

Using G reens-function M onteCarlo with stochasticrecon�guration (G FM CSR),Calandra and Sorella(Calandra and

Sorella,2000)also concluded that the AF correlationscoexists with SC and persists up to � = 10% . Him eda and

O gata used the following G utzwillerprojected trialwavefunction:

j i= PG j 0 (� d;� A F;�)i ; (85)

where � d,� A F and � are the variationalparam eters relating to d-wave SC and AF order and � is the chem ical

potential. PG =
Q

i
(1� n̂i"n̂i#)standsforthe G utzwillerprojection operator.The wave function j 0 (� d;� A F;�)i

isa m ixed BCS/Spin-Density-W avefunction,i.e.

j 0 (� d;� af;�)i =
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where the index s = f� g takes care ofthe electron operatorsacting on the A(B ) sublattice in the AF state. The

uk’s and vk’s contain the variationalparam eters� d,� A F and � and are de�ned in detailin (Him eda and O gata,

1999).Fig.24 isreproduced from thispaperand plotstheground-stateenergy and thestaggered m agnetization asa

function ofdoping �.

W eseethatin theHim eda and O gata variationalQ M C work theuniform m ixed phaseofAF and d-waveSC hasa

lowerenergy than thepured-waveSC stateup to a doping ofabout10% .Athalf-�lling,theenergy wasfound to be

close to the bestestim ated value in the G reen’sfunction M C m ethod (-0.1994 to -0.20076),which providessupport

forthe wave-function Ansatz Eq.(86).

Thesecond pointofinterestisthat,according to theHim ada and O gata resultsin Fig.24,theground-stateenergy

isa linearfunction ofdoping � in thisregion,with essentially zero curvature.Thisim pliesthatthechem icalpotential

� isconstant.Sincethewavefunction ofHim ada and O gata describesa m ixed statewith uniform density,theenergy

versus doping plot can generally have three distinct possibilities,as enum erated in Fig. (9). Therefore,from the

factthatthe curvature isnearly atwe determ ine thatthe condition u212 = u1u2 isful�lled,which placesthe t� J

m odelatJ=t= 0:3 into the dom ain ofattraction ofthe SO (5)�xed point(Arrigoniand Hanke,2000;M urakam iand

Nagaosa,2000).

C. Exactdiagonalization ofthe t-J and the H ubbard m odel

In theprevioussection wediscussed thetestoftheSO (5)sym m etry through thevariationalwavefunctionsin the

t� J m odel. In this section,we shalldescribe num ericalcalculationsofthe dynam ic correlation functions and the

exactdiagonalization ofthe spectrum ,which also teststhe SO (5)sym m etry ofthe m icroscopic t� J and Hubbard

m odels.A m icroscopicm odelhasa sym m etry ifitsgeneratorsG com m ute with the Ham iltonian H ,i.e.[H ;G ]= 0.

In the SO (5) theory,the �� operators are the non-trivialgenerators ofthe sym m etry. In m odels constructed in
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section V.A,the�� operatorsindeed com m utewith theHam iltonian.However,therearem odelswherethesym m etry

generatorsdo notcom m utewith theHam iltonian,butthey satisfy a weakercondition,[H ;G � ]= � �G� ,where� isa

cnum bereigenvalue(see e.g.Eq.(13)in Section II).Theseoperatorsarecalled eigen-operatorsoftheHam iltonian.

In thiscase,from oneeigenstateoftheHam iltonian,onecan stillgeneratea m ultipletofeigenstatesby the repeated

actionsofG � .However,the eigenstateswithin a m ultipletarenotdegenerate,buttheirenergiesareequally spaced

by �.A classicexam pleisthe precession ofa spin in a m agnetic�eld,where

H = !0Sz; [H ;S� ]= � !0S� : (87)

and !0 isthe Lam orfrequency ofthe spin precession.Although in thiscase the spin-rotationalsym m etry isbroken

explicitly by the m agnetic�eld in the z-direction and theeigenstateswithin them ultipletsareno longerdegenerate,

the m ultipletstructure ofthe sym m etry isstillvisible in the spectrum and can be sam pled by the ladderoperators.

Ifonecalculatesthe dynam icalresponsefunction ofS� ,only a single�-peak ispresentat! = !0.

The �� operators de�ned in equation (28) do not com m ute with the Hubbard or t� J m odelHam iltonian,but

analyticaland num ericalcalculations show that they are approxim ate eigen-operatorsofthese m odel,in the sense

that

[H ;�y�]� !��
y
� (88)

is satis�ed in the low energy sector. This m eans that the dynam ic auto-correlation function ofthe �� operators

contains a sharp pole at !�,with broad spectralweight possibly istributed at higher energies. Using a T-m atrix

approxim ation,Dem ler and Zhang (Dem ler and Zhang,1995)veri�ed this approxim ate equation with !� = J(1�

n)=2� 2�.Thiscalculation willbereviewed in section VI.D.The�rstnum ericaltestforalow-energySO (5)sym m etry

in am icroscopicm odelhasbeen perform ed by M eixneretal.(M eixneretal.,1997)using theLanczos(Lanczos,1950)

exactdiagonalization technique.Analysispresented in thispapershowed thatthe dynam icalcorrelation function of

the �-operator
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�j	

N
0 i: (89)

(with H being thestandard Hubbard Ham iltonian,j	 N
0 iitsground statewith N electronsand E N

0 thecorresponding

groundstateenergy)yielded asinglesharpexcitationpeakatlow energy!�,accom paniedbyan incoherentbackground

athigherenergies.Thelargeseparation between thepeak and thecontinuum and thelargerelativespectralweightof

the peak dem onstrated thatindeed the �-operatorisan approxim ate eigenoperatorofthe Ham iltonian (seeFig.25).

Also in accordance with the perturbative result ofRef.(Dem ler and Zhang,1995),the \precession frequency" !�

decreasesfordecreased doping.Furtherm ore,a com parison with a bubbleapproxim ation forthiscorrelation function

showed thatthe sharp peak near!� originated solely from vertex corrections(i.e.collectivebehavior).

Notonly can the dynam ic correlation function ofthe �� operators(89)be m easured num erically form icroscopic

m odels,thusproviding a testoftheapproxim ateSO (5)sym m etry,butthey can also bedirectly m easured in neutron

scattering experim entsin the SC state.W e shalldiscussthese experim entsin section VI.

Exactnum ericaldiagonalization ofthet� J and Hubbard m odelsgiveseigenstatesand eigenvalueson a �nitesize

cluster,whose degeneracy pattern can be used directly to test the SO (5) sym m etry. In orderto explain the m ain

idea,letus�rstexam ine the variationalwave function ofthe projected SO (5)m odelgiven in Eq. (55). Thiswave

function describesa broken sym m etry state form ed by a linearsuperposition ofstateswith di�erentspin orcharge

quantum num bers.Thistypeofstatecan only be realized in in�nitesystem s.O n a �nitesizesystem ,alleigenstates

m usthavede�nitespin and chargequantum num bers.Denoting ty(x)= m �(x)t
y
�(x)+ �(x)t

y

h
(x),wecan expand the

coherentstatedescribed by Eq.(55)as

j	i= fcos� N + cos�N � 1 sin�
X

x

t
y(x)+ cos�N � 2 sin�2

X

x6= y

t
y(x)ty(y)+ cos�N � 3 sin�3

X

x6= y6= z

t
y(x)ty(y)ty(z)+ :::gj
i:

(90)

For�(x)= 0,we see thatthe AF ordered state can be expressed asa linearsuperposition ofstateswith di�erent

num bersofm agnons,form ing stateswith di�erenttotalspins. W hile stateswith di�erenttotalspinsare separated

by �nite energy gaps in a �nite size system ,these energy gaps could vanish in the therm odynam ic lim it,allowing

m agnonsto \condense" into the ground state.Form �(x)= 0,we seethatthe SC state can be expressed asa linear

superposition ofstateswith di�erentnum bersofhole pairs,with di�erenttotalcharge.A sm ooth rotation from the

AF state to the SC state becom es possible ifone can freely substitute each m agnon by a hole pair withoutenergy

cost. Thisplacesa powerfulrequirem enton the spectrum . The
P

x
ty(x)j
iterm in (90)containsa single m agnon

state with (S = 1,Q = 0)ora single hole pairstate with (S = 0,Q = � 1). SO (5)sym m etry requiresthem to be
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degenerate.Thiscan be easily achieved by tuning the chem icalpotential,which changesthe energy ofthe hole pair

statewithoutchanging the energy ofthe m agnon state.O ncethechem icalpotentialis�xed,thereareno additional

tuning param eters. The
P

x6= y
ty(x)ty(y)j
iterm in (90)containsa two-m agnon state with (S = 2,Q = 0),a one-

m agnon-one-hole-pairstatewith (S = 1,Q = � 1)and a two-hole-pairstatewith (S = 0,Q = � 2).SO (5)sym m etry

again requiresthem to bedegenerate,which isa highly non-trivialtest.W ecan easily perform thisanalysisforstates

with di�erentnum bersofm agnonsand hole pairs.

This pattern ofthe energy levels has been tested directly in the exact diagonalization ofthe t� J m odelby

Eder,Hanke and Zhang (Ederetal.,1998). The t� J m odel,because ofits m ore lim ited Hilbert space (no double

occupancies),allowstheexactdiagonalization oflargersystem s(18,20and m oresites).Sincethet� J m odelexplicitly

projectsoutthestatesin theupperHubbard band,som eofthequestionsaboutthecom patibility between theM ott-

Hubbard gap and SO (5)sym m etry can also beanswered explicitly.In theexactdiagonalization studies,totalenergy,

m om entum ,angularm om entum ,spin and the chargequantum num bersofthe low energy statescan be determ ined

explicitly.Thesequantum num bersaresum m arized in Fig.(26)a.

Eigenstatesobtained from the t� J orHubbard Ham iltonian can alwaysbe interpreted asm ulti-particles states

ofthe underlying electron.However,itwould be highly non-trivialifthe low energy statescould also be interpreted

asm ulti-particle statesform ed from the collective degreesoffreedom such asthe m agnonsand the hole pairs. The

�rstnon-trivial�nding ofRef.(Ederetal.,1998)isthatthisisindeed the case. Fig.27 showsthe �rstfour(� = 0

to � = 3)setsoflow-lying statesofan 18-sitet� J m odel(Ederetal.,1998).W eseethatthelowestenergy statein

the S = 1;Q = 0 sectorindeed hass wavelike rotationalsym m etry and totalm om entum (�;�),asexpected from a

m agnon;the lowestenergy statein theS = 0;Q = � 1 sectorindeed hasa d-wavelikerotationalsym m etry and total

m om entum 0. Sim ilarly,states with higherS and Q have quantum num bers expected from m ultiple m agnonsand

hole pairs.This�nding con�rm sthe basic assum ption ofthe SO (5)theory,thatthe low energy collective degreesof

freedom can be described by the superspin alone.

Atthenextlevel,thepattern ofsym m etry can itselfbetested.Thelevel� ofa given m ultipletindicatesthetotal

num berofm agnonsand holepairs.IfSO (5)sym m etry isrealized ata given chem icalpotential�c,wewould expect

thefreeenergy todepend only on �,thetotalnum berofm agnonsand holepairs,butnoton thedi�erencebetween the

num berofm agnonsand holepairs.Asshown in Fig.26,theenergy can depend on Q with threegenericpossibilities,

sim ilarto the discussionswepresented in section IV.A and Fig.9.O nly when theenergy dependslinearly on Q can

the free energy be independent ofQ ata given criticalvalue ofthe chem icalpotential. From (27)we see that the

energy levels indeed have this rem arkable structure: states whose totalcharge di�er by �Q = � 1 have nearly the

sam e di�erence in energy. Therefore,the energy is approxim ately a linear function ofQ or doping,sim ilar to the

situation discussed in section V.B.To be m oreprecise,the m ean-levelspacing within each m ultiplet(up to Q = � 2)

is� 2:9886 with a standard deviation of0:0769. This standard deviation is m uch sm aller(� J=8)than the natural

energy scaleJ ofthe t� J m odeland com parableto oreven sm allerthan the averageSC gap.Therefore,ifone now

adds the chem icalpotentialterm H � = � 2�Q ,and chooses� = �c equalto the m ean-levelspacing,the superspin

m ultipletsarenearly degenerate.At� = �c,m agnonscan besm oothly converted into holepairswithoutfreeenergy

cost.Thism eansthatin each term oftheexpansion in (90)onecan freely substitutety� ort
y

h
forty,and thedirection

ofthesuperspin vectorcan befreely rotated from theAF totheSC direction.Thesm allnessofthestandard deviation

indicatesthe atnessin the energy versusdoping plotdiscussed in the previoussection.Ifthe standard deviation is

signi�cantly di�erentfrom zero,thiswould indicatesigni�cantcurvaturein theenergy versusdoping plot.Therefore,

the sm allness ofthe standard deviation obtained by the exactdiagonalization is consistentwith the atness ofthe

energy versusdoping plotobtained from the variationalwavefunction discussed in the previoussection.

Another im portant aspect ofthe SO (5) sym m etry is the W igner-Eckart theorem (G eorgi,1982). This theorem

providesa selection rule for the m atrix elem ents ofthe operatorsbased on the SO (5) sym m etry ofthe system . It

im plies,forexam ple,thatthe � operators(see equation (28))can only m ove uswithin a given m ultiplet,since they

aresym m etry generators.O n theotherhand,AF and d-waveSC orderparam eters(seeequations(26))should m ove

usbetween di�erentm ultiplets.Both featureshavebeen veri�ed in the num ericalcalculationsin (Ederetal.,1998).

W econcludethissubsection with a generalrem ark.Exactdiagonalizations(e.g.(Dagotto,1994))com m only study

ground-state correlations,but their spatialdecay is often inconclusive as a test oforder due to sm allsystem size.

Discussions in this section show that it is possible that the (excited) eigenstates reveala well-de�ned structure

characteristicofa particularsym m etry.O urstrategy isto usethe�nitesizecalculationsasinputfore�ectivem odels

describing thecollectivedegreesoffreedom such asthesuperspin,orthem agnonsand theholepairs.Sincequantum

M onteCarlo calculationscan be perform ed forthese m odelsin a largesizesystem s,the question oflong rangeorder

and theircom petition can be �rm ly established.
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D . Transform ation from the m icroscopic m odelto e�ective SO (5) m odels

From the two previoussectionswe have learned thatboth the variationalwave function and the exactdiagonal-

ization ofthe t� J m odelshow thatthe ground state and low lying excited states in the low doping range can be

com pletely described in term s ofthe superspin degree offreedom ,with an approxim ate SO (5) sym m etry. Altm an

and Auerbach(Altm an and Auerbach,2002) pioneered a system atic procedure in which they derived the e�ective

bosonic SO (5) m odeldirectly from the m icroscopic Hubbard and t� J m odels through a renorm alization group

transform ation called the ContractorRenorm alization (\CO RE")m ethod(M orningstarand W einstein,1996). This

m apping has severaldistinct advantages. First,this approach helps to visualize clearly which processesand which

excitationsdom inatethe low energy physicsofthesystem .Second,theirwork directly determ inesthe param etersof

the e�ective m odelsde�ned in Eq. (50)and (65)in term softhe m icroscopic param eters. The bosonic system sare

often m uch easierto analyzenum erically,asonedoesnothaveto worry aboutPauliprinciples,Slaterdeterm inants,

and theinfam oussign problem in thequantum M onteCarlo algorithm s.In thissection,weshalldescribetheirwork.

Since we wantto constructbosonic quasiparticles,we have to divide the lattice into e�ective sites containing an

even num berofelem entary sites(with one electron persite). In orderto conserve the sym m etry between the x and

y-direction in thesystem ,theoriginalprojected SO (5)m odelwasform ulated on a plaquetteof2� 2 elem entary sites.

Firstwebegin with thelow energy eigenstatesoftheHeisenberg plaquette,which aredeterm ined easily.W e�nd the

nondegenerate ground state j
i (see Fig. 6 for a real-space representation in term s ofthe m icroscopic states on a

plaquette) with energy E 0 = � 2J and totalspin S = 0. This singletstate willbe the vacuum state ofthe e�ective

bosonic projected SO (5)m odel.The nextenergy eigenstatesare three tripletstatesty�j
iwith energy E t= � J and

spin quantum num bersofS = 1.Allotherenergy eigenstatesoftheHeisenbergplaquettehavehigherenergiesand can

be neglected in the low energy e�ective m odel.Itshould be noted thatthe quasiparticlest�,which carry spin 1 and

charge0,arehardcore bosonsbecauseonecannotcreatem orethan oneofthem sim ultaneously on a singleplaquette.

In theirCO RE study ofthe2D Hubbard m odel,Altm an and Auerbach (Altm an and Auerbach,2002)started from

thespectrum oflowest-energy eigenstatesofthe2 x 2 plaquettefor0,1 and 2 holes,respectively.Thecorresponding

lowestspectrum ofthetriplet(ty�),pairboson (t
y

h
)and ferm ionicexcitationsispresented in Fig.28.Theground state

oftwo holes,also depicted in Fig.6,isdescribed by

t
y

h
j
i=

1
p
Zb

0

@
X

ij

dijci"cj# + :::

1

A j
i; (91)

wheredji is+ 1 (-1)on vertical(horizontal)bondswithin a plaquetteand :::standsforhigher-order(U/t)-operators.

Zb isthewavefunction norm alization.W enotethatt
y

h
createsa\Cooper"-likeholepairwith internald-wavesym m etry

with respectto thevacuum .Thecrucialpointhereisthatwhilethereisno holepairbinding fortheHubbard m odel

on a dim er,there isbinding in the range ofU=t2 (0;5)fora plaquette,a ratherwell-known fact(see,forinstance,

Ref.(Hirsch etal.,1988)). However,thisdoesnotguarantee the integrity ofthe pairbinding on the in�nity lattice,

docum ented by thefactthatthehopping energy tism uch largerthan thepairbinding energy,nordoesitguarantee

long-rangeSC order.To getm oreinsightinto these questions,onehasto constructH eff via a CO RE procedure.

In order to understand how the triplets and pair bosons behave on the in�nite lattice,we m ust determ ine the

boson hopping energiesand thecorresponding e�ectiveHam iltonian.A suitableapproach forthishasbeen suggested

by M orningstar and W einstein on the basis ofthe CO RE technique,which has been shown for the 2D Hubbard

m odel(Altm an and Auerbach,2002),t� J ladders(Capponiand Poilblanc,2002)and earlierforHeisenberg chains

and ladders(M orningstarand W einstein,1996)to be extrem ely accurate. Forexam ple,M orningstarand W einstein

obtained a very accurate 1D Heisenberg m odelground-state energy. This is even m ore im pressive considering the

latterm odelhaslong-range,power-law decaying spin correlations.

In orderto im plem entthe CO RE technique,the lattice isdecom posed in sm allblock units,asshown in Fig.30,

whereH 0 istheintra-blockHam iltonian and V isthepartdescribingthecouplingbetween thetwoneighboringblocks.

The M low-energy statesfj�0igMi arekeptin each block i(here M = 4 in the 2� 2 plaquettei)to de�ne a reduced

Hilbertspace. The fullHam iltonian isthen diagonalized on N connected units(in ourexam ple in Fig.30,N = 2),

i.e. forthe (superblock)Ham iltonian H S. The M
N (in ourcase,M N = 42)lowestenergy statesj	 niwith energy

�n,n = 1:::M N areretained.These true eigenstatesofthe N (= 2)block problem ,fj	 nig,arethen projected onto

the reduced Hilbertspacespanned by the tensorialproductj�01 :::�
0
N iofthe M (= 4)statesofeach block,i.e.

j	 0
ni=

X

� 1:::� N



�
0
1 :::�

0
N j	 n

��
��

0
1 :::�

0
N

�
; (92)

and G ram -Schm idt orthonorm alized,�nally yielding the states fj~	 nig. Then,the new superblock (renorm alized)
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Ham iltonian isde�ned as

~H S =

M
N

X

n

�n

�
�
�~	 n

ED
~	 n

�
�
�: (93)

By construction ~H S,hasthe sam eeigenvalues�n asH S forn = 1;:::;M N .Having constructed the new superblock

orrenorm alized Ham itonian ~H S,onecan write (in ourN = 2 exam ple)

~H S = ~H 0 
 I+ I
 ~H 0 + ~V ; (94)

where ~H 0 issim ply the projected block Ham iltonian:

~H 0 =

MX

n= 1

�n
�
��

0
n

� 

�
0
n

�
�: (95)

The above equation (94)givesthe new renorm alized interblock coupling ~V ,restricted to the reduced Hilbertspace.

In thenextstep,onerepeatstheaboveprocedure,replacing H 0 and V in theoriginalsuperblock Ham iltonian H S by
~H 0 and ~V ,and so on.

The projection onto the originalplaquette productbasisin the Eq.(92)expresses,ofcourse,the above-discussed

proliferation and possibly spatialdecay oftheblock excitations.M oregenerally,thisisincorporated within theCO RE

m ethod,in a superblock consisting ofN blocks and a corresponding Ham iltonian containing N -body interactions.

The construction to obtain ~V (Eq.(94))isdi�erentand,obviously,one also obtains ~V -term s,connecting N clusters

instead ofjustN = 2 (called range-N -approxim ation).Ithasbeen shown in theabove-cited variousapplicationsthat

the aboverange-2 approxim ation (N = 2)and atm ostN = 3 interactionsalready yield very accurateresults.Thus,

with a properand physically m otivated choiceofthe truncated basis,range-N interactionsdecay rapidly with N .

In Ref.(Altm an and Auerbach,2002),theCO RE calculation waslim ited torange-2boson (triplets,holepairboson)

interactionsleaving outtheferm ion state.From the aboveFig.30,i.e.itisclearthatthisam ountsto diagonalizing

two coupled (2� 2)plaquettes,forinstance,an 8-siteHubbard cluster,which isvery straightforward by the Lanczos

technique.Theresultinge�ectiveHam iltonian forthisrange-2four-boson m odelisexactly theprojected SO (5)m odel

de�ned in Eq.(50)plusm oreextended interactionsde�ned in Eq.(65).FollowingAltm an and Auerbach,wecom pare

in Fig.31 them agnitudesofthem agnon hopping Js (denoted asJt=2’ Jtt=2 in Ref.(Altm an and Auerbach,2002))

and the hole pairhopping Jc (denoted asJb in Ref.(Altm an and Auerbach,2002))fora rangeof(U=t)-values.

The �rst observation is that Jt � Jtt � 0:6J; therefore,the triplet term s have a sim ilar m agnitude as those

previously (seealso oursim plepedagogicalHeisenberg exam ple)obtained (G opalan etal.,1994;Sachdev and Bhatt,

1990).

The second �nding iscrucial.The region ofequalJt (Jtt)and Jb,equalm agnon-and pair-boson hopping,occurs

very close to U=t= 8. Thus,the value ofthe projected SO (5) m odelwith Jt = Jb occursin the physically relevant

regim e: It is known from a large body ofnum erically essentially exact (for exam ple Q M C) evaluations ofthe 2D

Hubbard m odelthat it reproduces salient features ofthe HTSC cuprates precisely in this regim e (see for exam ple

(Dagotto,1994;Im adaetal.,1998).Thisgivesyetanotherpieceofevidence,in addition tothosediscussed in sections

V.B and V.C,thatrealistic m icroscopic m odelscan be described e�ectively by the projected SO (5)m odelclose to

the sym m etricpoint.

Altm an and Auerbach(Altm an and Auerbach,2002),Capponiand Poilblanc(Capponiand Poilblanc,2002) also

calculated the coe�cient and term s on H int in Eq.(65),which contains triplet-triplet,pair-pair and pair-triplet

interactions. These interaction term s were found to be sm allcom pared to H b and H t,but their inuence has yet

to be studied in detail. They also estim ated the truncation errorofdiscarding range-3 term s which,for physically

relevantU -values,wasfound to be very sm all(1% ).

An issue stillleft open is the role offerm ions. Altm an and Auerbach have extended the above 4-boson m odel

to a boson-ferm ion m odelby augm enting the bosons with single-hole ferm ions \by hand." This is certainly a �rst

step.However,a consistentlow-energy theory hasto treatbosonsand ferm ionswithin theCO RE procedureon equal

footings. Itshould,however,be noted that the short-range e�ects ofthe ferm ions on the e�ective boson couplings

were included in the above range-2 calculation. Altm an and Auerbach estim ated the ferm ion-boson interaction by

including the hole ferm ions dispersion \adhoc",i.e. using the single-hole band-structure extracted previously by

variousgroupsforlargeclusters(Dagotto,1994).

In sum m ary,the application ofthe CO RE algorithm to the Hubbard m odelhasdem onstrated two featureswhich

areofim m ediaterelevancefortheSO (5)theory:the d-waveholepairsalready presentin the2D Hubbard m odelon

a single2 x 2 plaquettem aintain theirintegrity in the\in�nite" squarelattice.Thelow energy degreesoffreedom are

indeed described solely by the superspin.Secondly,the hole-pairand m agnon (triplet)hopping ful�llsthe projected

SO (5)condition in the physically relevant(U/t)-range.
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VI. PH YSICS O F TH E � RESO N AN CE AN D TH E M ICRO SCO PIC M ECH AN ISM O F SUPERCO N D UCTIVITY

A key experim entalm anifestation ofa highersym m etry istheem ergenceofnew particlesornew collectivem odes.

Historically,thisline ofreasoning hasled to im portantdiscoveriesin particle physics.Forexam ple,G ell-M ann used

the SU (3)sym m etry ofthe strong interaction to predictthe 
� resonance. Sim ilarly,the electro-weak uni�cation

based on theSU (2)� U (1)sym m etry hasled to theprediction oftheW � and theZ bosons.In a strongly interacting

system ,whetherin particlephysicsorin condensed m atterphysics,typicalexcitationshaveshortlifetim esand broad

lineshapes.However,ifhighersym m etriesarepresent,theselection rulesassociated with thesym m etry preventsthe

excitation from decaying.TheSO (5)sym m etry ofantiferrom agnetism and superconductivity naturallypredictsanew

classofcollectiveexcitations,called the� resonanceor� m odeforshort,which arethe(pseudo-)G oldstonem odesof

thespontaneoussym m etry breaking.The� resonancecan beidenti�ed naturally with theneutron resonanceobserved

in theHTSC cuprates(Fongetal.,1995;M ooketal.,1993;Rossat-M ignod etal.,1991a).In thissection wewillreview

basic experim entalfacts aboutsuch resonancesand discuss a theoreticalscenario in which they originate from the

pseudo G oldstonem odesassociated with theSO (5)sym m etry.Theoperatorofthe�-m odeisa sym m etry generator

oftheSO (5)sym m etry,so theappearanceofthelow lying resonancetellsusabouta sm allenergy di�erencebetween

thed-waveSC and AF ground statesofthedoped cuprates.Theideaoftheneardegeneracy ofthed-waveSC and AF

statesliesattheheartoftheSO (5)approach,which assum esthatuctuationsbetween thesetwo statesexhaustthe

low energy sectorofthesystem .Hence,experim entalobservation ofthelow lyingresonancesprovideakey foundation

to the SO (5)approach to com peting AF and SC in the cuprates. In thissection we provide severalperspectiveson

the�-excitations.First,weusetheSO (5)non-linearsigm am odelto describethem aspseudo-G oldstonem odesofthe

approxim ateSO (5)sym m etry ofthesystem .Second,weshow thattheFerm iliquid analysisoftheweakly interacting

electron gas in a two dim ensionaltight binding lattice produces the �-m ode as a sharp collective m ode and gives

a sim ple picture ofthis excitation as an anti-bound state oftwo electrons with the totalspin S = 1 and with the

centerofm assm om entum � = (�;�).Such excitation contributesto thespin uctuation spectrum ,m easured by the

inelastic neutron scattering,only in the SC state when there isa condensate ofCooperpairs.Finally,we discussan

im portantrolethatthe �-resonanceplaysin stabilizing the SC state.

A. Key experim entalfacts

Resonantpeak in theSC stateofthecuprateswas�rstobserved in optim ally doped Y B a2C u3O 7 (Rossat-M ignod

et al.,1991a,1992,1991b). Further experim ents (Fong et al.,1995;M ook et al.,1993) established that this is a

m agnetic resonance(spin S = 1)atthe AF wavevector� = (�;�)which appearsin the SC state.Ithasa constant

energy !0 = 41 m eV atalltem peraturesand intensity thatis strongly tem perature dependent and vanishes atTc.

Sim ilarresonanceshavethen been found in underdoped Y B a2C u3O 6+ x (Daietal.,1996,1998;Fongetal.,2000,1996;

M ooketal.,1998;Stocketal.,2003)and in B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ � (Fongetal.,1999;Heetal.,2001)and Tl2B a2C uO 6+ �

(He etal.,2002).

An im portant feature ofm agnetic scattering in underdoped Y B a2C u3O 6+ x (Daietal.,1996,1998;Fong etal.,

2000;M ook etal.,1998)isthat the resonance precursorsare detectable above Tc. M agnetic correlations,however,

arestrongly enhanced in the SC state,and there isa cusp in the tem perature dependence ofthe resonantscattering

intensity at Tc (Fong et al.,2000). Doping dependence of the resonance energy and intensity indicate a strong

enhancem entofm agneticuctuationsasweapproachhalf-�lling:forunderdoped Y B a2C u3O 6+ x theresonanceenergy

decreaseswith decreasing doping,and the intensity increases(Fong etal.,2000).Foroverdoped B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ �

itwasfound thatthe energy decreased (He etal.,2002,2001),which led to a suggestion thatthe resonance energy

followsthe SC transition tem perature(He etal.,2001).

The presence ofthe m agnetic resonancein the SC state ofm any cupratessuggeststhatitisclosely related to the

SC pairing. Thisidea wasreenforced by the experim entsofDaiet.al(Daietal.,2000),in which the SC coherence

in Y B a2C u3O 6:6 wassuppressed by applying a m agnetic �eld. Itwasfound thatthe resonance intensity decreased

withoutany noticeable change in the resonance energy. Finally,in (Daietal.,1999)itwasdem onstrated thatthe

exchangeenergy associated with theresonancehastherightm agnitude,thetem peratureand doping dependencesto

describethe SC condensation energy ofY B a2C u3O 6+ x m aterials.

B. Contribution ofthe � resonance to the spin correlation function

Resonance thatappearsin the SC state suggeststhatwhatgetsscattered isCooperpairswhich are only present

below Tc. Based on this idea it was proposed (Dem ler and Zhang,1995) that the resonance observed in inelastic

neutron scattering experim entsisdue to the presenceofthe �-m ode,a sharp collectivem ode in the particle-particle
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channelatm om entum � = (�;�) with spin S = 1. In the norm alstate such excitation doesnotcontribute to the

m agneticspectrum ,sincethelatterisdeterm ined by uctuationsin theparticle-holechannel.Below Tc,on theother

hand,condensed Cooperpairscoupletheparticle-holeand particle-particlechannels(Dem leretal.,1998b;Dem lerand

Zhang,1995)and causethe � excitation to appearasa sharp resonancein the m agneticspectrum with intensity set

by thestrength ofm ixing ofthetwo channels,j�(T)j2,where�(T)istheam plitudeoftheSC orderparam eter.Such

a scenario providesa naturalexplanation forthe key propertiesofthe observed resonance: its energy isessentially

the energy ofthe � m ode in the norm alstate and is tem perature independent (Dem ler etal.,1998b),whereasthe

intensity ofthe resonanceissetby j�(T)j2 and vanishesatTc.

Coupling ofthe particle-particle �-channeland the particle-hole AF channelm ay be understood using the com -

m utation relationsbetween the operators�� and N � given in equation (18). In the SC state the d-wave SC order

param eter that enters the righthand side ofequation (18) can be replaced by its expectation value in the ground

state.Hence,thecom m utatorof� and N becom esa c-num ber,and thetwo �eldsbecom econjugatevariables,justas

coordinateand m om entum areconjugatetoeach otherin elem entary quantum m echanics.Theresultofsuch coupling

isthatthe �-m ode appearsasa sharp resonancein the spin uctuation spectrum . To dem onstrate thiswe consider

the spin-spin correlation function atwavevector�

�(�;!)= � i

Z

e
� i!thTN �(t)N �(0)idt=

X

n

jhnjN �j0ij
2

�
1

! � En + i0
�

1

! + E n � i0

�

: (96)

Herej0iisthe ground stateand n-sum m ation goesoverallexcited statesofthe system .O neofthe excited statesis

created by the �-operatorde�ned in equation (28)

j��i=
1

N
�
y
�j0i; (97)

whereN isthe norm alization factor.

It is usefulto realize that if�y acting on the ground state creates an excited state,then � should annihilate it

(otherwiseitwould createa stateoflowerenergy than the ground state(Pinesand Nozieres,1966)).Then wehave

1 = h��j��i=
1

N 2
h0j���

y
�j0i=

1

N 2
h0j

�
��;�

y
�

�
j0i�

(1� n)

N 2
; (98)

wheren isthe�lling fraction (n = 1 correspondsto half-�lling).In writing thelastequality weassum ed h(g(p))2i= 1

when averaged around the Ferm isurface.

Ifweseparatethe contribution ofthe � stateto �(�;!)wehave

�(�;!)= jh� �jN �j0ij
2 1

(! � !� + i0)
+ partregularat!�: (99)

The resonantcontribution to �(�;!)can be expressed as

�
res(�;!) =

1

N 2
jh0j��N �j0ij

2 1

(! � !� + i0)
=

1

N 2
jh0j[�;N ]j0ij2

1

(! � !� + i0)

�
jh0j�j0ij2

(1� n)

1

(! � !� + i0)
: (100)

The expectation value in the num eratorofthe lastexpression issim ply the am plitude ofthe superonducting d-wave

orderparam eter.W eem phasizethatEq.(100)doesnotrely on thedetailsofthem icroscopicm odelbutonly on the

com m utation relationsbetween the�,N ,and � given by theequation (18)(thisissom ewhatanalogousto thef-sum

rule (Pinesand Nozieres,1966)). To relate the orderparam eterto whatone typically m easuresin experim ents we

useBCS typeargum entsto connecttheorderparam eterto thequasiparticlegap (seehowever(Em ery and K ivelson,

1995;Uem ura etal.,1989))h0j�j0i= C � 0=VB C S.Here � 0 isthe m axim algap forBogoliubov quasiparticlesatthe

antinodalpoint,VB C S isthe interaction strength thatweexpectto be oftheorderofthe nearest-neighborexchange

coupling J,and C isa dim ensionlessconstantofthe orderofunity.Therefore,we�nd

�
res(�;!)= C

2 j� 0j
2

J2(1� n)

1

! � !� + i0
: (101)

Aswe go to the underdoped regim e,� 0 rem ainsconstantorincreasesslightly,and the factor1� n decreases. Eq.

(101)predictsthattheintensity oftheresonanceshould increase;thisincreasehasbeen observed in the experim ents

in Ref.(Fong etal.,2000).
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Itisusefulto note thatcontributionsfrom m odesotherthan the � excitation do notspoilthe resultin (100). If

m ostofthe�-spectrum isaccom m odated in an interval(!� � �;!� + �0),onecan usetheCauchy-Schwarzinequality

to provea rigorousand m odel-independentresult(Dem leretal.,1998b)that

1

�

Z !� + �
0

!� � �

d!Im �res(�;!)�
j�j2

1� n
: (102)

The left hand side ofthis equation represents the contribution ofthe � m ode to the spin excitation spectrum and

therighthand sidegivesitslowerbound.Exactequality holdswhen � operatorisan exacteigenoperatorand hence

thereisonly oneenergy eigenstatewhich satis�esh0j��jni6= 0.

Thus,a sim ple picture ofthe resonantneutron scattering isasfollows:when an incom ing neutron isscattered o�

oneoftheelectronsin a Cooperpair,ittransfersa m om entum of(�;�)to thiselectron and ipsitsspin.Attheend

ofthe scattering processthe Cooperpairhasquantum num bersofthe�-m ode,spin S = 1 and m om entum �.Ifthe

energy transferm atchestheenergy ofthe � excitation,wehavea resonance.In the nexttwo sectionswebuild upon

this sim ple argum entto establish a m ore detailed picture ofthe �-resonance in the two cases-the strong coupling

lim itdescribed by the SO (5)non-linear� m odel,and the weak coupling lim itwhere the Ferm i-liquid type analysis

can be applied.

C. �-resonance in the strong coupling: the SO (5) non-linear� m odeland the projected SO (5) m odel

In thissection wereview how theresonantpeak observed in theinelasticneutron scattering experim entsappearsin

theSO (5)non-linear� m odel,signalling com petition between theAF and SC ground states.W eusetheHam iltonian

ofthism odel(see equation (34))to write the operatorequationsofm otion (_O = i[H ;O ])forthe orderparam eters,

na,and sym m etry generators,Lab,with a;b= f1;:::;5g.For� > �c =
1

2

p
g=� thesystem isin theSC ground state,

which wecan taketo be along the n1 direction.Linearizing equationsofm otion around n1 weobtain

�@
2
tn5 = �r2

kn5 (103)

�@
2
tn� = �r2

kn� � [�(2�)2 � g]n�: (104)

The �rst equation describes the G oldstone m ode ofthe spontaneously broken charge U(1) sym m etry (Bogoliubov-

Anderson m ode)and the second equation describesa tripletm assive excitation ofthe superspin in the direction of

the AF state (seeFig.32).

In a m odelwith exactSO (5)sym m etry superspin ordering reducesthesym m etry from SO (5)to SO (4)and should

beaccom panied by theappearanceoffourG oldstonem odes(SO (5)and SO (4)haveten and six sym m etry generators

respectively). In the case ofapproxim ate SO (5) sym m etry thatwe discuss here,explicitsym m etry breaking turns

som e ofthe G oldstone m odesinto pseudo-G oldstone excitations,i.e. they acquire a �nite energy. Thisissim ilarto

a chiralsym m etry breaking in quantum chrom odynam ics,wherea sm allm assofthe quarksleadsto a �nite m assof

pions,which aretheG oldstonebosonsofthechiralsym m etry breaking (W einberg,1995),butitdoesnotchangethe

fundam entalnatureofthe latter.

The doping dependence ofthe resonanceenergy followsim m ediately from the equation (104)

!� = 2
p
�2 � �2c: (105)

The resonance energy is zero at the SO (5) sym m etric point � = �c and increases with doping. Vanishing ofthe

resonance energy at�c is a specialproperty ofthe SO (5) sym m etric point,and for a generic �rst ordertransition

between the AF and SC phases (see Fig. 10a) the resonance energy would rem ain �nite at the transition point.

W hen there isan interm idiate uniform m ixed AF/SC phase (\type 2" transition shown in Fig. 10 (c)),the doping

dependence ofthe resonance energy also obeys (105) with �c corresponding to the boundary between the SC and

AF/SC phases (�c2 in Fig. 10). Softening ofthe � m ode in this case dem onstrates a continuous transition into a

statewith m agneticorder(Dem leretal.,2001;Sachdev and M .Vojta,2000).

The dispersion ofthe � resonance m ode is m odeldependent. Hu and Zhang(Hu and Zhang,2001) studied the

dispersion ofthe� resonancem odein theprojected SO (5)m odelusing thestrong coupling expansion,and concluded

thatthe � m ode can have a downward dispersion away from the � point,reaching a m inim um atsom e incom m en-

surate wave vector. This m odelcould possibly give a uni�ed description ofthe neutron resonance m ode and the

incom m ensuratem agneticuctuationsin the HTSC cuprates.

In Section III.C we discussed the projected SO (5) m odelthat forbids double occupancy ofthe Cooper pairs by

introducingchirality into SC rotations.Aswaspointed outbefore,such a projection doesnota�ectsm alluctuations

around the SC state (seeFig.5)and doesnotchangethe relation (105).



40

D . �-resonance in weak coupling: the Ferm iliquid analysis

In thissection weconsidera weakly interacting electron gasin a two dim ensionalsquarelatticeand show thatthe

Ferm iliquid analysisofthissystem givesriseto the �-m ode thatisvery sim ilarto the collectivem ode we discussed

earlierin thestrong coupling lim it.Using perturbativeFerm iliquid analysisto describestrongly interacting electron

system s,such ascuprates,m ay causereasonableobjectionsfrom som ereaders.W erem ind the reader,however,that

the goalofthisexerciseisto com plem entstrong coupling discussion presented in the earliersections.The bene�tof

theweak coupling discussion isthatitprovidesa sim plepictureofthe�-m odeasan anti-bound stateoftwo electrons

in the spin tripletstate having a centerofm assm om entum � and sitting on the neighboring latticesites.

O urstarting pointisthe t-J type m odelon a two-dim ensionallattice

H = � t
X

hiji�

c
y

i�cj� + U
X

i

ni"ni# + J
X

hiji

~Si~Sj: (106)

Note that we do not im pose a no-double occupancy constraintbut include the on-site Hubbard repulsion. W ithin

the Hartree-Fock discussion presented here,the Hubbard U only renorm alizes the band structure,but it does not

a�ectcollectiveexcitationsofthe orderofJ.Therefore,in the restofthe paperwe willdisregard the U term in the

Ham iltonian (106)and assum ethatwe work with the renorm alized param eters.

Tobegin,weconsideraddingtwonon-interactingelectronsintoan em pty twodim ensionallatticewith thecondition

that the center ofm ass ofthe pair has m om entum q. For a generalq the energy ofsuch a pair,given by �q� k +

�k,depends on the relative m om entum ofthe two electrons. Therefore,we have a continuum ofparticle-particle

excitations. W hen the centerofm assm om entum is� = (�;�)the whole particle-particle continuum collapsesto a

point.Thiscan beveri�ed by taking thetightbinding dispersion �k = � 2t(coskx + cosky)and isshown schem atically

in Fig.33.Thecollapseofthecontinuum m akesiteasierto createresonantstatesby adding interaction between the

electrons. Forexam ple,the J term in the Ham iltonian (106)introduces an energy costofJ=4 forelectronssitting

on the nearest neighbor sites when their spins point in the sam e direction. Thus,ifwe m ake a two electron pair

in such a way that the two electrons form a triplet pair on the nearest neighbor sites and have a center ofm ass

m om entum (�;�),we getan anti-bound state separated from the continuum by energy J=4. The argum entabove

can be generalized to the caseofadding two electronson top ofthe �lled Ferm isea.W e recallthatcollectivem odes

correspond to polesofthevertex functions(Abrikosov etal.,1993).In thecaseofthe�-resonance,weareinterested

in theparticle-particlevertex,which wedescribeby theDyson’sequation (Dem lerand Zhang,1995)afterseparating

the spin tripletcom ponentofthe interaction atthe centerofm assm om entum � with the d-wave sym m etry ofthe

electron pair

H J =
J

4

X

pp0

dpdkc
y

p+ ��
(�2~�)��c

y

� p�
c� k(~��2)�ck+ �� + ::: (107)

From the equation presented in Fig.34 we �nd the tripletparticle-particlevertex

T(p;p0;�;!)=

J

4
dpdp0

1� J

4

P

k
d2
k

1� nk � nk+ �

!� �k � �k+ �

(108)

and observethatithasa pole atenergy

!� = � 2� +
J

4
(1� n): (109)

The �rst term in (109) originatesfrom the kinetic energy ofthe tight binding Ham iltonian �p + �p+ � = � 2�,and

the second part of(109) describes the nearest-neighbor exchange interaction ofthe triplet pair ofelectrons in the

presenceofa �lled Ferm isea.The(1� n)factordescribestheblocking ofthestatesbelow theFerm ienergy from the

phasespaceavailablefortwo particlescattering.In theHartree-Fock theory thechem icalpotentialisproportionalto

doping;hence,we �nd thatthe resonance energy in Eq.(109)scaleswith x. Itisusefulto pointoutthatincluding

thenear-neighbordensity interaction V
P

hiji
ninj in theHam iltonian (106)willnotchangeourdiscussion aslong as

the system rem ainsin the d-wave SC state (Dem leretal.,1998b;M eixneretal.,1997). Such an interaction a�ects

equally the � m ode and Cooperpairsthatconstitute the ground state.

O ne can also ask how to use the perturbative approach to dem onstrate the appearance ofthe �-resonance in the

spin-uctuation spectrum below Tc.In Fig.35weshow thatwhen wecom putethespin-spin correlationfunction in the

SC state,weneed to includescattering ofspin uctuationsatm om entum (�;�)into the� pair,which correspondsto

m ixingtheparticle-particleladderofdiagram sintotheparticle-holebubble.Thiscontribution requirestwoanom alous
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G reen’s functions and is therefore proportionalto j�j2. Detailed calculations based on generalized random phase

approxim ation forthem odel(109)werepresented in (Dem leretal.,1998b);in Fig.36,weonly show a representative

plotofspin-spin correlation function �(q;!)com puted with an accountofthe � channel.

In sum m ary,we used a Ferm iliquid analysis to establish a sim ple picture ofthe �-resonance as a triplet pair

ofelectrons sitting on the nearestneighbor sites with the d-wave function ofthe pair and with the center ofm ass

m om entum �.

E. Resonance precursorsin the underdoped regim e

In the underdoped cupratesthe resonance doesnotdisappearabove Tc butrem ainsasa broad feature athigher

tem peratures (Daiet al.,1996,1998;Fong et al.,1996;M ook et al.,1998),with only a cusp in the tem perature

dependence ofthe intensity signalling the onset ofthe long range d-wave SC order (Fong et al.,2000). In Ref.

(Dem lerand Zhang,1999b;Zhang,1998),itwaspointed outthatthem ostlikely origin oftheseresonanceprecursors

isthe existence ofstrong d-waveSC uctuationsin the pseudogap regim e ofthe underdoped cuprates.Precursorof

the�-resonancein thespin-spin correlation function can beidenti�ed with aprocessin which a�-pairand apreform ed

Cooperpairpropagate in opposite directions,asshown in Fig. 37.Because uncondensed Cooperpairshave a �nite

energy,we expectprecursorsto appearata slightly higherenergy than the resonance itselfand have a width ofthe

orderoftem perature(Dem lerand Zhang,1999b).

F. Im plicationsforexperim ents and com parison to othertheories

In Section VI.C we discussed the �-resonance asa pseudo-G oldstone m ode ofthe SO (5)non-linear�-m odel,and

in Section VI.D wegavea sim plem icroscopicpictureofthe�-m odeasa sharp collectivem odein theparticle-particle

channelwith spin S = 1 and m om entum � = (�;�). From Eq. (100),we see thatthe � resonance intensity due to

the contribution from the particle-particlechannelscaleswith the squareofthe SC orderparam eter,nam ely

I(�)=

Z

d!Im �
res(�;!)/ jh�(x;B ;T)ij 2

: (110)

Here we have explicitly exhibited the dependence of the SC order param eter �(x;B ;T) on doping x, m agnetic

�eld B and tem perature T. Therefore,this sim ple scaling relation m akes powerfulpredictions on the resonance

intensity and has been tested in a num ber ofexperim ents. O ur analysis explains severalpuzzling features ofthe

resonanceobserved in experim ents.The�rstisthestriking contrastbetween itstem peraturedependentintensity and

tem peratureindependentenergy.Taking theBardasis-Schrie�erexciton (Bardasisand Schrie�er,1961)thatappears

asa bound statebelow thequasiparticlegap fors-wavesuperconductors,both energy and intensity oftheexciton will

bedeterm ined by theSC gap;hence,asthetem peratureisincreased in theSC state,both theresonanceenergy and

itsintensity decrease.In thecaseofthe�-m ode,on theotherhand,di�erentbehavioroftheresonanceintensity and

energy are expected. The energy isessentially given by the energy ofthe �-m ode in the norm alstate and doesnot

change with tem perature. The resonance intensity issetby the d-wave SC orderparam eter,asgiven in Eq. (110),

and decreaseswith increasing tem perature and vanishesatTc. Eq. (110)also predicted thatthe suppression ofthe

SC coherence by a m agnetic �eld should lead to a rapid decrease in the resonance intensity without changing the

resonance energy. This prediction was con�rm ed experim entally in a striking experim ent by Daiet.al(Daietal.,

2000),reproduced here in Fig.38.The SO (5)theory predicted thatwith decreasing doping the resonanceintensity

should increase(see Eq.(101))and itsenergy should decrease(see Eqs.(105)and (109))(Dem lerand Zhang,1995;

Zhang,1997),both ofwhich havebeen observed in experim ents,asweshow in Fig.39.Notethatforsm allvaluesof

thechem icalpotentialthereisa sm alldi�erencein theprecise!� vs� relation obtained from thenon-linear� m odel

and theFerm iliquid analysis.W eexpectthestrong coupling expression (105)to bem orereliablecloseto theAF/SC

transition where� � �c and suggestthatcom parison ofthedoping dependence oftheresonanceenergy (Fong etal.,

2000)and the chem icalpotential(Fujim orietal.,1998;Ino etal.,1997)should be an im portanttestofthe SO (5)

theory.

After the � resonance theory(Dem ler and Zhang,1995)was developed,alternative descriptions ofthe resonance

(Assaad and Im ada,1998;Barzykin and Pines,1995;Blum berg etal.,1995;Brinckm ann and Lee,1999;Bulutand

Scalapino,1996;Liu etal.,1995;M azin andYakovenko,1995;M illisandM onien,1996;M orrandPines,1998;O nufrieva

and Rossat-M ignod,1995;Sachdev and M .Vojta,2000;W eng etal.,1998;Yin etal.,1997;Yoshikawa and M oriya,

1999)havealsobeen proposed.Thesetypically discusstheresonanceasa m agneticexciton thatisoverdam ped in the

norm alstate butbecom essharp in the d-wave SC state when a gap opensup forsingle particle excitations. In the

d-waveSC state,theparticle-particlechanneland theparticle-holechannelsarem ixed into each otherand thereare,
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strictly speaking,norigorousdistinctionsam ongthesedi�erenttheories.However,im portantquantitativepredictions

di�er in details. Near the Tc transition,the � resonance theory predicts a sharp onset ofthe m agnetic resonance

due to the coupling to the particle-particlechannel,whose contribution to the m agnetic scattering can be rigorously

established via the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,asshown in Eq. (102). Som e ofthese alternative theoriesexpect a

gradualbroadening ofthe resonance ratherthan a sharp reduction ofthe intensity asTc isapproached from below.

The � resonancetheory predictsthatthe energy ofthe m agnetic resonancem ode isindependentofthe tem perature

nearTc,while som eofthealternativetheoriespredictthatthe m odeenergy should vanish asthe SC gap.In section

VII.E,we shalldiscussa rigorousdistinction between the �-m ode in the particle-particle channeland the m agnetic

exciton in the particle-holechannelin the norm alstate,and discussan experim entalproposalwhere thisdistinction

can be tested.

Severalproposalshavebeen m aderegardingim plicationsoftheresonancepeak forvariouspropertiesofthecuprates

(see(K eeetal.,2002)fora criticalreview).Scattering ofquasiparticleson the�-m odewasargued to be responsible

forthe \kink" in the quasiparticledispersion (Johnson etal.,2001),\peak-dip-hum p"structurem easured in ARPES

(Abanov etal.,2001;Eschrig and Norm an,2000),and thepseudogap seen in opticalconductivity (Schachingeretal.,

2001).SC pairing m ediated by theresonancewassuggested in (Abanov etal.,2001;Carbotteetal.,1999;O renstein,

1999;Zasadzinskietal.,2003),and relation between theresonanceintensity and thecondensatefraction waspointed

outin Ref. (Chakravarty and K ee,2000). W e do notdiscuss these proposalshere,but in the nextsection we will

review an im portantrole thatthe resonance plays in therm odynam ics ofthe SC state. W e willargue that the SC

condensation energy m ay be accounted for by lowering ofthe spin exchange energy due to the appearance ofthe

resonancebelow Tc (Dem lerand Zhang,1998).

G. M icroscopic m echanism and the condensation energy

Thecentralquestion in the�eld ofHTSC concernsthem icroscopicm echanism ofsuperconductivity.In conventional

superconductors,the pairing interaction ism ediated by the phonon interactions(seeRef.(M aksim ov etal.,1997)for

a review).W ithin theweak coupling BCS theory,thevertex correctionsaresuppressed by a sm allparam eter,nam ely

the ratio ofthe electron m ass to the nucleim ass. Thus,the interaction which m ediates the pairing ofelectrons

can be unam biguously determ ined. In the case ofHTSC,the dom inantinteraction is the Coulom b interaction and

the AF exchange interaction. In such a strongly coupled system ,the traditionalapproach based on the Feym ann

diagram expansion doesnotwork,and thenatureofthepairinginteraction isnoteasily revealed by studyinglow order

diagram s.However,them echanism ofsuperconductivity can stillbeaddressed by identifying theinteraction term sin

theHam iltonian which islowered in theSC state.By com paring them agnitudeoftheenergy saving associated with

a particularinteraction term with the actualexperim entalm easurem entofthe condensation energy,the m echanism

ofsuperconductivity can beunam biguously identi�ed.In ourdiscussion in theprevioussection weshowed thatthe�-

m odecontributesto thespin uctuation spectrum below Tc and,therefore,enhancesAF correlationsin theSC state.

In Ref. (Dem ler and Zhang,1998),itwas shown that the �-resonance can be prom oted from being a consequence

ofsuperconductivity to being the realdriving forcebehind the electron pairing.By analyzing theneutron scattering

data,Dem lerand Zhang dem onstrated thatlowering ofthe AF exchange energy in the supercoducting state due to

the appearance ofthe �-resonance can be su�cientto stabilize superconductivity in the �rstplace. In this section

we provide the details ofthis condensation energy argum entfocusing on the m icroscopic t-J m odeland discussits

relevance to the condensation energy ofY B a2C u3O 6+ x m aterials. W e also dem onstrate that this scenario can be

form ulated asan additionalcontribution to the BCS coupling constantin weak coupling.

1. The � Resonance Contribution to the Condensation Energy

The SC condensation energy is de�ned asthe energy di�erence between the SC and the norm alstatesat T = 0

(Schrie�er,1964;Tinkham ,1995). In type Isuperconductors it can be obtained directly by m easuring the critical

valueofthem agnetic�eld,H c,atthe�rstordertransition between thenorm aland SC states.Atthetransition point,

the energiesofthe two phasesare equal(note thatatT = 0 the free energy is equalto the energy)and,assum ing

thatthe norm alstate isnota�ected by the m agnetic�eld,weobtain the condensation energy perunitcell

E C = E N � ES =
V0H

2
c

8�
; (111)

where V0 = a� b� c isthe volum e ofthe unitcell.Fortype IIsuperconductorsincluding the HTSC,such a sim ple

argum entis not available. However,one can use LG theory to relate the condensation energy to H c1 and H c2,or
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alternatively to the SC coherencelength �0 and London penetration depth � (Tinkham ,1995):

H
2
c =

�0

8��0�
; (112)

where �0 = hc=2e is the SC ux quantum . An alternative approach to m easuring the condensation energy is to

integratethe di�erence between the SC and the norm alstate speci�cheatfrom T = 0 to Tc,wherethe norm alstate

speci�c heatbelow Tc isde�ned asextrapolation from tem peraturesabove the transition point(Loram etal.,1994,

1990). To be m ore precise,let us consider the condensation energy ofthe optim ally doped Y B a2C u3O 7. Taking

the characteristic values �0 = 12� 20�A and � = 1300� 1500�A,with a = b = 3:85�A and c = 11:63�A,we �nd the

condensation energy ofE C = 3:5� 12 K perunitcell. The determ ination ofthe EC ofthism aterialusing speci�c

heatm easurem entsby Loram et.al.(Loram etal.,1994,1990)gaveE C = 6 K perunitcell.

Ideally,one would like to start with a m icroscopic m odelthat has kinetic energy ofelectrons and ions,and the

Coulom b energy ofallparticles,and calculate the condensation energy from �rst principles. Although possible in

principle,in practicethisapproach isvery hard to accom plish becauseoflargescalesinvolved in both thekineticand

the Coulom b energies.A m ethod thatiseasierto pursue in practice isto startwith an e�ective m odelde�ned on a

m uch sm allerenergy scaleand try to calculatethecondensation energy within thise�ectivem odel.Thisapproach has

been undertaken by Scalapino and W hite(Scalapino and W hite,1998)within thet-J m odel.In thet-J Ham iltonian

in equation (2),wehavetwo term s:thekineticenergy ofelectrons(with theG utzwillerprojection operator)and the

exchangeenergy ofelectrons.Analogousto conventionalsuperconductors,weexpectthatthe transition into the SC

stateisdriven prim arily by lowering theinteraction partoftheHam iltonian ,i.e.theexchangeterm (in conventional

superconductorsthe relevantinteraction iselectron-ion Coulom b interaction). Isitpossible then to �nd the change

in the exchange energy between the norm aland SC states? Scalapino and W hite m ade the insightfulobservation

that the value ofthe J term in equation (2) is directly related to the dynam ic spin structure factor �00(q;!),the

quantity thatisbeing m easured directly in neutron scattering experim ents.And the changein the exchangeenergy,

�E J = E N
J � ESJ ,can bedirectly expressed asa frequency and m om entum integralofthedi�erencein dynam icspin

structurefactors�00N (q;!)� �00S(q;!)with a form factorcom ing from the interaction being nearneighbor

�E J = 3J(
a

2�
)2
Z �=a

� �=a

d
2
q

Z 1

0

d(�h!)

�
(�00N (q;!)� �

00
S(q;!))(cos(qxa)+ cos(qya)): (113)

Thisequation appliestothequasi-two-dim ensionalsystem s,and q= (qx;qy)isatwodim ensionalin-planem om entum .

The generalization of(113)to the bilayersystem s,thecaserelevantforYBa2Cu3O 6:35,isgiven in Ref.(Dem lerand

Zhang,1998).

Thequantity �00N (q;!)in equation (113)isnotthenorm alstatespin structureaboveTc butratheran extrapolated

norm alstate quantity at T = 0. Experim entally,one has to carefully identify features in �00(q;!) which change

abruptly atTc.From inelasticneutron scattering experim entsweknow thatthem ostdrasticchangebetween theSC

and thenorm alstatespin structurefactorsistheappearanceofthe41m eV resonance.Even forunderdoped m aterials,

which have m any m ore AF uctuationsin the norm alstate,the m ain change between the norm aland SC statesis

the appearance ofthe resonance (Fong etal.,2000). Itisthen reasonable to take form ula (113)for�E J,calculate

the contribution ofthe �-resonance and argue that this willbe the dom inant contribution. For optim ally doped

Y B a2C u3O 6:35 Fong et.al(Fong etal.,1996)m easured the absoluteintensity ofthe resonance
R1
0

d(�h!)�00S(�;!)to

be 0:52 atT = 10 K .Thisresonancehasa G aussian pro�le centered at� with a width � 2D = 0:23�A � 1,so the two

dim ensionalintegralcan be easily estim ated,and

�E J =
3

2
�(
a

2
�2D )

21

2

0:52

�
= 0:016J: (114)

TakingJ = 100m eV we�nd thatthechangein theexchangeenergybetween thenorm aland SC statesisapproxim ately

18 K perunitcell. Thisrem arkable num bertellsusthatthe resonance alone can accountforthe SC condensation

energy.

Regarding ourestim ate of�E J in equation (114),a com m entm ustbe m ade. The dynam ic spin structure factor

S(q;!)satis�esthe sum -rule(Scalapino etal.,1998)

3(
a

2�
)2
Z �=a

� �=a

d
2
q

Z 1

0

d(�h!)

�
�
00(q;!)= (1� x)S(S + 1): (115)

Therefore,the spectralweightforthe resonance needsto com e from otherregionsin q-! space. In obtaining (114)

we m ade an additionalassum ption thatthisweightwasspread uniform ly in q in �00(q;!),and itdid notcontribute
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to (113),since any uniform com ponentin �00(q;!)iscancelled by the (cos(qxa)+ cos(qya))factorin Eq. (113). It

isalso usefulto pointoutthatthe weightofthe resonanceislessthan 1% ofthe totalsum rule(Dem lerand Zhang,

1998;K ee etal.,2002),which,when m ultiplied by the AF exchange energy J,givesthe correctorderofm agnitude

forthe condensation energy.

The condensation energy argum ent can be generalized to �nite tem peratures. In this case the resonant peak

intensity attem peratureT should berelated to thefreeenergy di�erencebetween theSC and norm alstates,which in

turn isgiven by the integralofthe speci�c heatdi�erence aboveT.Thishypothesishasbeen analyzed by Daiet.al.

(Daietal.,1999),who showed that the tem perature derivative ofthe resonant peak intensity follows very closely

the speci�c heatanom aly fordi�erentdopingsofY B a2C u3O 6+ x.W e show thiscom parison in Fig.40.Foroptim al

doping thereisa BCS typeanom aly in thespeci�cheatatTc,which correspondsto theresonanceappearing abruptly

in the SC state. Forunderdoped sam plesthe speci�c heatanom aly is broadened,which agreeswith the resonance

precursorsappearing above Tc. This highly non-trivialexperim entaltest establishes the connection between the �

resonanceand itscontribution to the condensation energy.

Therefore,weseethatthe� resonancem odenaturally accountsforthecondensation energy in theHTSC.TheAF

exchangeinteraction islowered in theSC state,and thisenergy saving can drivethetransition from thenorm alstate

to the SC state. W ithin this scenario,the AF exchange energy is decreased,while the kinetic energy is increased

below the SC transition. O n the other hand,a num ber oftheories argue that the dom inant driving m echanism of

HTSC isthesaving ofthe kineticenergy,eitheralong thecaxis,orin theC uO 2 plane(Anderson,1997;Chakravarty

etal.,1999;Hirsch and M arsiglio,2000).Thecaxiskineticenergy saving m echanism hasbeen de�nitively ruled out

by experim ents(M oleretal.,1998). The experim entalm easurem entofthe ab plane kinetic energy has not yielded

conclusive results(K eim er,2004;M olegraafetal.,2002). The � resonance based AF exchange energy saving is an

experim entally established m echanism which can accountforthecondensation energy in theHTSC cuprates.Recent

experim ents indicate that phonon m ediated attraction also playsa role in the m echanism ofHTSC(Lanzara etal.,

2001).Itispossible thatvariousm echanism scontribute constructively to the condensation energy in the HTSC.In

thiscase,itisim portantto quantitatively m easurethe relativem agnitudesofvariouscontributionsand identify the

leading contribution to the condensation energy.

2. M icroscopic Discussionsand Relation to the BCS Pairing

In the theory ofRef.(Dem lerand Zhang,1998),the saving oftheAF exchangeenergy arisesfrom the coupling of

the AF orderparam eter ~N to the~� operatorin the SC state.Thiscoupling leadsto the additionalspectralweight,

proportionalto j�j2,in the AF spin correlation function,thuslowering the AF exchange energy. Thisargum entis

generally valid,in both strong and weak coupling lim its. However,it is also usefulto connect this theory to the

conventionalBCS pairing theory in the weak coupling lim it. In the lim itofweakly interacting electron gas,we can

form ulatethisscenario asa contribution to theBCS coupling in thed-wavechannel.In Fig.41,weshow a schem atic

representation ofsuch acontribution:aCooperpairsplitsintotwovirtualexcitations{am agnon (~N )and a�-particle

(~�){ which then recom bineinto a Cooperpair.O necan easily verify thatthequantum num bersarem atched in this

process:quantum num bersofthe com bination ofthe �-m ode (charge2,m om entum �,spin S = 1)and the m agnon

(charge0,m om entum �,spin S = 1)sum to exactly thequantum num bersoftheCooperpair(charge0,m om entum

q= 0,spin S = 0).Thism ay also beform ulated using electron G reensfunctions,asshown in Fig.42.W estartwith

a Cooperpairform ed by theelectrons(p ")and (� p#).Afterthelatterelectron em itsa m agnon,shown asan upper

particle-hole ladderwith totalm om entum � and spin S z = � 1,we have two electronswith m om entum � and spin

Sz = 1.Theseareexactly thequantum num bersofthe�-m odethatwedescribeby thelowerparticle-particleladder

in Fig.42.

VII. KEY EXPERIM EN TAL PRED ICTIO N S

A. The antiferrom agnetic vortex state

A fundam entalprediction ofthe SO (5) theory is the sm ooth rotation from the AF state to the SC state as the

doping density isvaried. Asshown in sectionsV.B and V.C,thisprediction hasbeen tested num erically within the

t� J m odel,with good agreem ent. However,testing thisprediction directly in experim entswould be m uch harder,

since the doping levelofm ostcupratescannotbe controlled wellin the regim e where the transition from the AF to

SC stateisexpected to occur.Therefore,Zhang(Zhang,1997)and Arovasetal(Arovasetal.,1997)proposed testing

thisprediction in thevortex stateofunderdoped cuprates.Around thecenterofthevortex core,thephaseoftheSC

orderparam eterwindsby � 2�,and the am plitude ofthe SC orderparam eterisconstrained to vanish atthe center
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fortopologicalreasons.In conventionalBCS superconductors,them etallicFerm iliquid ground stateisrealized inside

the vortex core. In the SO (5)theory,the SC orderparam eteris em bedded ascom ponentsofa higherdim ensional

orderparam eter,nam ely the superspin.W hen the am plitude ofthe SC orderparam etervanishesin the vortex core,

the am plitude ofthe superspin orderparam etercan stillrem ain constant,provided thatthe superspin vectorslowly

rotatesfrom the SC direction into the AF direction as the vortex core is approached. The superspin con�guration

nearthe vortex coreisshown in Fig.43.Thistype oftopological�eld con�guration isknown asthem eron solution,

m eaning halfofa Skyrm ion(Rajaram an,1982).Fig.43 showstherotation ofthesuperspin in thevicinity ofa vortex

core. The AF order,which developsaround the centerofthe vortex core,can be m easured directly in experim ents

and can providea quantitativetestofthe SO (5)sym m etry.

The key idea behind this prediction is m ore general. W hen the SC order is destroyed in the vortex core, the

closestcom peting order develops in the vortex state.Asidefrom thecom m ensurateorincom m ensuratem agneticand

chargeorder,a num berofnovelcorrelation stateshavebeen proposed,including,forexam ple,thecirculating orbital

currents(Chakravarty etal.,2001;Lee,2002)and the fractionalized excitations(Sachdev,1992;Senthiland Fisher,

2001). Therefore,the vortex core state can provide a key testfor variousform softhe com peting ordersthathave

been proposed(Sachdev and Zhang,2002).

M agnetic�eld providesa clean tuning param eterthatcan be used to investigatequantum transitionsbetween the

SC and AF phases.By solving both the SO (5)non-linearsigm a m odeland the LG m odelofcom peting AF and SC

orderparam eters,Arovasetal(Arovasetal.,1997)predicted theexistenceofthe AF vortex statein theunderdoped

cupratesand furthersuggested a system atic experim entalsearch forthe AF vortex state in neutron scattering and

m uon spin rotation experim ents. These authorsalso predicted thatthe m agnetic �eld induced AF m om entshould

increaselinearly with theapplied m agnetic�eld,orthenum berofvorticesin thesystem ,when theapplied m agnetic

�eld is sm allcom pared to the upper critical�eld B c2. W hile the originalanalysis ofArovas et alfocused on the

regim e where the transition between AF and SC is a direct�rstordertransition (corresponding to Fig. 10a ofthe

phasediagram ),Dem leretal(Dem leretal.,2001;Zhang etal.,2002)analyzed thecasein which therearetwo second

order phase transitions with an intervening uniform AF/SC m ixed phase,corresponding to Fig. 10c ofthe phase

diagram .In thiscasetheAF orderextendsfarbeyond thevortex coreregion.Analysisin Refs.(Dem leretal.,2001;

Zhang etal.,2002)dem onstrated thatthesuppression oftheSC orderin thisregim eisdom inated by thecirculating

super-currentsand leadstoa logarithm iccorrection to thelineardependenceofthe�eld induced m om ent.Recently,a

num berofexperim entshavebeen perform ed to testtheprediction ofAF orderin thevortex state.Neutron scattering

underam agnetic�eld can directly m easurethe�eld induced AF m om ent.K atanoetal(K atanoetal.,2000)m easured

enhanced m agnetic scattering in the La2� xSrxC uO 4 crystalatx = 12% doping. The intensity ofelastic m agnetic

peaks around the (�;�) point increases at B = 10T by as m uch as 50% . Lake et al(Lake et al.,2001) observed

enhanced dynam icAF spin uctuationsin optim ally doped La2� xSrxC uO 4 crystalatx = 16% doping in an applied

m agnetic �eld. W ithoutan applied �eld,the SC state hasa spin gap ofabout6m eV . An applied �eld ofB = 7T

introducesa spectralweightin the energy range of3 � 4m eV . The m ixed AF/SC phase hasbeen also investigated

in both theunderdoped La2� xSrxC uO 4 crystalatx = 10% doping and in theLa2C uO 4+ y crystal.In both m aterials

theapplied m agnetic�eld strongly enhancesthequasi-staticAF ordering(K haykovich etal.,2002;Lakeetal.,2002).

The�eld dependenceoftheinduced AF scattering isapproxim ately linear,aspredicted in Ref.(Arovasetal.,1997),

and itagreesquantitatively with theB log(B =B c2)form proposed in Ref.(Dem leretal.,2001),with thecorrectvalue

ofB c2. Another m ethod to m easure the AF order is the nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R).In the vortex state,

the m agnetic �eld is distributed inhom ogeneously over the sam ple,with the m axim a centered at the vortex cores.

Therefore,the NM R frequency correlatesdirectly with the location ofthe nucleusin the vortex lattice.Using NM R

on the 17O nucleusofY B a2C u3O 7 undera m agnetic�eld ashigh as40T,M itrovicetal(M itrovicetal.,2001,2003)

detected a sharp increaseofthe 1=T1T rate nearthe vortex core asthe tem perature islowered,indicating enhanced

AF ordering (see also Ref.(Curro etal.,2000)). K akuyanagiet al(K akuyanagietal.,2002)perform ed TlNM R in

the Tl2B a2C uO 6+ � sam ple. TlNM R providesa m ore directtestofthe AF ordering,since 205Tlnucleusislocated

directly above the C u spins. The tem perature dependence ofthe 1=T1T rate showsthatthe AF spin correlation is

signi�cantly enhanced insidethe vortex core,com pared with regionsoutside.The lastclassofm agneticexperim ents

wediscussisthem uon spin rotation (�sR)experim ents.W hen m uonsarestopped insidea solid,theirspin precesses

around thelocalm agnetic�eld.Sincethem uon decayspredom inantly alongthedirection ofitsspin,thespatialdecay

pattern yieldsdirectinform ation aboutthelocalm agnetic�eld distribution in a solid.M illeretal(M illeretal.,2002)

perform ed a �sR experim entin theunderdoped Y B a2C u3O 6:5 system undera m agnetic�eld ofB = 4T.They found

thatthe localm agnetic �eld distribution hasa staggered pattern,superim posed on a uniform decay away from the

vortex core.Thestaggered m agnetic�eld detected atthem uon siteisabout18G auss.Alltheexperim entsdiscussed

abovewerecarried outat�eldsfarbelow theuppercritical�eld B c2,which in holedoped m aterialstypically exceeds

60T.In orderto establish the natureofthe com peting state,onehasto perform experim entscloseto B c2.Thiswas

achieved in recentneutron scattering experim entson theelectron doped N d1:85C e0:15C uO 4 crystalin m agnetic�elds

up to 14T,farabove the uppercritical�eld,B c2 (K ang etal.,2003). K ang etalfound �eld induced AF scattering
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at (�;�;0) and observed that the AF m om ent scalesapproxim ately linearly with the applied �eld up to Bc2. The

AF m om entdecreaseswith the m agnetic �eld in the range between B c2 and 14T. Theirexperim entaldata and the

theoretical�tare shown in Fig.44.The experim ental�ndingsofK ang etal(K ang etal.,2003)have been con�rm ed

by Fujita etal(Fujita etal.,2003)in a related,electron doped m aterialP r1� xLaC exC uO 4.W hileN d1:85C e0:15C uO 4

m aterialcontainsthem agneticN d m om ent,theP r1� xLaC exC uO 4 m aterialstudied by Fujita etaldoesnotcontain

such m agneticions,thuscon�rm ingthatthe�eld induced AF m om entcannotbeduetoanyspuriouse�ectsassociated

with the N d m om ents(M ang etal.,2003). As we shallsee below,the wide �eld range ofthe neutron data enables

quantitativecom parisonswith theoreticalm odels.

Since the originaltheoreticalprediction ofthe AF vortex state,trem endous theoreticalprogress has been m ade

on the subjectofAF vortex lattices(Alam a etal.,1999;Andersen etal.,2000;Bruusetal.,1999;Chen etal.,2002;

Chen and Ting,2002;Dem leretal.,2001;Franz etal.,2002a;Franz and Tesanovic,2001;G hosaletal.,2002;Han

and Lee,2000;Hu and Zhang,2002;Hu,1999a;Juneau etal.,2002;K ivelson etal.,2002;M ortensen etal.,2000;

O gata,1999;Zhang etal.,2002).Based on thevariationalsolution ofthet� J m odel,O gata(O gata,1999)concluded

thatthevortex corehasAF with an ordered m om entabout10% ofthefullm om ent.Thiscalculation established the

m icroscopicbasisoftheAF vortex core.TheinitialAF vortex solutionswerebased on thestaticm ean �eld theory.In

theweak �eld regim ewherethevortex coresareseparated farfrom each other,theenhanced AF ordercan beviewed

eitherasdynam ic uctuationsofthe AF orderparam eterdue to the �nite size ofthe vortex core,orasthe bulk AF

uctuation pulled below thespin gap and spatially bound nearthevortex cores.Thisdynam icpicturewasdeveloped

in Refs.(Bruus etal.,1999;Dem ler etal.,2001;Hu and Zhang,2002) and could apply to experim ents by Lake et

alin optim ally doped LSCO .ClassicalM onte Carlo calculationsofthe SO (5)m odelalso show the existence ofthe

AF vortex lattice(Hu,1999a).W hile theoriginaltheory ofthe AF vortex statewasdeveloped forthecom m ensurate

AF order,itcan also be generalized to the case where the AF ordering wave vectordeviatesfrom the (�;�) point,

as in the case ofthe LSCO system (Hu and Zhang,2002;Zhang etal.,2002). The AF ordering inside the vortex

core has a profound e�ect on the electronic structures ofthe vortex,since it opens up an insulating-like energy

gap inside the vortex core where the conventionalSC gap vanishes. The conventionaltheory for d-wave vortices

based on Bogoliubov-deG ennes(BdG )m ean-�eld theory predictsa largeand broad peak attheFerm ienergy in the

localdensity ofstates(LDO S),the so-called zero-energy peak (ZEP),and atthe vortex core(W ang and M acdonald,

1995). However,scanning tunneling spectroscopy (STS) spectrum in BSCCO ,giving the LDO S around the vortex

core directly,showsonly a sm all-double peak structure atenergies7 m eV(Pan etal.,2000).A sim ilarsituation was

observed in YBCO com pounds(M aggioaprile etal.,1995). The suppression ofthe localdensity ofstatesdue to the

AF ordering inside the vortex core could naturally explain thisphenom enon(Andersen etal.,2000;Chen and Ting,

2002;O gata,1999). However,other form s oforder,or the sm allness ofthe core size could also o�er alternative

explanations(Tsuchiura etal.,2003).

W hiletheexperim entalobservation oftheAF vortex statecon�rm sa m ajorprediction oftheSO (5)theory,m ostof

theseexperim entshavenotdirectlytested thesym m etrybetween AF and SC in thestrictestsense.In thefollowing,we

shalldiscusstwo aspectsoftheAF vortex statewhich directly pertain to theSO (5)sym m etry.Thespatialvariation

oftheAF and SC orderparam etersaround vortex corelead to a region ofspacewhereboth orderparam eterscoexist.

In thisregion,the � orderparam eter,whose m agnitude can be quantitatively predicted by the SO (5)orthogonality

relation in Eq.(41),also develops.G hosal,K allin and Berlinsky(G hosaletal.,2002)havequantitatively veri�ed this

relationship from theirnum ericalsolution ofthe t� J m odelaround the vortex core.Itwould be desirableto �nd a

way to m easurethe � orderparam eterand testthisrelation experim entally.

The detailed experim entaldata now available up to B c2 in electron doped cupratesallowsfora quantitative test

ofthe SO (5)sym m etry. Asdiscussed in section IV.A,within m odelsofcom peting AF and SC order,a crucialtest

for the SO (5) sym m etry is the relation u212 = u1u2 for the quartic term in Eq. (59). Deviation from the SO (5)

relation determ ines the curvature ofthe ground state energy versus doping plot,which can be used to determ ine

the nature ofthe transition between the AF and SC states. Recently,Chen,W u and Zhang(Chen et al.,2003b)

num erically solved the LG m odelwith com peting AF and SC orderin the vortex stateand found thatthe deviation

from theSO (5)relation u212 = u1u2 alsodeterm inesthecurvatureofthe�eld induced AF m om entversusthem agnetic

�eld plotform agnetic �eldsup to B c2. The neutron scattering data obtained in the NCCO superconductors(K ang

etal.,2003)can be �tted by u212=u1u2 = 0:95,showing that this system only has a 5% deviation from the SO (5)

sym m etry. W hen the m agnetic �eld exceeds B c2,it causes canting ofthe spin m om ents,thereby reducing the AF

m om entwhileincreasingtheferrom agneticm om ent.ThustheSO (5)theory quantitatively explainstheexperim ental

data in the entirem agnetic�eld rangebelow 14T.Theexperim entalresultsofFujita etal(Fujita etal.,2003)in the

P r1� xLaC exC uO 4 m aterialarequantitativelysim ilar.W enotethatthem ean-�eld analysisoftheG L freeenergydoes

notinclude quantum uctuationsofthe AF order(the �rstterm in equation (34)). The lattershould be im portant

when the AF m om entsare strongly localized inside the vortex cores.W e expectthatproxim ity e�ecttype coupling

between neighboring AF vorticesshould be su�cientto suppresssuch uctuations.

In the above discussionswe focused on the AF m om entsofstatic voticesin the SC state. The SO (5)m odelhas
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also been extended to study therm ally activated phase slipsin one-dim ensionalwires(Sheehy and G oldbart,1998).

O necan also constructa duale�ectto theAF vortices:G oldbartand Sheehy proposed AF hedgehogswith SC cores

in Ref.(G oldbartand Sheehy,1998).

B. The pairdensity wave state

In thequantum disordered phaseoftheSO (5)m odel,theholepairbosonsbecom elocalized,form ing a pairdensity

wave.Since the superuid density islow and pairing isstrong in the underdoped regim eofHTSC cuprates,the pair

density wavestatecom peteswith thed waveSC state.In theglobalphasediagram shown in Fig.13,asidefrom the

half-�lled AF insulator,thereareseveralpossiblepairdensity waverstatessurrounded by theSC phases.In contrast

to thesupeconducting state,which can berealized forany chargedensity,each pairdensity wavestatehasa preferred

chargedensity,thedom inantonebeing atdopinglevelx = 1=8.Sincetheprojected SO (5)m odelisform ulated on the

plaquettesoftheoriginallattice,thepairdensity wavenaturally form sacheckerboard pattern,asdepicted in Fig.45.

Thisstatehasa rotationally sym m etricchargeperiodicity of4a� 4a neardoping levelx = 1=8.However,connecting

period ofcharge m odulation to hole density in realistic system s is not always straightforward. In m ost cases we

�nd states that have both superconductivity and periodic density m odulation. Hence,they m ay be bestdescribed

as supersolids. Supersolid phases are com pressible and can accom odate extra charge without changing the period.

Expressed di�erently,theexcesschargecan alwaysbetaken by thesuperuid partoftheCooperpairdensity without

a�ecting the localized part.Thepairdensity wavestatedi�ersfrom the stripestate(Em ery etal.,1999;Zaanen and

G unnarsson,1989),sinceitdoesnotbreak thesym m etry of�=2 latticerotations.Itisalso distinctfrom theW igner

crystalofindividualholesproposed in Ref.(Fu etal.,2004),which should havea chargeperiodicity of
p
8a�

p
8a at

thesam edoping level.Thepairdensity wavestatewas�rstproposed by Chen etal(Chen etal.,2002)in thecontext

ofthe SO (5)theory ofthe vortex state. Italso arisesnaturally from the plaquette boson approach ofAltm an and

Auerbach(Altm an and Auerbach,2002).Podolsky etal.(Podolsky etal.,2003)discussed how unconventionalstates

with translationalsym m etry breaking,including the pairdensity wave state,can be detected in STM experim ents.

Relevanceofthisstateto tunneling experim entshasalso been considered in (Andersen etal.,2003;Chen etal.,2004;

Vojta,2002).

Asweseein the globalphasediagram shown in Fig.13,the pairdensity wavestate can be stabilized neardoping

ofx = 1=8,when the superuid density (or the kinetic energy ofthe hole pairs) is sm allcom pared to interaction

energy. Thissituation can be realized in the vortex core,nearthe im purities,in the underdoped cupratesorin the

pseudo-gap phase.TheSTM experim ents(Ho�m an etal.,2002)m easuring thelocaldensity ofstatesnearthevortex

core dem onstrated a 4a � 4a checkerboard pattern,consistent with the hole pair checkerboard state(Chen et al.,

2002)shown in Fig. 45. The vortex core can be either positively ornegatively charged,depending on whether the

bulk density isgreaterorsm allerthan thatofthe nearby pairdensity wave state(W u etal.,2002). Forexam ple,if

the chem icalpotentialis such thatthe bulk SC state ison the left (right)side ofthe � = 1=8 insulator,we expect

the vortex core to have m ore (less)hole density. The STM experim entofHowald etal(Howald etal.,2002)seesa

sim ilarrealspacem odulation withouttheapplied m agnetic�eld,possibly induced by im purities(M cElroy etal.,2003)

. M ore recently,Vershinin etal(Vershinin etal.,2004)discovered a realspace m odulation ofthe density-of-states

in the pseudo-gap phaseaboveTc.Enhancem entofthe translationalsym m etry breaking in the pseudogap regim eof

the cuprateshas been proposed theoretically in Ref. (Sachdev and Dem ler,2003). The m icroscopic picture ofthis

phenom enon has been studied in Ref. (Chen etal.,2004) using an extension ofthe form alism in Ref. (Podolsky

etal.,2003)forthe pseudogap regim e.AnalysisofRef. (Chen etal.,2004)showsthatthe experim entally observed

m odulation isinconsistentwith an ordinary site centered charge density wave and the corresponding m odulation of

the Hartree-Fock potential. However,the pair density wave state provides good agreem ent with the experim ental

data.

C. Uniform m ixed phase ofantiferrom agnetism and superconductivity

Thephasediagram obtained from theclassicalcom petition between theAF and SC statesisshown in Fig.10.W e

classi�ed the phase transition broadly into three di�erenttypes.The \type1" transition involvesa direct�rstorder

phase transition between the AF and the SC phases,and the \type 2" transition involves two second order phase

transitions,with an interm ediatephasewhich isa uniform m ixtureofAF and SC.Them arginal\type1.5" transition

describesthespecialSO (5)sym m etriccasewherethechem icalpotentialrem ainsconstantin the entireuniform m ix

phase.Therefore,both \type2" and \type 1.5" transitionspredicta uniform m ixed phaseofAF and SC.

Evidence forthe AF/SC m ixed phase existsin the excessoxygen doped La2C uO 4+ y m aterial.Neutron scattering

m easurem entdetectstheonsetoftheAF orspin-density-waveordersatthesam etem peratureastheSC Tc(Leeetal.,
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1999).Thisrem arkablecoincidence isthe hallm ark ofa m ulti-criticalpoint,which we shallreturn to later.Because

the La2C uO 4+ y system has an ordering wave vector sim ilar to that ofthe La2� xSrxC uO 4 system ,it should also

be classi�ed as the \classB3" trace in the globalphase diagram ofFig. 13,passing through the \1/8" M ottlobe.

However,in this case,the M ottphase boundary likely belongsto \type 1.5 or2," where the AF and SC ordercan

coexist.

ForY B a2C u3O 6+ x m aterials,staticm agneticorderingextending tox � 0:5hasbeen observed recently usingm uon

spin rotation/relaxation m easurem entsin (M illeretal.,2003).Prelim inary neutron scattering experim entsin (Sidis

etal.,2001)and (M ook etal.,2002)also reported m agnetic ordering with a wavevector(�;�). Thus,in this case

we have AF coexisting with SC without any additionalcharge order. However,it is unclear iftwo phases coexist

uniform ly in thesem aterials.Assum ing thatfutureexperim entsverify theexistenceofa hom ogeniousphasewith AF

and SC orders,we conclude thatthe phase diagram forY B a2C u3O 6+ x m ay be understood asm oving along the B1

linelinein Figure13,when thesystem avoidsallthePDW lobesbutonly hasAF and SC orderseitherseparately or

in a uniform m ixed phase.

Evidence forthe m ixed phase ofsuperconductivity and antiferrom agnetism hasalso been obtained recently in the

�ve-layered HTSC cuprateH gB a2C a4C u5O y.In thissystem ,thethreeinnerlayersarepredom inantly antiferrom ag-

netic,whilethetwo outerlayersarepredom inantly superconducting.In a Cu-NM R study,K otegawa etal(K otegawa

etal.,2004)obtained �rm evidence that the AF inner layersinduce a sm allm agnetic m om ent in the outer layers,

establishing thecaseofan AF/SC uniform m ixed phasein thissystem .However,thistypeofAF/SC proxim ity e�ect

wasnotobserved in the arti�cially grown layerstructures(Bozovicetal.,2003).

Abovediscussionsshow thatthereisevidenceofa uniform m ixed phaseofAF and SC in theHTSC cuprates.O n

the other hand,m icroscopic probes such as STM (Pan etal.,2001) revealelectronic inhom ogeneities characteristic

ofthe \type 1" direct �rst order transition between AF and SC.Therefore,depending on m aterialdetails,som e

HTSC com poundsshow AF/SC m ixed phase,characteristicofthe \type2" behavior,while othersshow m icroscopic

separationbetween thesetwophases,acharacteristicm oreconsistentwith the\type1"behavior.Itisquiterem arkable

thatsuch di�erentphysicale�ectscan be obtained in m aterialsthatareso sim ilar.A reasonableexplanation isthat

thesystem isactually very closeto theSO (5)sym m etricpointexhibiting \type1.5" behavior.O nly in thiscasecan

a slightvariation tip the balancetowardseitherthe \type1" or\type2" behaviors.

A genuineuniform m ixed phaseofAF and SC hasbeen observed in severalheavy-ferm ion system sin som eregions

ofthepressure(P)versustem perature(T)phasediagram (K itaokaetal.,2001,2002).Recently,such coexistencewas

observed through NM R and NQ R spectrum m easurem entsin C eC u2(Si1� xG ex)2 with asm allconcentration x = 0:01

ofG e.In C eC u2Si2,SC coexistswith slowly uctuating m agneticwaves.However,forAF C eC u2G e2,which hasthe

sam elatticeand electronicstructureasC eC u2Si2,itwasfound thata SC phasecan bereached ata criticalpressure

Pc � 7:6G P a. Since C eC u2Si2 behavesat P = 0 like C eC u2G e2 atPc,it is argued that SC in C eC u2Si2 occurs

closeto an AF phase atP = 0 corresponding to a criticallattice density D = D c.Thisappearsto be the reason for

the strong AF uctuations atP = 0. A sm allconcentration ofG e expandsthe unit-cellvolum e reducing D below

D c and isthussu�cientto pin the m agnetic uctuationsand to produce AF long-rangeorderwithin the SC phase.

Noting thatD = D Si[1(VG e� VSi)x=VG e]forG edoping and thatD increaseswith pressure,onecan draw a com bined

phasediagram asa function oflattice density D (K itaoka etal.,2002).

In Ref.(K itaoka etal.,2002),it was shown that the phase diagram ofFig.46 could be understood in term s of

an SO (5) superspin picture. This could suggest that SC in C eC u2Si2 could be m ediated by the sam e m agnetic

interactionsleading to the AF statein C eC u2(Si1� xG ex)2.

D . Globalphase diagram and m ulti-criticalpoints

The SO (5) theory m akes the key prediction ofthe existence ofa m ulti-criticalpoint where TN and Tc intersect

(seeFig.10)and thegeneraltopology oftheglobalphasediagram in thespaceofquantum param eters(seeFig.13).

The goalofthis section is to establish the connection between the theoreticalquantum phase diagram proposed in

Section IV.B and the experim entalphase diagram sofvarious fam ilies ofcuprates. The underlying assum ption for

m aking such a connection isthatm ostofm aterialspeci�cpropertiescan beabsorbed into param etersofthee�ective

Ham iltonian given in Eq.(50)and in Eq.(65).

O ne ofthe m oststudied phase diagram softhe HTSC isforLa2� xSrxC uO 4.The stripe order’spresence in these

m aterialshasbeen welldocum ented by neutron scattering experim ents(W akim oto etal.,2000,2001;Yam ada etal.,

1998). Forlessthan 5% doping the system isin the insulating regim e with diagonalstripesand forhigherdopings

the system is superconducting with collinear stripes (see Fig. 47). It is naturalto relate this fam ily ofcuprates

to the B3 trajectory on the J=V -� phase diagram shown in Fig. 13: with increasing � the system goes through

a hierarchy ofstates atfractional�lling factors that correspond to insulating pair density wave states. Near these

m agic �lling factors,the SC Tc drops dram atically,while m agnetic ordering increases substantially. This is indeed
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the behavior observed in Fig. 47. As discussed in Section IV.B,the two possible patterns ofcharge ordering are

checkerboard and stripes. In the case ofLa2� xSrxC uO 4,stripe ordering m ay be stabilized by tilting the C uO 6

octahedron toward [100]tetragonaldirection (parallelto the Cu-O bonds). The phase diagram in Fig. 13 predicts

thattheordering wave-vectorstakediscretevaluesthatcorrespond to di�erentM ottinsulating PDW lobes.Forlong

range interactions PDW phases are very densely packed,so experim entally we m ay observe an alm ost continuous

dependenceofincom m ensuration on doping,such astheonediscussed in Refs.(Yam ada etal.,1998)and (W akim oto

etal.,2000).However,di�erentstatesin thehierarchy arenotequivalent.Forexam ple,at1=8 doping wehavea very

strong insulating phasewhich correspondsto insulating stripesora sim plecheckerboard pattern ofCooperpairs(see

Fig. 12). Thism ay explain a fam ous\1/8 anom aly" in the Tc vsdoping relation forthe La2� xSrxC uO 4 fam ily of

cuprates.Anotherstrong PDW phaseisfor1=16 doping,which m ay explain why supreconductivity disappearsclose

to this�lling (seeFig.47).A \staircase" ofordering wavevectorsforunderdoped cuprateshasalso been discussed in

the contextofdoping the spin-Peierlsinsulating phasein Refs.(Sachdev,2002b;Vojta and Sachdev,1999).

By adding anotherexternalparam eterwecan tuneoursystem continuously between B1 and B3 trajectories.This

was done in recent high pressure experim ents on La1:48N d0:4Sr0:12C uO 4 (Arum ugam et al.,2002;Locquet etal.,

1998;Sato etal.,2000;Takeshita etal.,2003),where the pressureofthe orderof0.1 G Pa wassu�cientto suppress

stripeordering at1/8 doping and stabilizethehigh tem peratureSC phase.Such pressureexperim entscorrespond to

m oving up along the A2 path in Fig.13.Applying pressurealong thispath can directly induce a superconductorto

insulatortransition.

In contrastto the LSC O fam ily ofHTSC cuprates,when one variesthe carrierdensity in the Y B C O orB SC O

cuprates,thereisno evidenceforthestaticchargeorder.In thesem aterials,chargeordered PDW statescan only be

realized around vortex cores(Ho�m an etal.,2002),when the e�ective Cooperpairkinetic energy isreduced,ornear

im purities(Howald etal.,2002;M cElroy etal.,2003;Vershinin etal.,2004). Therefore,we identify these m aterials

with the B1 trajectoriesin the globalphase diagram ofFig.13.In thiscase,the AF/SC boundary can be eitherbe

\type1" or\type2".G iven theevidencediscussed in section VII.C,thesesystem sseem to becloseto the\type1.5"

m arginalcase in between these two typesofphase transitions,which m eansthatthey should have the approxim ate

SO (5)sym m etry.

W ithin theclassofm aterialsexhibiting the\B 1" typeoftrajectory in theglobalphasediagram ,theSO (5)theory

m akesa distinctprediction ofthe �nite tem perature m ulti-criticalpointwhere Tc and TN intersect. An interesting

issue discussed in Secs.IV.C and IV isthe possibility ofanalyzing the criticalpropertiesofsystem s(such asm any

HTSC cuprates) showing a direct transition between an AF and a SC phase. In particular,m easuring the critical

exponentassociated with variousphysicalquantitiesnearthe bicriticalAF-SC pointcan give inform ation aboutthe

dim ension ofthe sym m etry group at the transition (Hu and Zhang,2000). Unfortunately,in the HTSC cuprates,

sam plequalitiesarenothigh enough to enablea reliablem easurem entofthe criticalbehaviornearthe m ulti-critical

pointsdiscussed above.O n theotherhand,encouragingexperim entalevidenceforan SO (5)bicriticalpointdoesexist

in a classof2D organicsuperconductorscalled B E D T salt.These m aterialshare m ostcom m on physicalproperties

with the cuprates,and the AF to SC transition can be induced by pressure. In particular,recent experim ents on

k � (B E D T � TTF )2X (K anoda,1997)revealed an interesting phase diagram in which Tc and TN intersecteach

other at a bicriticalpoint. K anoda (K anoda,1997) m easured the NM R relaxation rate 1=T1 both in the AF and

in the SC region near the bicriticalpoint. Below a characteristic tem perature T �,1=T1 diverges toward the AF

transition tem perature,while itexhibitsa spin-gap-likebehavioron the SC side.M urakam iand Nagaosa(M urakam i

and Nagaosa,2000)analyzed thisexperim entaldata in term sofa generalized LG m odelincluding both AF and SC

uctuations near the bicriticalpoint. Their study concentrated on the dynam ic criticalphenom ena,in particular

the relaxation rate 1=T1 around the bicriticalpoint. A detailed analysis ofthe data allowed the extraction ofthe

corresponding criticalexponentx. Before discussing the NM R line width,we would like to caution the readersthat

there is also a �rst order m etal-insulator transition in addition to the AF/SC transition discussed here(Lefebvre

etal.,2000).The presenceofthe criticalendpointofthem etalinsulatortransition line m ay lead to som eadditional

com plicationsin theanalysis.

O n the AF side ofthe phase diagram ,the NM R line width isproportionalto (T � TN )
� x when approaching TN

from thenorm alstate.Forsystem sfaraway from thebicriticalpoint,thedynam icalcriticalbehaviorisgoverned by

the SO (3)Heisenberg m odel,whose exponentx = x3 � 0:315. O n the otherhand,when the SO (5)bicriticalpoint

governsthe criticaldynam ics,the exponentx should changeto the SO (5)onex = x5 � 0:584,asobtained from the

�-expansion.In Fig.48,we presenta log-log plotof1=T1 vs(T � Tc)=T (from Ref.(M urakam iand Nagaosa,2000),

data from Ref.(K awam oto etal.,1995))for(A)�-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl(solid squares),and (B)deuterated

�-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br(open squares).System (A)islocated in theAF region away from thebicriticalpoint

and system (B)isnearly atthebicriticalpoint.Asonecan seefrom the�gure,thecriticalexponent,x,is0:30� 0:04

forsystem (A)and 0:56� 0:04forsystem (B).Thesevaluesofx arein reasonably good agreem entwith thetheoretical

ones,and,in particular,supportthe factthatthe AF/SC bicriticalpointisgoverned by the SO (5)sym m etric �xed

point.Thisisthe�rstexperim entwhich directly m easuresthedim ension ofthesym m etry group closeto theAF/SC
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bicriticalpointand determ inesn to be closeto 5.M oreextensivestudy nearthe criticalregion iscertainly desired.

A centralissueoftheHTSC cupratesconcernsthephaseboundary between theAF and SC phases.Itisalsoin this

region thatthe SO (5)theory m akesthe m ostdirectand distinctpredictions. Currentexperim entsdiscussed above

seem consistentwith the zero tem perature and �nite tem perature phase diagram spresented in Fig.13 and Fig.10.

However,detailed quantitativecom parison isstilllacking.Asthem aterialpropertiesoftheHTSC cupratesim prove,

directquantitative testsofthe SO (5)theory,such asthose perform ed in the organic superconductors,m ay becom e

possible.

E. The particle-particle resonance m ode in the norm alstate

In thispaperwediscussed thescenario in which theresonancepeak in theinelasticneutron scattering experim ents

(Fong etal.,1999,1995;Heetal.,2001;M ook etal.,1993;Rossat-M ignod etal.,1991b)originatesfrom thetriplet�

m odein theparticle-particlechannel.Thism odedoesnotdisappearaboveTc,butitceasesto contributeto thespin

uctuation spectrum ,sincetheparticle-particleand particle-holechannelsaredecoupled from each otherin thenorm al

state.An im portantquestion to ask iswhetherone can couple to the �-channeldirectly and establish the existence

oftheresonancealready in thenorm alstate.Thiscannotbedoneusing conventionalelectro-m agneticprobes,which

allcouple to the particle-hole channels only,but it is possible using tunnelling experim ents. Before we discuss the

speci�c proposalofBazaliy et.al.(Bazaliy et al.,1997) for detecting the � excitations,it is usefulto rem ind the

readersaboutearlierwork on m easuring pairing uctuationsin conventionalsuperconductorsabove theirtransition

tem perature (Anderson and G oldm an,1970). Asoriginally proposed by Scalapino (Scalapino,1970),the lattercan

be m easured in a sandwich system oftwo superconductorSC1 and SC2 with di�erenttransition tem peraturesin the

regim e Tc2 < T < Tc1. Resonantcoupling between Cooperpairsfrom the superconductorSC1 and the uctuating

pairing am plitudein SC2 leadsto thepeaksin theIV characteristicsatvoltagesthatcorrespond to halftheenergy of

the\preform ed" Cooperpairsin SC2.Thegeneralization ofthesetunnelling experim entsfordetecting the� m odein

the norm alstate ofthe cupratehasbeen suggested in (Bazaliy etal.,1997)and isshown in Fig.49.In place ofthe

SC2 region we now have som e cuprate m aterialthatshowsa resonancein the SC state,e.g.an underdoped YBCO ,

(electrode C in Fig 49),and in place ofthe SC1 m aterialswe have a di�erentcuprate superconductor(electrode A

in Fig 49)with a highertransition tem perature than m aterialC.The system should be in the tem perature regim e

T C
c < T < T A

c . The m ain di�erence with the set-up suggested in Ref. (Scalapino,1970)is the presence ofa thin

layerofAF insulatorbetween theA and C electrodes.Thereason forthism odi�cation isstraightforward:weneed to

probethe� channelin theC m aterialthatcorrespondsto theparticle-particlem odewith spin S = 1 and m om entum

� = (�;�), whereas the SC electrode A provides Cooper pairs with S = 0 and m om entum q = 0. If the two

m aterialsareconnected asshown in Fig.49,a Cooperpairtravellingacrossan AF layerB can em ita m agnon,which

convertsthis Cooperpairinto a �-pairand allowsresonantcoupling between superconductorA and the �-channel

ofthe \norm al" electrode C.O ne expects to �nd a resonance in the IV characteristicsofthe junction with a peak

in the tunnelling currentat a voltage which is exactly halfthe energy ofthe �-resonance in the C electrode (note

thatthispeak only appearswhen electronsare injected from A to C,so itappearson one side ofthe IV curve). A

sim plequalitativepicturedescribed abovecan bem adem orepreciseby consideringatunnelling Ham iltonian between

m aterialsA and C

H T =
X

pk�

T
d
pka

y
p�ck�e

iV t+ T
f

pk
a
y

p+ Q �
ck� �e

iV t+ h:c: (116)

Here V isthe applied voltage,the ap� and ck� operatorsreferto the electronicoperatorsin A and C with m om enta

p and k.The ratio ofthe spin ip m atrix elem entT
f

pk
to the directm atrix elem entT d

pk ison the orderof� SD W =U ,

where� SD W isthespin-density-wavegap oftheAF insulating m aterialB.Thediagram responsiblefortheresonant

contribution to thetunnelling currentisshown in Fig.50.Thetripletvertex � takesinto accountinteractionsneeded

to createa sharp �-resonancein theA electrode.Them agnitudeofthepeak in thetunnelling currentwasestim ated

in Ref.(Bazaliy etal.,1997)to be10 �A�V fora system ofarea 10� 4 cm 2.Asargued in section VI,itisnoteasy to

distinguish the particle-holeand theparticle-particleorigin ofthe � resonancebelow Tc sincethese two channelsare

m ixed.Directexperim entaldetection ofthetripletparticle-particlem odein thenorm alstatewould giveunam biguous

evidenceofthe particle-particlenatureofthe � resonancem ode.

F. Josephson e�ectin the SC/AF/SC junction

W hen discussing the relationship between d-waveSC and AF in the HTSC cuprates,one often �ndssignaturesof

the nearby m agnetic phase in experim entsperform ed on the SC m aterials.An im portantquestion to ask iswhether
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theAF insulating phaseshowsany signaturesofthenearby SC state.An intriguing setofexperim entsthatpossibly

provides such a dem onstration is the long range proxim ity e�ect observed in insulating sam ples ofY B a2C u3O 6+ x

based m aterials coupled in the a-b plane directions(Barneretal.,1991;Decca etal.,2000;Hashim oto etal.,1992;

Suzukietal.,1994).TheAF/SC proxim itye�ectwasalsoobserved byK otegawaetal(K otegawaetal.,2004),however,

it seem s to be absent in the case ofarti�cially grown c-axis coupled layers(Bozovic etal.,2003). The appearance

ofthe long range proxim ity e�ect is very naturalfrom the point ofview ofthe SO (5) theory,in which low energy

degreesoffreedom correspond to the orderparam eterrotation between the AF and SC con�gurations. A theory of

the long range proxim ity e�ectwithin the SO (5)non-linearsigm a m odelhasbeen developed in Ref.(Dem ler etal.,

1998a). Letusconsiderthe SC/AF/SC junction shown in Fig. 51. Ifwe setRe� = cos� cos�,Im � = cos� sin�,

and N 3 = sin�,then according to ourdiscussion in Section III.B (see Eqs.(36)-(39)),the junction can be described

by the e�ective Lagrangian density

L(�;�)=
�

2
f(@i�)

2 + cos2 � (@i�)
2g� g sin2 �: (117)

The anisotropy term is given by gA > 0 inside the A region,so that the AF phase would be established in the

bulk.In the SC S regionson both sidesofthe junction we have gS < 0,and we should im pose boundary conditions

� ! 0 as x ! � 1 . As discussed in Ref.(Dem ler etal.,1998a),a sim pli�ed case correspondsto taking a \strong"

superconductor lim it for which �(x = 0;d) = 0. The current phase relation can now be obtained by writing the

Euler-Lagrangeequationsforthefunctional(117)ata �xed current.Them axim alvalueof� reached atx = d=2,�0,

isdeterm ined by the equation

d

2�A
=

cos�0
p
!2s + cos2 �0

K (k)

k
2 =

sin2 �0 cos
2 �0

!2s + cos2 �0
; (118)

where K (k)isthe the com plete elliptic integralofthe �rstkind,dim ensionlesscurrent!s = I�A ,with I being the

actualcurrentthrough the junction and the characteristiclength

�A =
p
�=2gA : (119)

O n the otherhand,the equation forthe phasedi�erence acrossthe junction,��,isgiven by

�� = 2! s

cos�0
p
!2s + cos2 �0

� 1(� sin2 �0;k): (120)

Here� 1(n;k)isa com pleteellipticintegralofthethird kind.Im m ediately,onecan seethatequation (120)describes

twodi�erentkindsofbehaviorford largerorsm allerthan dc0 = ��A .W hen d > dc0 wehaveaconventionalproxim ity

e�ectwith I(��)= I 0(d)sin�� and I 0(d)/ exp(� d=�A ). W e observe,however,thatthe SC correlation length,�A
m ay bevery long ifthesystem iscloseto theSO (5)sym m etricpoint(gA ! 0 in equation (119)),which corresponds

to the long rangeproxim ity e�ect.W hen d < dc0 we getm oreintriguing behaviorin (120),where forsm allcurrents

the A region isuniform ly superconducting,i.e. �0 = 0 (proxim ity to a strong superconductorcom pletely suppresses

the AF order inside the A region),but when the current exceeds som e criticalvalue,the system goes into a state

thathasboth d-waveSC and AF orders,i.e.0 < �0 < �=2.The resulting nontrivalI(��)are shown in in Fig. 52.

W enotethattheanalysispresented abovedoesnottakeinto accountthelong rangepartoftheCoulom b interaction

between electrons.Thism ay becom e im portantforsystem swith su�ciently wide AF layersand lead to suppression

ofthe proxim ity induced SC orderin the AF layer.

Severalconsequencesofthe non-sinusoidalbehaviorofthe current-phase relation ofthe SAS junctionshave been

explored in Ref.(den Hertog etal.,1999),including current-voltagecharacteristicsin thepresenseoftherm aluctua-

tions,Shapiro steps,and theFraunhoferpattern.Decca et.al.(Decca etal.,2000)used near-�eld scanning tunnelling

m icroscopy to photo-generate Josephson junctions in underdoped thin �lm s ofY B a2C u3O 6+ x. They have veri�ed

a long range proxim ity e�ectthrough insulating layersbutobserved a conventionalFraunhoferpattern ratherthan

the one predicted in (den Hertog etal.,1999).The geom etry oftheirsam ples,however,isdi�erentfrom the system

studied in (Dem ler etal.,1998a;den Hertog etal.,1999): the interm ediate AF layer in their case is connected to

largeAF regionson both sidesofthe junctions,which suppressesrotation ofthe superspin into the SC direction.

In a related context,Auerbach and Altm an(Auerbach and Altm an,2000) applied the project SO (5) theory to

predictm ultiple Andreev resonancepeaksin the SC/AF/SC junctions.
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VIII. CO N CLUSIO N S

In a large class ofm aterials including the HTSC cuprates,the organic superconductors and the heavy ferm ion

com pounds,the AF and SC phasesoccurin closeproxim ity to each other.The SO (5)theory isdeveloped based on

theassum ption thatthesetwo phasessharea com m on m icroscopicorigin and should betreated on equalfooting.The

SO (5)theory givesa coherentdescription oftherich globalphasediagram ofthe HTSC cupratesand itslow energy

dynam icsthrough a sim plesym m etry principleand a uni�ed e�ectivem odelbased on a singlequantum Ham iltonian.

A num beroftheoreticalpredictions,including intensity dependence ofthe neutron resonance m ode,the AF vortex

state,the pair-density-wavestate and the m ixed phase ofAF and SC have been veri�ed experim entally.The theory

also sheds lighton the m icroscopic m echanism ofsuperconductivity and quantitatively correlatesthe AF exchange

energy with thecondensation energy ofsuperconductivity.However,thetheory isstillincom plete in m any waysand

lacksfullquantitativepredictivepower.W hiletheroleofferm ionsiswellunderstood within theexactSO (5)m odels,

theirrolesin the projected SO (5)m odelsare stillnotfully worked out.Asa result,the theory hasnotm ade m any

predictionsconcerning the transportpropertiesofthese m aterials.

Throughoutthehistory ofourquestforthebasiclawsofnature,sym m etry principleshavealwaysbeen thefaithful

guiding lightwhich tim e and again led usoutofdarkness. The enigm a ofHTSC posesan unprecedented challenge

in condensed m atterphysics. Reecting upon the historicaldevelopm entsofphysicaltheories,it seem sworthwhile

to carry outthe sym m etry approach to the HTSC problem to itsfulllogicalconclusion. The basic idea ofunifying

seem ingly di�erentphasesby a com m on sym m etry principlem ay also proveto beusefulforotherstrongly correlated

system s.

IX. N O TATIO N S AN D CO N VEN TIO N S

A. Index convention

�� denotePaulim atrices.

�;� = x;y;z denote SO (3)vectorspin indices.

�;�0= 1;2 denoteSO (3)spinorindices.

a;b;c= 1;2;3;4;5 denoteSO (5)superspin vectorindices.

�;� = 1;2;3;4 denote SO (5)spinorindices.

i;j= 1;5 denoteU (1)vectorindicesforsuperconductivity.

x;x0 denotesite indices.

B. D irac � m atrices

The generalm ethod introduced by Rabello et.al(Rabello etal.,1998)to constructSO (5)sym m etric m odelsuses

the �veDirac� m atrices� a (a = 1;::;5)which satisfy the Cli�ord algebra,

f�a;�bg = 2�ab: (121)

Rabello et.alintroduced thefollowingexplicitrepresentation which isnaturally adapted fordiscussing theuni�cation

ofAF and d-waveSC orderparam eters,

�1=

�
0 � i�y

i�y 0

�

�(2;3;4)=

�
~� 0

0 t~�

�

�5=

�
0 �y

�y 0

�

: (122)

Here~� = (�x;�y;�z)aretheusualPaulim atricesand
t~� denotestheirtransposition.These�ve�a m atricesform the

5 dim ensionalvectorirrepsofSO (5).Theircom m utators,

�ab = �
i

2

�
�a;�b

�
; (123)

de�ne the 10 dim ensionalantisym m etric tensorirrepsofSO (5). In the above representation,the 10 �ab’sare given

explicitly by

�15 =

�
� 1 0

0 1

�
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�(i+ 1)(j+ 1) = "ijk

�
�k 0

0 � t�k

�

(i;j= 1;2;3)

�(2;3;4)1 =

�
0 � ~��y

� �y~� 0

�

= �y

�
0 t~�

� ~� 0

�

�(2;3;4)5 =

�
0 � i~��y

i�y~� 0

�

= i�y

�
0 t~�

~� 0

�

:

These� m atricessatisfy the following com m utation relations:

�
�ab;�c

�
= 2i(�ac�

b � �bc�
a) (124)

�
�ab;�cd

�
= 2i(�ac�

bd + �bd�
ac � �ad�

bc � �bc�
ad): (125)

An im portantproperty ofthe SO (5)Lie algebra isthe pseudo-reality ofitsspinorrepresentation. Thism eansthat

thereexistsa m atrix R with the following properties:

R
2 = � 1; R

y = R
� 1 = t

R = � R; (126)

R �aR = � t�a; R �abR = t�ab: (127)

The relationsR �abR � 1 = � (�ab)� indicate thatthe spinorrepresentation is real,and the antisym m etric nature of

the m atrix R indicates that it is pseudo-real. The R m atrix plays a role sim ilar to that of��� in SO (3). In our

representation,the R m atrix takesthe form

R =

�
0 1

� 1 0

�

: (128)
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FIG .1 Phase diagram ofthe NCCO and the YBCO superconductors.
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FIG .2 (a)The spin-op transition ofthe XXZ Heisenberg m odel.(b)the M ottinsulatorto superuid transition ofthe hard-
core boson m odelorthe U < 0 Hubbard m odel.(c)Both can be described asthe spin orthe pseudospin op transition in the
SO (3)non-linear� m odel,induced eitherby the m agnetic �eld orthe chem icalpotential.
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FIG .3 (a) Zero tem perature phase diagram ofthe XXZ Heisenberg m odel,the hard-core boson m odelor the negative U

Hubbard m odel.Phase Iisthe Ising orthe CDW phase,Phase IIisthe XY orthe superuid phase and phase IIIisthe fully
polarized or the norm alphase. \Class A" transition is induced by the anisotropy param eter g = J=V ,while the \Class B "
transition isinduced by the chem icalpotentialorthe m agnetic �eld. (b)Finite tem perature phase diagram forthe \classA"
transition in D = 2. Because ofthe SO (3) sym m etry at J = V point,the transition tem perature vanishes according to the
M erm in-W agnertheorem .The dashed line denotesthe m ean �eld tem perature.(c)Finite tem perature phase diagram forthe
\classB " transition in D = 3.Tbc denotesthe SO (3)sym m etric bicriticalpoint.
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FIG .4 Illustration ofhopping processes ofthe m agnons and the hole pairs on a ladder. The cross denotes the center ofa
plaquette. An ellipse enclosing two sites denotes a spin singlet. (a) Js describes the m agnon hopping,(b) J0

s describes the
spontaneous creation and annihilation ofa m agnon pair. (c) Jc describes the hopping ofa hole pair,(d) J0

c describes the
spontaneouscreation and annihilation ofa hole pairand a particle pair.In the fullSO (5)m odel,Js = J

0
s and Jc = J

0
c.In the

projected SO (5)m odel,the particle pairstatesare rem oved and J
0
c = 0.

kjkjk

µ
SC

AFM

FIG .5 The chiralSO (5) sphere has an SO (5) sym m etric shape but allows only one sense ofthe rotation in the SC plane
(n1;n5). Sm alloscillations around the equator,or the � triplet resonance,are una�ected by the chiralprojection. However,
sm alloscillations around the north pole,or the � doublet m ode,are strongly a�ected: only one ofthe two such m odes is
retained afterthe projection.
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FIG .6 (a),(b) and (c) express the �ve bosonic states ofthe projected SO (5) m odelin term s ofthe m icroscopic states on
a plaquette. (d),(e) and (f) represent states with well-de�ned superspin directions,which can be obtained from the linear
com binationsof(a),(b)and (c).These statesare analytically de�ned in Eq.(55)and Table II.
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FIG .7 Phase diagram ofthe projected SO (5) m odel(50) (for the case Jc = 2Js � J) as a function of�s = � S =4J and
~�c = ~� c=4J . Variation ofthe chem icalpotentialchanges ~� c and traces out a one-dim ensionaltrajectory as shown on the
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FIG .8 Spectra ofthe collective excitations ofthe projected SO (5) m odelas a function ofdensity. The region 0 < � < �c

correspondsto the uniform m ixed phase ofSC and AF.Region � > �c correspondsto the SC phase.The leftpanelshowsthe
spectra ofthe spin excitations.For� < �c,there are two gaplessspin wave m odesand one gapped spin am plitude m ode.For
� > �c,there is a spin triplet � resonance m ode. The right panelshows the spectra ofthe gapless charge excitations (in the
absence oflong range interactions). For � < �c the charge m ode has quadratic dispersion. The dispersion relation changes
from ! / k

2 to ! / k forthe � > �c regim e.

FIG .9 The energy (a) and the free energy (b) can depend on the density ofa uniform AF/SC m ixed state with a negative
curvature when u12 >

p
u1u2,(classi�ed as\type 1")ora positive curvature when u12 <

p
u1u2 (classi�ed as\type 2"). The

SO (5) sym m etric lim iting case ofzero curvature,classi�ed as \type 1.5," is realized when u12 =
p
u1u2. (c) The \type 1"

phasetransition from theAF to SC state isa direct�rstordertransition.There are two second ordertransitionsfrom theAF
to SC state in the \type 2" case.SO (5)sym m etry isrealized atthe interm ediate case of\type 1.5."
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FIG .10 The�nitetem peraturephase diagram in D = 3 fortheclass\B1" transition shown in Fig.13.(a)and (b),correspond
to a direct �rst order phase transition between AF and SC,as a function ofthe chem icalpotentialand doping,respectively.
This type oftransition is classi�ed as the \type 1" transition. (c) corresponds to two second order phase transitions with a
uniform AF/SC m ix phase in between. Thistype oftransition isclassi�ed as\type 2" transition. The AF and SC transition
tem peraturesTN and Tc m erge into eithera bi-criticalTbc ora tetra-criticalpointTtc.

u/w

uv=w
2

B

H

0 unstable

v/w

FIG .11 Renorm alization group ow in the (u1=u12;u2=u12) plane. (In this �gure,u = u1,v = u2 and w = u12.) The
renorm alization group ow is initially attracted towards the sym m etric Heisenberg point labelled by H.The RG trajectories
diverge nearthe Heisenberg m odel,with a very sm allexponent.Reproduced from Ref.(M urakam iand Nagaosa,2000).
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG .12 Som e possible ground states ofthe projected SO (5) m odel(see also Fig. 6). The cross depicts an RVB like spin
singletstate on a plaquette,the arrow denotesthe direction ofthe superspin,and the open circles depicthole pairs. (a)The
plaquetteRVB stateisdescribed by �(x)= 0 on every plaquette.(b)Thein-phaseSC stripewith �(x)= 0;�=2;0;�=2 on each
stripe.(c)The superspin spiralwith �(x)= 0;�=2;�;3�=2 on each stripe.(d)Thehole paircheckerboard statewith �(x)= 0
everywhere,excepton the hole pairplaquettes,where � = �=2 and � = �=2.
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FIG .13 A typicalglobalphase diagram ofthe extended SO (5) m odelin the param eter space ofchem icalpotentialand the
ratio ofboson hopping energy over interaction energy (see Ref. (Chen etal.,2003a) for details). This phase diagram shows
self-sim ilarity am ong the insulating statesathalf-�lling and otherrational�lling fractions. There are two typesofsuperuid-
insulatortransition.Thequantum phasetransition of\classA" can beapproached by varyingthehopping energy,forexam ple,
by applying a pressure and m agnetic �eld atconstantdoping. The quantum phase transition of\class B" can be realized by
changing the chem icalpotentialordoping.Thistheoreticalphase diagram can be com pared with the globalphase diagram of
theHTSC cuprates.D i�erentfam iliesofcupratescorrespond to di�erenttracesof\classB." Forexam ple,webelieveY B C O is
B 1-like,B SC O m ay beclose to B 2-likeand LSC O isB 3-like.Theverticaldash-dotlinedenotesa boundary in theoverdoped
region beyond which ourpure bosonic m odelbecom es less accurate. Allthe phase boundaries in this�gure can be classi�ed
into direct �rst order (type 1),two second order (type 2),or a m arginalcase with enhanced sym m etry (type 1.5). Type 2
transitionsbetween CDW lobesand the superconducting state lead to interm ediate supersolid phases.
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the chem icalpotential� atT=J = 0:03. The sm allinlay showsa detailed view to the � region in which the hole-pairdensity
jum psto a �nitevalue.(b)Hole densitiesofthe coexisting phaseson the�rstordertransition line from (alm ost)zero to �nite
hole density at�= �c asa function oftem perature.
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FIG .15 (a) Phase diagram ofthe projected SO (5) m odel(see Eq. (50) with Jc = JS ) in D = 2: The squares between S and
the tricriticalpointP trace the �rst-orderline ofphase separation. The solid line from P to the rightedge ofthe plottraces
the K osterlitz-Thouless transition between the SC and the norm alstate. The dashed line separating N t (= tripletdom inated
region)and N h (= holepairdom inated region)describesthelineofequalAF and SC correlation lengths.Thesm allinlay shows
the sam e phase diagram on a larger � scale,covering the whole K T phase. The tricriticalpoint P appears as a result ofthe
M erm in-W agner theorem ,which does not allow spin ordering in D = 2 at �nite tem perature. (b) Energy ofa single m agnon
excitationsin the projected SO (5)m odelasa function ofthe chem icalpotential.Thiscorrespondsto the resonance energy of
the(�;�)peak ofthespin correlationsin theferm ionic m odel(m agnonsare de�ned to carry them om entum oftheAF order).
Thenum bersin parenthesesindicatethepeak weights,i.e.thearea underthepeak.(20� 20 latticeattem peratureT=J= 0:1).
(from Ref.(J�ostingm eieretal.,2003))
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FIG .16 Thephasediagram oftheextended SO (5)m odelobtained by theQ M C sim ulation.Theparam etersused in sim ulation
are � s = 4:8,Vc = 4:1010,V 0

c = 3:6329 and J� = V� = 0. The lines are guides to the eye only. The overalltopology ofthe
phase diagram agreeswellwith the globalphase diagram presented in Fig.13.
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(a) (b)

FIG .18 (a) The T(�) phase diagram ofthe three-dim ensionalprojected SO (5) m odelwith Js = Jc=2 and � s = � c = J. N h

is the hole-pair dom inated part,N t the tripletdom inated partofthe high-tem perature phase withoutlong-range order. The
separation line between N h and N t isthe line ofequalspatialcorrelation decay ofhole-pairsand bosons. (b)The T(�)phase
diagram ofthe3D projected SO (5)m odelasa function ofholedoping � = nh=2.The�rstordertransition linefrom S to P in
the T(�)diagram becom esa \forbidden region" due to phase separation.These two phase diagram sare consistentwith those
presented in Fig.10a-b based on generalargum ents.
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FIG .20 (a)Underthe condition speci�ed by Eq.(73),the 16 stateson a rung are classi�ed into 6 groups,each transform ing
irreducibly underthe SO (5) group. j
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are two SO (5)singletstates. The �gure also givesenergiesofallm ultipletsforthe SO (5)sym m etric ladderm odeldescribed
by equations(72)and (73).(b)Strong coupling phasediagram oftheSO (5)sym m etricladderm odelin the(U;V )space.The
E 0,E 1 and E 3 phasesare regionsin param eterspace where the respective stateshave the lowestenergy.
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FIG .21 Phase diagram ofthe bi-layerSO (5)m odelplotted asJk=J versus�.The entire phase transition line from the M ott
phase into any ofthe ordered phases is a second order quantum phase transition. The M ott insulating state has 5 m assive
collective m odes. The SO (5) sym m etric AF/SC uniform m ixed state at half-�lling has 4 gapless collective m odes. The SC
state hasa spin triplet� resonance m ode and one m asslesscharge G oldstone m ode.
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FIG .22 Evolution ofthequasi-particle stateswhen doping isreduced.(a)pured wave SC gap with nodalquasi-particles.(b)
thepured waveSC gap isrotated into an AF gap oftheform jcospx � cospyj.(c)A largeuniform com ponentoftheAF/M ott
insulating gap isdeveloped on top ofthe jcospx � cospyjgap when doping isreduced close to zero.
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FIG .23 Eigenstatesthespin 3/2 problem on a single site.The longer(shorter)arrowsdenote | Sz| = 3/2 (1/2)and the up
(down) direction denote the + ’(-) sign. The E1,4,6 (singlet),E2,5 (quartet),and E3 (quintet)sets can also be classi�ed as
SO (5)singlet,spinor,and vectorrepresentations.
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FIG .24 D oping dependence ofthe ground-state energy (two uppercurves)and staggered m agnetization (lowercurve)forthe
t� J m odelwith J=t= 0:3.Thestatewith uniform AF and d-waveSC orderhaslowerenergy com pared with thepured-wave
SC state for 0 < � < 10% ,furtherm ore,the energy ofthe uniform AF/SC m ixed state dependslinearly on �,�tting into the
SO (5)sym m etric \type 1.5" transition classi�ed in Fig.(9).Reproduced from Ref.(Him eda and O gata,1999).
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FIG .25 Exactdiagonalization resultsfor the dynam icalcorrelation function ofthe �-operatoron a 10-site Hubbard system
with U = 8treproduced from reference (M eixneretal.,1997). A single �-function-like peak with pronounced weightisvisible
near! = 0 forthe �-operator,proving the eigenoperator relation (88)in the low-energy regim e. This \precession frequency"
!� decreases with decreasing doping. An alternatively constructed \s-wave �-operator", with g(p) in Eq. (28) given by
g(p)= cospx + cospy,shown in thebottom graph exhibitsonly incoherentbehaviorand hardly any weight(notethedi�erence
in the y-scale).Here hnidenotesaverage electron density,with hni= 1 being athalf-�lling.
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FIG .26 After expanding out the coherent state (55),we obtain the m agnon and hole pair states at level�,which is the
totalnum berofm agnons and hole pairs. These states are classi�ed by their(Sz;Q )quantum num bersin (a). The energy is
independentoftheSz quantum num berbecauseoftheSO (3)spin rotation sym m etry.Theenergy can depend on Q with three
generic possibilities,as depicted in (b). (Com pare with Fig. 9). Ifthe energy dependslinearly on Q ,there is no free energy
costto rotate m agnonsand hole pairsinto each other,and the potentialenergy isSO (5)sym m etric.Thism ultipletstructure
wastested in the t� J m odeland shown in Fig.27.
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FIG . 27 The low energy states within each total spin and charge sector (Sz;Q ) of the 18-site cluster t� J m odel with
J=t= 0:5. The states are grouped into di�erent m ultiplets and are labelled by the spin,charge,point group sym m etry,and
totalm om entum . A 1 denotes the totally sym m etric, B 1 the dx2�y 2-like representation of the C 4v sym m etry group. The
quantum num bersofthese states m atch thatofthe m agnon and hole pairstates shown in Fig. 26. Furtherm ore,the energy
dependsapproxim ately linearly on Q ,dem onstrating theSO (5)sym m etry oftheinteraction potentialam ong them agnonsand
hole pairs.
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FIG .28 Low energy spectrum ofthe Hubbard m odelon a plaquette. Eigenstates by totalspin S and plaquette m om entum
qx;qy = 0;�. Truncated high energy states are shaded. The vacuum is de�ned as j
i,and quantized operators connectthe
vacuum to thelowesteigenstatesasshown.(In this�gure,ty denotesthem agnon creation operatorty� ,and b

y denotesthehole
paircreation operatorty
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FIG .29 Illustration ofthe basic idea ofthe CO RE m ethod. To im plem ent the CO RE m ethod,�rst decom pose the original
lattice in plaquettes,and then truncate the spectrum ofa given plaquette to �veloweststates,i.e,singlet,hole-pairand three
m agnon states.An e�ective Ham iltonian forthese bosonscan then be calculated using the CO RE m ethod.Left:localbosons
in the originallattice. G ray rectangle denotesthe singlet RVB vacua,circles denote holes and the setoftwo parallelvertical
arrowsdenote the m agnon. Right:localbosonson the lattice ofplaquette. Leaf-like pattern denotesa locald-wave hole-pair
on a plaquette.Canted arrow denoteslocalm agnon on a plaquette.The singletRVB vacuum isdenoted by an em pty site.
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FIG .30 This �gure illustrates the construction ofthe \superblock" and its Ham iltonian H s out oftwo neighboring blocks,
with intrablock Ham iltonian H 0 and interblock coupling V (in the block basis: (H 0)n;n 0 = h��
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FIG .31 Boson hopping energies versus Hubbard U . The intersection region near U = 8 is close to the projected SO (5)
sym m etry point.Allenergiesare in unitsoft.
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FIG .32 The orderparam eterspace ofthe SO (5)theory.� operatorperform sa rotation between the AF and the d-wave SC
states.Thissm alluctuation isthe new G oldstone m ode ofthe SO (5)theory.
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FIG .33 Thetwo particlecontinuum and the� excitation forthetight-biding m odel.Note,thatthecontinuum oftwo particle
states collapses to a point when the center ofm ass m om entum is � = (�;�). The �-m ode em erges as an anti-bound state
above the continuum .

T T= +d p d p’ d p d p’

FIG .34 D yson’sequation forthe �-resonance.Function d(p)isde�ned in equation (26).
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FIG .35 � resonance contribution to the spin susceptibility in the SC state.

.96π
π

1.04πq
0.6

0.66
ω

0

1

2

3

Im χSCLR(q,ω)

FIG .36 Spin susceptibility in theSC stateforthem odel(106)(D em leretal.,1998b).Thewavevectorisalong the0 to (�;�)
direction.Susceptibility wascom puted using theself-consistentlinearresponseform alism in Fig.35.Thepeak at(�;�)com es
from the �-resonance.
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FIG .37 Feynm ann diagram for the �-resonance below Tc contrasted with the diagram above Tc. The cross denotes the
anom alousscattering in the SC state which convertsa particle into a hole,and vice versa.

FIG .38 Suppression ofthe resonance intensity by the m agnetic �eld.Reproduced from Ref.(D aietal.,2000).

FIG .39 D oping dependence ofthe resonance energy and intensity m easured in neutron scattering experim ents.Reproduced
from Ref.(Fong etal.,2000).
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FIG .40 Tem peraturedependenceoftheresonance intensity com pared to thespeci�c heat.Reproduced from Ref.(D aietal.,
1999).
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FIG .41 SC pairing between electronsm ediated by exciting a virtualm agnon-�-m ode pair.
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FIG .42 D iagram m aticrepresentation oftheSC pairingm ediated byexcitingavirtualm agnon-�-m odepair.Solid linesdescribe
electron propogators and dashed lines describe interactions. The upper particle-hole ladder corresponds to the m agnon and
the lowerparticle-particle laddercorrespondsto the �-m ode.
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FIG .43 SC vortex with AF core.Farfrom the centerofthe vortex core,the superspin vectorliesin the SC plane and winds
around the vortex core by 2�.The superspin vectorliftsup to the AF direction asitapproachesthecenterofthevortex core.
The arrowsrepresentthe direction ofthe superspin and the colorscale representsthe m agnitude ofthe AF orderparam eter.
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FIG .44 The plot of�eld dependence ofthe AF m om ent for di�erent param eters ofthe LG theory (de�ned in Ref. (Chen
etal.,2003b)). The param eters are �1 = �2 = a

2,r1 = � 1,r2 = � 0:85,u1 = u2 = 1 and � = 42:4. Here the param eters are
chosen such that the m axim um SC order is 1 and the SC coherence length at zero �eld equals the lattice constant a ofthe
lattice m odel.(a)Field dependence fordi�erentvaluesofu12.The curvature strongly dependson u12.(b)Fitto the neutron
scattering results(K ang etal.,2003)ofthe N d1:85C e0:15C uO 4 crystalwith u12 = 0:95. B c2 isabout6:2T in thissam ple.The
experim entaldata isobtained by subtracting them agnetic �eld responsealong thecaxisby them agnetic�eld response in the
abplane,so thatthe response from the N d m om entcan be rem oved.
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FIG .45 Illustration ofthe d wave pairdensity wave state atx = 1=8. In thisstate,the d wave hole pairs occupy every four
non-overlapping plaquetteson theoriginallattice.Thechargeunitcellis4a� 4a.TheSO (5)m odelisde�ned on thecenterof
the non-overlapping plaquettes. Such a state could be realized around the vortex core,whose centerisdepicted by the cross.
In the actualrealization ofthisstate,the hole paircan be m uch m ore extended,and the AF ordering could be m uch reduced
from the classicalvalue.
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FIG .46 The com bined phase diagram asa function oflattice density D in C eC u2(Si1�x G ex)2 (D < D c )and in C eC u2Si2

(D c � D ) underpressure P . Note that D / 1=V ,where V is the unit-cellvolum e,and D = D S i[1(VG e � VS i)x=VG e]in the
form ercase.Reproduced from Ref.(K itaoka etal.,2002).
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FIG .47 D oping dependence ofthe SC transition tem perature and m agnetic m om ent for La2�x SrxC uO 4. Reproduced from
Ref.(W akim oto etal.,2001)
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FIG .48 (a) Phase diagram the two dim ensionalorganic superconductor BED T salt. Reproduced from Ref. (M cK enzie,
1997). (b) Log-log plot of T �1

1
vs (T � Tc)=T for (A) �-(BED T-TTF)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl(solid squares),and (B) deuterated

�-(BED T-TTF)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br(open squares).(D ata from (K awam oto etal.,1995).)
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FIG .49 Setting ofthe tunnelling experim entfordetecting the tripletparticle-particle � m ode in the norm alstate.
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FIG .50 Second order tunnelling diagram that gives rise to the resonant coupling ofCooper pairs and � excitations in the
junction shown in Fig.49.

FIG .51 The Superconductor-Antiferrom agnet-Superconductor(SC/AF/SC)junction
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FIG .52 Predicted current-phase characteristicsofa SC/AF/SC junction with di�erentd=dc0.


