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Spin dynam ics in a doped-M ott-insulator superconductor

W .Q . Chen and Z.Y. W eng

Center for Advanced Study, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

W e presenta system atic study ofspin dynam icsin a superconducting ground state,which itself

is a doped-M ott-insulator and can correctly reduce to an antiferrom agnetic (AF) state at half-

�lling with an AF long-range order (AFLRO ).Such a doped M ott insulator is described by a

m ean-�eld theory based on the phase string form ulation ofthe t� J m odel. W e show that the

well-known spin wave excitation in the AFLRO state at half-�lling evolves into a resonancelike

peak ata �nite energy in the superconducting state,which islocated around the AF wave vectors.

The width ofsuch a resonancelike peak in m om entum space decidesa spin correlation length scale

which isinversely proportionalto the square rootofdoping concentration,while the energy ofthe

resonancelike peak scales linearly with the doping concentration at low doping. These properties

are consistentwith experim entalobservationsin the high-Tc cuprates. An im portantprediction of

the theory isthat,while the totalspin sum rule issatis�ed atdi�erentdoping concentrations,the

weight ofthe resonancelike peak does not vanish,but is continuously saturated to the weight of

theAFLRO atzero-doping lim it.Besidesthelow-energy resonancelike peak,wealso show thatthe

high-energy excitations stilltrack the spin wave dispersion in m om entum space,contributing to a

signi�cantportion ofthetotalspin sum rule.Theuctuationale�ectbeyond them ean-�eld theory

isalso exam ined,which is related to the broadening ofthe resonancelike peak in energy space. In

particular,wediscusstheincom m ensurability ofthespin dynam icsby pointingoutthatitsvisibility

isstrongly tied to the low-energy uctuationsbelow the resonancelike peak.W e �nally investigate

theinterlayercoupling e�ecton thespin dynam icsasa function ofdoping,by considering a bilayer

system .

PACS num bers:74.20.M n,74.25.H a,75.40.G b

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

Them easurem entofspin dynam icsin thecupratesuperconductorsisuniquely im portant.Thisisbecausethespin

degrees offreedom constitute the predom inant part ofthe low-lying electronic degrees offreedom ,i.e., 1 � � per

site,ascom pared to the charge degreesoffreedom atsm allhole concentration,� per site. Such a large im balance

between the spin and chargenum bersare usually regarded asa key indicatorthatthe underlying system isa doped

M ott insulator1. O n generalgrounds,the corresponding spin dynam ics is expected to be distinctly di�erent from

a conventionalBCS superconductor. The latter is based on the Ferm i-liquid description in which the elem entary

excitations are quasiparticles that carry both charge and spin. An extrem e case is at half-�lling,where the whole

chargedegreesoffreedom getfrozen atlow energy and only thespin degreesoffreedom rem ain intactin thecuprates,

whosedynam icsiswellcharacterized by the Heisenberg m odel2.

Experim entally,anom alousproperties ofspin dynam ics have been observed throughoutthe cuprate fam ily. The

parentcom pound athalf-�lling isa M ottinsulatorin which spinsform AFLRO below a N�eeltem perature TN .The

elem entary excitation isa gaplessbosonicG oldstonem ode,i.e.,thespin wavein theordered phase.AFLRO and the

spin-wave excitation disappear beyond som e criticalconcentration ofholes introduced into the system . Except for

som e residualsignature ofspin wavesathigh energies,the low-lying spin-wave-type excitation iscom pletely absent

once the system becom es a superconductor. It is replaced by a resonancelike peak at a doping-dependent energy

around the AF wave vector Q A F = (�;�), as observed �rst in the optim ally doped YBCO com pound3,4, where

the dynam ic spin susceptibility function m easured by inelastic neutron scattering showsa sharp peak at!res = 41

m eV;whosewidth iscom parableto theresolution lim itoftheinstrum ents.Sim ilarresonancelikepeak hasalso been

observed in the underdoped YBCO com pounds5 (where the resonancelike peak persists into the pseudogap phase

above the superconducting transition),Tl-based6 and Bi-based7 com pounds. In the LSCO com pound,although no

such a sharp peak hasbeen found,the low-lying spin excitation isnonethelessnon spin-wave-like,which m ay be still

regarded asa very broad peak in energy space8.W ith m uch sharperlinewidth in m om entum space,doping-dependent

incom m ensurate splittings around Q A F have been clearly identi�ed in LSCO 9,10. Sim ilar incom m ensurability,even

though notasprom inentasin LSCO ,hasbeen also established in underdoped YBCO recently11,12,13.

Theoretically,a greatchallengeishow to naturally connectthespin dynam icathalf-�lling with thatin the super-

conducting phasein which thedoping concentration can beaslow asa few percentperCu site.Thatis,although the

low-energy,long-wavelength behaviorm ay changequalitatively in the superconducting phase,thenum berofspinsin

the background isstillquite close to half-�lling,which farexceedsthe num berofdoped holes. Physically itisvery
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hard to im agine that the short-range,high-energy spin correlationswould be changed com pletely by a few percent

to ten percentdoping. However,in a BCS superconductor,the upper spin energy scale isusually setby the Ferm i

energy �f
14,such that in the localspin susceptibility one has to integrate over the frequency up to �f in order to

recoverthe correctsum rule of1� � spin persite.Norm ally �f ism uch largerthan J.Thus,why there should be a

giganticincreasein theupperspin energy in thedoped case,com pared to thehalf-�lling,posesa seriouschallengeto

any approach based on the d-waveBCS-typetheory in which the spin dynam icissolely contributed by quasiparticle

excitations.Experim entally the upperenergy scale exhibited in the dynam ic spin susceptibility issetby � 2J (J is

thesuperexchangecoupling)athalf-�lling,in consistency with theprediction by theHeisenberg m odel,and isslightly

reduced in the optim al-doped superconducting phase8. No trace ofany other new high-energy scale has been ever

reported in the doped regim ein spin channels.

Asforthelow-energyfeature,liketheresonancelikepeakstructureobservedintheexperim ents,theoreticalproposals

areranged from theRPA uctuationsin theparticle-holechannelwithin thefram ework ofBCS14 orgeneralized BCS

theories15,16 to som enovelm echanism oftheso-called � m odein theparticle-particlechannelin the SO (5)theory17,

which iscoupled totheparticle-holechannelin thesuperconductingphase.An im portantquestion,notbeingproperly

addressed yet,is whatis the connection,ifany,ofsuch a resonancelike spin m ode with the spin wave in the zero-

doping lim it. Nam ely,how a few percent ofdoped holes can continuously reshape a spin-wave excitation into a

non-propagating localm ode, with an AFLRO turning into short-range spin correlations. This question and the

previoushigh-energy oneconstitutetwo ofm ostfundam entalissuesin an approach based on doped M ottinsulators.

In this paper,we putforward a system atic description ofthe evolution ofspin dynam icsasa function ofdoping

in a doped-M ott-insulator superconductor. It is described by a bosonic resonating-valence-bond (RVB) m ean-�eld

theory18 based on the phase-string form ulation19 ofthe t� J m odel. Athalf-�lling,the m ean-�eld theory reduces

to theSchwinger-boson m ean-�eld state20,which wellcharacterizesAFLRO and spin-waveexcitationsin theground

state. At �nite doping,the m ean-�eld theory depicts how the spin dynam ics is inuenced by the doping e�ect in

going into thesuperconducting state.In particular,weshow how a resonancelikepeak centered around Q A F em erges

outofspin wavesfrom theAFLRO phase.A uniqueprediction forexperim entisthattheweightoftheresonancelike

peak continuously evolvesinto thatofthe AFLRO in the zero-doping lim it. O n the otherhand,the totalweightof

the dynam ic susceptibility function,which extendsslightly over� 2J in energy,stillsatis�esthe sum rule thatthe

totalspin num beris1� � persite.

In thisuni�ed m ean-�eld description,doping-dependentresonancelikeenergy and spin correlation length arequan-

titatively determ ined.Besidesthe low-energy resonancelikepeak structurenearQ A F,therestillexistsa high-energy

spectrum whose envelope roughly tracksthe spin wave dispersion asa residuale�ectin the superconducting phase.

W e also consider som e leading uctuationale�ect beyond the m ean-�eld theory on the lineshape ofthe spectral

function,and discussthe incom m ensurability and itsvisibility in thisfram ework.W e �nally introducethe interlayer

superexchangecouplingand investigatehow thespin dynam icschangesin theeven and odd channelsforadouble-layer

system .Com parisonswith the experim entalm easurem ents,m ostly by inelasticneutron scattering,arem ade.

The rem ainderofthe paperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,a system aticstudy ofspin dynam icsin the bosonic

RVB m ean-�eld stateforthesingle-layersystem ispresented.In Sec.III,uctuationale�ectsbeyond the m ean-�eld

theory,due to the chargedensity uctuations,are discussed.In Sec.IV,the interlayercoupling fora bilayersystem

isconsidered.Finally,a sum m ary isgiven in Sec.V.

II. SP IN D Y N A M IC S IN M EA N FIELD D ESC R IP T IO N

A . B osonic RV B state at half-�lling

Spin dynam icsofthe cupratesathalf-�lling iswelldescribed by the two-dim ensional(2D)AF Heisenberg m odel.

Although a conventionalspin-wave theory is quite successfulin understanding the low-lying excitation spectrum of

the Heisenberg Ham iltonian,to m akethe theory applicableorm odi�able to the caseswithoutAFLRO ,like at�nite

tem peraturesorin doped regim es,weshalluse the Schwinger-boson form ulation asourstarting pointathalf-�lling.

The m ean-�eld theory20 based on the Schwinger-boson form ulation can characterize the AFLRO and spin-wave

excitation fairly wellin the ground state. Itsm ean-�eld wavefunction underthe G utzwillerprojection willhave the

sam e form 21 asthe variationalbosonic RVB wavefunctionsproposed by Liang,Doucot,and Anderson22. The latter

can produce very accuratevariationalenergiesaswellasthe AF m agnetization forthe Heisenberg m odel,indicating

thatthe state correctly capturesboth long-rangeand short-rangespin correlations. Such an approach isthuscalled

bosonic RVB description,which is to be generalized to �nite doping in the next subsection. In the following,we

briey review som ebasicequationsofthe bosonicRVB m ean-�eld theory athalf-�lling.

In the Schwinger-boson form ulation,the spin operatorscan be expressed by the Schwinger-boson operatorbi� as

follows
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S
+

i
= (� 1)ib

y

i"
bi#; (1)

(note that a staggered sign factor (� 1)i is explicitly introduced here in contrast to the originalde�nition20),and

S
�
i = (S

+
i )

y;while Szi =
P

�
�b

y

i�bi�:The Schwinger bosons satisfy the constraint
P

�
b
y

i�bi� = 1:The m ean-�eld

stateischaracterized by the bosonicRVB orderparam eter

�
s
0 =

X

�

hbi�bj�� i; (2)

which leadsto the following e�ectiveHam iltonian,obtained from the half-�lling t� J (Heisenberg)m odel:

H s = �
J� s

0

2

X

hiji�

b
y

i�b
y

j�� + H :c:+ const:+ �

 
X

i�

b
y

i�bi� � N

!

; (3)

where the last term involves a Lagrangian m ultiplier � to enforce the globalconstraint of totalspinon num ber,
P

i�
b
y

i�bi� = N .

Them ean-�eld HeisenbergHam iltonian (3)can bestraightforwardlydiagonalized by theBogoliubovtransform ation

bi� =
X

k

!k�(i)(ukk� � vk
y

k��
); (4)

as

H s =
X

k�

E k
y

k�
k�: (5)

Here,!k�(i)=
1p
N
ei�k�ri;and the coherentfactors,uk and vk;aregiven by

uk =
1
p
2

r
�

E k

+ 1; vk =
sgn(�k)
p
2

r
�

E k

� 1; (6)

where�k = � J� s
0(coskxa+ coskya)and

E k =

q

�2 � �2
k
: (7)

Finally,in a self-consistentm anner,theRVB orderparam eter� s
0 and theLagrangian m ultiplier� aredeterm ined by

the following self-consistentequations

j� s
0j
2
=

1

2N

X

k

�2
k

JE k

coth
�Ek

2
; (8)

2 =
1

N

X

k6= 0

�

E k

coth
�Ek

2
+ n

b
B C ; (9)

in which nbB C isthe contribution from the Bosecondensation ofthe Schwingerbosons,leading to an AFLRO ,which

happensifE k becom esgapless.Notethat� = 1=T and theAFLRO disappears(nbB C = 0)ata �nitetem peratureT.

B . B osonic RV B description at �nite doping

Although AF correlationsathalf-�llingarewellcaptured by them ean-�eld Ham iltonian H s in (3),thedopinge�ect

on the spin background isa highly nontrivialissue.

Based on the phase-string form ulation19,which isan exactreform ulation by sorting outthe m ostsingulardoping

e�ect,i.e.,thephasestring e�ectin thet� J m odel,a generalized m ean-�eld Ham iltonian describing thespin degrees

offreedom can be obtained18 asfollows
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H s = �
J� s

2

X

hiji�

b
y

i�b
y

j�� e
i�A

h

ij + H :c:+ const:+ �

 
X

i�

b
y

i�bi� � (1� �)N

!

: (10)

Com pared to the half-�lling case,H s in (10)di�ersfrom (3)m ainly by the em ergenceofa gauge�eld A h
ij de�ned

on the nearest-neighboring (NN)link (ij);satisfying the following constraint

X

hiji2c

A
h
ij = �

X

l2
 c

n
h
l; (11)

wherecisa,say,counter-clockwise-oriented closeloop and 
c isthearea enclosed by c:O n theright-hand-side(rhs)

of(11),nhl denotesthenum beroperatorofdoped holesatsitel.Therefore,thedoping e�ectexplicitly entersin (10)

through thegauge�eld A h
ij asifeach holecarriesa �ctitious� uxoid asseen by spinonsin H s.In (10),thebosonic

RVB orderparam eterisgiven by

�
s
=
X

�

D

e
�i�A

h

ijbi�bj��

E

N N
(12)

forNN sitesiand j.Athalf�lling,because there isno hole,itisobviousthatA h
ij = 0,and � s reducesback to � s

0

de�ned in (2).

Note that the doping concentration � also enters Hs through the Lagrangian m ultiplier � which im plem ents the

globalcondition
P

i�
b
y

i�bi� = (1� �)N .Butatlow doping,thee�ectofm issing spinsrepresented by such a term will

befarlessdram aticthan thetopologicalgauge�eld A h
ij:Thelatterreectsthesingularphasestring e�ect

19 induced

by the hopping ofdoped holeson the AF spin background.

Corresponding to H s in (10),the spin operatorsin the phasestring form ulation
19 read

S
+

i = (� 1)iei�
h

i b
y

i"
bi#; (13)

S
�
i = (S

+
i )

y;and Szi =
P

�
�b

y

i�bi�;respectively:Com pared to theSchwinger-boson form ulation in (1),an extra phase

�h
i appearsin (13),which satis�es� h

i � �h
j = 2A h

ij (ij2 spin sites)and ensuresthe spin rotationalsym m etry ofthe

e�ective Ham iltonian (10).

Equation (10)isby naturea gaugem odel.Butin thesuperconducting ground state,dueto theBosecondensation

ofbosonic holonsin the bosonic RVB theory18,the spin Ham iltonian H s willbecom e quite sim pli�ed asA h
ij can be

approxim ately treated asdescribing a uniform ux with a strength

X

�
A
h
ij = ��: (14)

Then we can introduce the following Bogoliubov transform ation to diagonalize (10),justlike (4)in diagonalizing

(3),

bi� =
X

m

!m �(i)(um m � � vm 
y
m �� ): (15)

W ith a standard procedure,weobtain

H s =
X

m �

E m 
y
m �m �; (16)

with the spinon spectrum

E m =
p
�2 � �2m : (17)

In thisschem e,�m and !m �(i)= !�m �� (i)areeigenvaluesand eigenfunctionsofthe following equation

�m !m �(i)= �
J� s

2

X

j= N N (i)

e
i�A

h
ij!m �(j): (18)
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and the coherentfactors,um and vm ;aregiven by

um =
1
p
2

r
�

E m

+ 1; vm = sgn(�m )
1
p
2

r
�

E m

� 1: (19)

Finally,� and � s can be determ ined by the self-consistentequations

j� sj
2
=

1

2N J

X

m

�2m

E m

coth
�Em

2
; (20)

2� � =
1

N

X

m 6= 0

�

E m

coth
�Em

2
+ n

b
B C : (21)

HerenbB C isthe contribution ofthe condensation ofspinons,ifan AFLRO existslikein the half-�lling case.

The above m ean-�eld form ulation isessentially the sam e asthe one outlined in Ref.18. Forsim plicity and clarity,

herewehavenotexplicitly included an approxim atedoping-correction factorin (20)(� 1� 2�)aswewillbem ainly

concerned with the evolution ofspin dynam icsatlow doping. Such additionalcorrectionsfrom doped holescan be

alwaysincorporated by sim ply replacing thesuperexchangecoupling J with a doping-dependentJeff which isquickly

reduced athigherdoping concentrations.A spin feedback e�ectfrom the hopping term isnotincluded either,which

resultsin a shiftof� to �m in E m
18,withoutqualitatively changing the physicalconsequences.

C . Spin dynam ics in superconducting ground state
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FIG .1: The density ofstates (D O S)ofthe m ean-�eld spinon spectrum E m at doping � = 0:125. Inset: the D O S in the AF

state athalf�lling.

1. Excitation spectrum E m

According to them ean-�eld schem eoutlined above,wecan num erically determ inethem ean-�eld ‘spinon’spectrum

E m de�ned in (17).
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Asan exam ple,wesolvetheeigenequation (18)and self-consistentequations(20)and (21)atdoping concentration

� = 0:125.The chem icalpotential� isfound to be 1:819J while the RVB orderparam eter�s is0:993.In contrast,

athalf�lling,the resultsare� = 2:316J and � s
0 = 1:158.

In Fig. 1,the density ofstates (DO S) ofthe spectrum E m for � = 0:125 is shown in the m ain panel,while the

half-�lling case isplotted in the insetforcom parison. The �gure showsthatthe two spectra are qualitatively very

di�erent.Athalf-�lling,thespectrum iscontinuousand gapless,with a largedensity ofstatesatthem axim alenergy

which isslightly above2J.In thesuperconducting state,thespectrum becom esdiscretized levels.Thisdiscretelevels

aredueto thefactthatthespectrum �m asthesolution of(18)hasa Hofstadterspectrum astheresultofthevector

potentialA h
ij given in (14). Note thatthe distribution ofthe Landau-level-like structure in Fig. 1 rem ainsuneven,

which reectsthe factthatthe average density ofstatesincreaseswith energy,asseen athalf-�lling. The m axim al

energy isslightly lessthan 2J at� = 0:125.

Itisim portantto notethatthereisa gap between the lowestdiscreteleveland zero energy,which is� 0:265J for

� = 0:125.Therewillno m orespinon Bosecondensation nbB C 6= 0 such thatthe AFLRO no longerexists.

2. Dynam ic spin susceptibility

Afterdiagonalizing thee�ectiveHam iltonian H s,thespin susceptibility can beobtained straightforwardly.Dueto

the spin rotationalinvariance18,one m ay only considerthe ẑ-com ponentsusceptibility,which can be derived based

on theM atsubara G reen’sfunction � hT�S
z
j(�)S

z
i(0)i.W ith thestandard procedureoutlined in Ref.18,theim aginary

partofthe dynam icspin susceptibility atzero tem perature isgiven by

�
00
(Q ;!)=

�

8

X

m m 0

Cm m 0(Q )

�
�2 � �m �m 0

E m E m 0

� 1

�

sgn(!)�(j!j� Em � E m 0); (22)

where

Cm m 0(Q )�
1

N

X

ij

e
iQ �(xi�x j)!m �(i)!

�
m �(j)!

�
m 0�(i)!m 0�(j): (23)

Thediscreteenergy levelsofE m illustrated in Fig.1 willshow up in �00(Q ;!):W eplotthepositionsofthesepeaks

in �00(Q ;!)in energy and m om entum space,aswellastheFW HM (fullwidth ofhalfm axim um )in m om entum space,

in Fig.2.Them om entum scan in Fig.2(a)isalong (�;q)direction and isalong thediagonal(q;q)in Fig.2(b).O ne

seesthateach discreteenergy correspondsto a �nite width in m om entum asdepicted by a �nite bar.

For com parison,the spin-wave peak positions at half-�lling are shown as dotted curves in Fig.2. At � = 0:125;

although thespin excitationsareno longerpropagating m odes,asevidenced by theat(dispersionless)sm allbarsat

discreteenergies,theenvelopeoftheoverallspectrum athigh energiesstillapproxim ately track thedispersion ofthe

spin waveathalf-�lling,with a slightly softened spin-wavevelocity.Notethatthereareactually som em orepeaksat

even higherenergiesthan in Fig.2,buttheirweightism uch reduced due to thecoherentfactorsin �00(Q ;!)(seethe

localspin susceptibility below).

Fig.2 clearly depicts how the spin excitations in the superconducting state continuously evolves from the spin-

wave picture athalf-�lling. The rem nanthigh-energy spin wave signature at�nite doping is a very unique feature

in thisapproach. Recently,such a high-energy spin wave feature hasbeen reported23 in underdoped YBa2Cu3O 6:5

com pound.

In the following,weturn ourattention to the lowestpeak in Fig.2,which hasthe largestweightasm arked by the

darkestFW HM bar.

3. Resonancelike peak around AF wave-vector Q A F

Let us consider two special m om enta, Q 0 = (0;0) and Q A F = (�;�). For Q = Q 0, with the relationP

i
!m �(i)!

�
m 0�(i)= �m m 0,we haveCm m 0(Q 0)=

1

N
�m m 0 such that

�
00
(Q 0;!)=

�

8N

X

m

�
�2 � �2m � E 2

m

E 2
m

�

sgn (!)�(j!j� 2Em )= 0:
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FIG .2: The dispersive behavior of the spin excitation in the superconducting state (� = 0:125), in com parison with the

spin-wave dispersion at half-�lling (dashed curve). The peak positions of�00 in Q - and !-space are shown along di�erent

Q -directions: (a)along the diagonaldirection,Q = (q;q);(b)along Q = (�;q). The solid barsm ark the widthsofthe peaks

in the m om entum space (see text):

Nam ely,thereisno signatureof�00(Q ;!)atthe ferrom agneticm om entum Q 0:

Atthe AF m om entum Q A F,one has

Cm m 0(Q A F)=
1

N

X

ij

(� 1)i�j !m �(i)!
�
m �(j)!

�
m 0�(i)!m 0�(j): (24)

In theeigenequation (18),itcan beeasily shown thatforany given statem thereisa corresponding state �m with the

relation �m = � ��m and !m �(i)= (� 1)i! �m �(i).Then (24)isreduced to

Cm m 0(Q A F)=
1

N

X

ij

!m �(i)!
�
m �(j)!

�
�m 0�(i)! �m 0�(j)=

1

N
�m �m 0:
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FIG .3:D ynam icspin susceptibility �00(Q A F = (�;�);!)in thesuperconductingphasewith � = 0:125 (solid curve).Eg denotes

theposition oftheresonancelikepeak.Thedotted curveisfortheAF stateathalf�lling.Inset:theevolution oftheresonance

peak atvariousdopings.

and the dynam ic spin susceptibility atQ A F can be sim pli�ed to

�
00
(Q A F;!)=

�

4N

X

m

�
�2m

E 2
m

�

sgn(!)�(j!j� 2Em ): (25)

The num ericalresult of�00(Q A F;!) at � = 0:125 is shown in Fig. 3 by the solid curve. The dotted curve is

calculated athalf-�lling,which divergesas 1=!2 at! ! 0,in consistency with the spin-wave theory. Thus,in the

superconducting phase,a resonancelikepeak appearsatQ A F with a �nite energy E g = 0:53J at0:125 (twice bigger

than that ofE m shown in Fig.1):Note that higher energy (harm onic) peaks in �00(Q A F;!) are greatly reduced in

strength in Fig.3 due to the coherence factor
�
2

m

E 2
m

in (25). So only the lowestpeak atE g isclearly exhibited around

Q A F.

W e furtherplotthe resonancelike peak energy E g asa function ofhole concentration in Fig. 4. Atsm alldoping,

E g islinearly proportionalto �;Eg = 3:3�J;which isextrapolated to zero athalf-�lling,wherethegaplessspin wave

isrecovered. Note thatin the presentapproach,the superconducting ground state isextrapolated to � = 0+ . In a

m ore carefulstudy ofthe low-doping regim e (beyond the m ean-�eld approxim ation in the phase string m odel) has

revealed thatthe AF state actually willsurvive up to a �nite doping concentration,� < xc ’ 0:04324. In thatcase,

one �nds24 thatE g vanishesat� = xc following a square rootbehavir: E g /
p
� � xc as� ! xc,asshown by the

dashed curvein Fig.4.

Them om entum pro�leoftheresonancelikepeak atE g isshown in a three-dim ensionalplotin Fig.5 at� = 0:125.

It shows an intrinsic broadening of �00(Q ;E g) in m om entum around Q A F, which can be well�t by a G aussian

distribution function

�
00
(Q ;E g)/ exp

�

�
(Q � Q A F)

2

2�2

�

: (26)

The resultsfordi�erenthole concentrationsare given in Fig. 6(a)along the diagonalm om enta Q = (q;q):O ne can

adjust � to m ake alldata wellcollapse onto a single G aussian function of(26) as shown in the inset ofFig. 6(a).

Theobtained broadening � turnsoutto benicely scaled linearly with
p
� [seein Fig.6(b)].Sim ilarplotscan bedone

along di�erentQ scanscentered atQ A F and generally onehas� /
p
� in alldirections.
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FIG .4:Thedoping dependenceoftheresonancelikepeak energy E g.Thestraightlineillustratesthelineardoping dependence

atsm all�.Thedashed curveshowsa Eg /
p
� � xc behavioriftheAF statesurvivesata �nitedoping xc;asshown in Ref.

24
.
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50
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''(
Q

, E
g)
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FIG .5:M om entum distribution of�00(Q ;!)at! = E g (� = 0:125).

Ifwe neglect the sm allanisotropy along di�erent m om entum directions centered at Q A F and perform a Fourier

transform ation to (26),weobtain the real-spacecorrelation

�
00
(R ;!)/ exp(�

�2R 2

2
)� exp(�

R
2

�2
) (27)
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FIG .6:(a)M om entum distribution of�
00
(Q ;E g),scanned alongthediagonaldirection Q = (q;q)atvariousholeconcentrations.

Theintensitiesarenorm alized atthem axim um s.Theinsetshowsthatthedatain them ain panelcan bewell�tintoaG aussian

function exp(� (Q � Q A F)
2
=2�

2
),with � being scaled aslinearly proportionalto

p
�,asshown in (b).
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0
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FIG .7:The relation between the spin correlation length �=a and the hole concentration �.The solid curve is 2

�
p
�
.The inset

isthe experim entalresultsgiven in Ref.
9
.
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with � =
p
2

�
.Thus,thespin-spin correlation function decaysexponentially with the distancein the superconducting

phase. Thisisconsistentwith a spin gap E g opening up in the spin excitation spectrum . In Fig. 7,� iswell�tby

the solid curve

� = a

r
2

��
: (28)

In theinset,theexperim entalresultobtained in LSCO 9 ispresented forcom parison.Thegeneraltrend of�=a / 1=
p
�

in both the experim entand theory isquite telling.

In Sec. III,we shallfurtherdiscussthe m om entum pro�le and longerspin correlation lengthsatlower energies,,

related to those seen in the LSCO com pound9,10,when the uctuation e�ectisconsidered.
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Eg

0.080.060.04  

 

FIG .8:Localsusceptibility �
00
L (!)in thesuperconducting phase(solid curve)with � = 0:125,and athalf�lling (dashed curve).

Inset:the evolution ofthe lowestpeak (the resonance peak)atdi�erentdopings.

4. Localsusceptibility and spin sum rule

The localspin susceptibility �00L (!)isalso an im portantquantity.Itisde�ned by

�
00
L(!)=

Z
d2Q

(2�)
2
�
00
(Q ;!);

which describesthe on-sitespin-spin correlation.Based on (22),oneobtains

�
00
L(!)=

�

8

X

m m 0

K m m 0

�
�2

E m E m 0

� 1

�

sgn(!)�(j!j� Em � E m 0); (29)

where

K m m 0 �
1

N

X

i

j!m �(i)j
2j!m 0�(i)j

2
: (30)
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The num ericalresults of�00L(!) at � = 0:125 and � = 0 are presented in Fig.8 by the solid and dashed curves,

respectively. The low-energy partsin both casesare sim ilarto those seen in �00(Q ;!)around Q A F (Fig. 3),asthe

AF correlationsaredom inantatlow energies.Athigh energies,m oreexcitationswhich in m om entum spacedisperse

away from Q A F;asshown in Fig.2,areclearly presentin �
00
L(!):W eseethatthem ain band extendsup to � 2:3J at

half-�lling,whileisslightly reduced to around � 2:1J at� = 0:125:Theseupper-bound spin excitationsareexpected

to be seen nearthe Brillouin zoneboundary (see Fig.2).

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
0.0

0.2

0.4

 

 

W
ei

gh
t

total

AFLRO
resonance-like peak

FIG .9: The spin spectralweight vsdoping. O pen squares: the totalweight;closed squares: the weight ofthe resonancelike

peak around Q A F ;closed triangles:theweightoftheAFLRO peak athalf�lling.Thedashed line isthetotalweightfrom the

exactsum rule,which isrescaled to coincide with the m ean-�eld value at� = 0 in orderto com pare the doping dependence:

Although theintensity ofeach peak isphysically notvery m eaningful,theweigh ofthepeak is.Thereason isthat

thereisa sum ruleaboutthe localdynam icspin susceptibility:

W total�

Z

d! [1+ n(!)]�
00
L (!)= h(Szi)

2i; (31)

wheretheBosedistribution n(!)= 1=
�
e�! � 1

�
:Itm eansthatthetotalweightofthespin susceptibility isrelated to

an averaged spin num berpersite.Athalf�lling,itisobviously thath(Sz
i)

2iisexactly 1=4.At�nitedoping,h(Sz
i)

2i

should be reduced (1� �)=4.

In the bosonicRVB m ean �eld state,the totalweightcan be calculated by

W total=
1

4N

X

i�

hb
y

i�bi�i

�

1+ hb
y

i�bi�i

�

: (32)

By using hb
y

i�bi�i= (1� �)=2,we have W total =
1

8
(1� �)(3� �):At half-�lling,the totalweightis3

8
ascom pared

to the exact result 1=4. The discrepancy is due to the relaxation ofthe no double occupancy to a globallevelin

the Schwinger-boson m ean-�eld theory20.In Fig.9,the doping dependence ofW total isshown with the exactresult

(dashed line)rescaled at� = 0:

W e also show the integrated weightofthe resonancelikepeak in Fig.9 (solid curveswith fullsquares),de�ned by

W peak �

Z

peak

d! [1+ n(!)] �
00
L(!): (33)

At � = 0:125,the weight ofthe peak is about 0:09;while the totalweight is about 0:314,i.e., nearly 1=3 ofthe

totalweight is concentrated on the resonancelike peak. In Fig. 9,one can see that with the increase ofdoping
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concentration,W peak actually getsslightly increased,whereasW total is reduced. Nam ely,the resonancelike peak in

thesuperconducting phasewillbecom eeven m oreprom inentapproaching theoptim aldoping from theunderdoping.

O n the other hand, as the doping concentration is reduced to zero, W peak does not sim ply vanish. Instead, it

approachesto a �nite value which precisely coincideswith the weightofthe delta function at! = 0 and Q = Q A F

in the dynam ic spin structure function athalf-�lling,which representsthe AFLRO .Earlieron,we haveseen thatat

� ! 0 both Eg and the width � ofthe peak in m om entum space go to zero.So the resonancelikepeak continuously

crossesoverto the AFLRO athalf-�lling.

III. SP IN D Y N A M IC S B EY O N D M EA N -FIELD A P P R O X IM A T IO N

So farourdiscussionson spin dynam icshave allbeen based on a generalized m ean-�eld theory,characterized by

the RVB orderparam eter � s [(12)]. Such a m ean-�eld theory works quite wellat half-�lling overa wide range of

tem perature(� J=kB )in describing variousrangesofspin-spin correlations.In particular,the nearest-neighbor(nn)

spin correlation isdirectly related to � s by

hSi� Sjinn = �
3

8
j� sj: (34)

It thus provides an im portantjusti�cation for the doped case: Since spin-spin correlations,especially short-ranged

ones,should not be ‘washed out’im m ediately by the holes at sm alldoping,the nn RVB pairing � s and thus the

presentm ean-�eld stateunderpinned by theRVB orderparam eterisexpected to persistovera �niterangeofdoping,

solongasthespin correlation length isnolessthan thenn distance(i.e.,thelatticeconstant).In general,thee�ective

Ham iltonian (10)isonly valid within a low-doping regim e of� s 6= 0 which de�nesa pseudogap regim e in the phase

string m odel. Since a spin gap opens at �nite doping in this regim e,as shown in the last section,the am plitude

uctuation ofthe RVB param eterusually isnotvery im portant.

Furtherm ore,we note that even within such a pseudogap phase characterized by a �nite � s,the e�ective RVB

description isnota usualm ean-�eld theory beyond the half-�lling. G enerally speaking,the e�ective spinon Ham il-

tonian (10)isa gauge m odel,in which the topologicalgauge �eld A h
ij describes� uxoidsbound to holesaccording

to (11). Nam ely,this is nota spinon-only m odeland the hole-doping e�ect enters the Ham iltonian via A h
ij,which

representsthenontrivialfrustration on thespin degreesoffreedom from them otion ofholes.In theprevioussection,

thee�ectofA h
ij hasbeen treated in a m ean-�eld approxim ation.In the following,weshalldiscusshow to go beyond

thism ean-�eld level.

A . Fluctuations induced by the density uctuations ofholes

To exam inethee�ectofuctuationsin A h
ij on spin dynam icsbeyond them ean-�eld approxiam tion,onehasto �rst

dealwith theholedensity uctuations.In thephasestring m odel,theholedegreesoffreedom isalso dependent18 on

the spin degreesoffreedom . The nature ofsuch m utually entangled charge and spin degreesoffreedom isexpected

to m akethe theory quite nontrivialin a generalcase.

In the superconducting phase,a uniform holon condensation18 m akesthe topologicalgauge �eld A h
ij sim pli�ed as

itm ay be treated asdescribing a uniform ux,nam ely,A h
ij �

�A h
ij,with

�A h
ij determ ined by

X

C

�A
h
ij = �

X

l2C

�n
h
l = �

X

l2C

� (35)

for an arbitrary loop C according to (11):In the previous section,we have found that the spin dynam ics in the

superconducting phaseisqualitatively m odi�ed by such �A h
ij ascom pared to the AFLRO stateathalf-�lling.

However,the idealBose-Einstein condensation in treating A h
ij as �A h

ij is only an approxim ate description ofthe

holon condensation in the superconducting phase. In reality,one can expect allkinds ofhole density uctuations.

The uctuation ofA h
ij;i.e.,�A

h
ij � A h

ij�
�A h
ij,willbe tied to the density uctation ofthe holesaccording to (11)as

follows:

X

C

�A
h
ij = �

X

l2C

�n
h
l = �

X

l2C

(n
h
l � �) (36)

In the following,we shallexam ine the e�ectof�Ahij on the spin susceptibility previously obtained in the m ean-�eld

approxim ation.
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Since holons are condensed in the superconduting phase, we m ay stillreasonably neglect, to leading order of

approxim ation,thedynam icuctuationsin �Ahij and onlyfocuson thestaticspatialuctuations.AsaBosecondensate

is com pressible, im purities and lattice distortions can alllead to som e m icroscopic spatialinhom ogeneity of the

hole distribution, and below we introduce an approxim ate schem e to sim ulate �Ahij related to a m icroscopically

inhom ogeneousdistribution ofholes.

FIG .10: A way to introduce the gauge-�eld uctuations related to the holon density. The open circle denotes a holon. The

�-uxoid bound to the holon issm eared to the shadow area which issm allerthan the whole lattice.
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FIG .11: �
00
(Q A F;!)with incorporating the uctuations induced by the charge degrees offreedom . The doping is at 0:125,

and the insetshowsthe localsusceptibility �
00
L (!)in the sam e situation.

W e �rstsm eareach � uxoid bound to a hole within a �nite size (Fig. 10 showsone con�guration),representing

som echaracteristiclength scale ofcoherencefora bosonic holon,which should be stillm uch largerthan the average

hole-holedistancetoreecttheholon condensation.Then puttingthesesm eared � uxoidsrandom ly on thelattice.If

thesm earingsizeofeach � uxoid isin�nite,then theproblem reducesbacktothecaseofidealBosecondensation with
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�Ahij = 0.For�nite sizesofuxoids,there generally existintrinsic uctuationsin the ux distribution ofA h
ij,which

weuseto sim ulatetheuctuationsrelated to theholedistribution:Sinceitisstatic,with each ofsuch a con�guration

ofnon-uniform uxes,wecan follow the stepsin lastsection to geta non-uniform m ean-�eld solution and determ ine

a dynam ic spin susceptibility. The dynam ic spin susceptibility atQ A F;averaged overthe random con�gurations,is

presented in Fig. 11,and the localsusceptibility �00L(!)isshown in the inset. The resultiscalculated in a 16� 16

lattice with each � ux being sm eared within a 14 � 14 lattice size,with m ore than 10,000 con�gurations being

averaged.

Forcom parison,them ean-�eld resultsareplotted asdashed curvesin Fig.11.Them ain e�ectofsuch uctuations

in A h
ij is to cause the broadening ofthe resonancelike peak as wellas high-energy peaks in energy space,although

the peak positions,like E g;essentially do notchange.Since in the m ean-�eld case,the discrete levelsare com posed

ofdegenerate Landau levels of�m ,a broadening due to lifting up the degeneracies by the uctuations in A h
ij can

be easily understood. So the above sim ple-m inded approach to treat �Ahij provides som e valuable insight into the

uctuation issue in the fram ework ofthe bosonic RVB theory. A realistic treatm entwith a m ore accurate pro�le of

the lineshape in the dynam ic spin susceptibility isbeyond the scopeofthiswork.

B . Incom m ensurability in m om entum space

The bosonic RVB m ean-�eld state is based on the phase string form ulation19 ofthe t� J m odel,in which the

short-distancesingularpartofthephasestring e�ectintroduced by thehopping ofholeshasbeen ‘gauged away’such

that the Ham iltonian in the new form alism is free ofsuch singularities and thus becom es perturbatively treatable.

But when one considers the physicalquantities like the dynam ic spin susceptibility,such singular e�ect should be

stillpresent in the correlation function and has to be incorporated carefully. It has been shown previously25 that

the leading order contribution ofsuch a singular e�ect to the dynam ic spin susceptibility is sim ply represented by

the incom m ensurate shifting ofthe m om entum Q in Cm m 0(Q ) de�ned in (23) by �Qx= � 2�g and �Qy = � 2�g

(taking a = 1) with g ’ �:However,since the m om entum width ofthe resonancelike peak in the m ean-�eld is

given by � =
p
��;the incom m ensurability doesnotexplicitly show up in the dynam ic spin susceptibility25 and the

resonancelikepeak stilllookslikeone peak centered atQ A F,asillustrated in the top panelofFig.12.

Now,due to the above-discussed uctuationale�ect,the resonancelike peak isbroadened with som e ofitsweight

shiftingtowardslowerenergiesshowninFig.11.Thecorrespondingwidth forthesenew low-lyingm odesin m om entum

space willbe reduced too (i.e.,the spin-spin correlation lengthsare enhanced atenergieslowerthan E g)such that

theincom m ensurability m ay becom em anifested in thedynam icspin susceptibility gradually with thedecreaseofthe

energy.Indeed,by using thesam esim ulation used in Fig.11,theincom m ensuratepeaksdo show up in them odi�ed

�00(Q ;!)with incorporating the incom m ensurateshifting25,as! islowered below E g;which isillustrated in Fig.12

at� = 0:125.

Therefore,theincom m ensurability in thedynam icspin susceptibility function isan intrinsicproperty ofthe phase

string e�ect25.Butitsvisibility crucially dependson spin uctuationswith longercorrelation lengthsatlow energies.

Such low-lyingspin excitations,induced bythechargedensityuctuationsdiscussed above,areusuallym ostprom inent

in the single-layercase,applicableto the LSCO com pound.In contrast,thechargedensity uctuationsareexpected

tobeweakerin thebilayersystem ssuch astheYBCO com pound,wheretheinterlayercouplingwillprefertheuniform

distribution ofthe holonsasto be discussed in the nextsection.

IV . B O SO N IC RV B D ESC R IP T IO N W IT H IN T ER LA Y ER C O U P LIN G

Fora bilayersystem ,the t� J m odelcan be generalized as

H
bilayer

t�J = � t
X

hijil�

c
y

il�
cjl� � t?

X

i�

c
y

i1�ci2� + H :c:

+ J
X

hijil

SilSjl+ J?

X

i�

Si1 � Si2 (37)

in which the additionalsubscript,l = 1;2;is the layer index. By introducing an additionalbosonic RVB order

param eter

�
s
? �

X

�

hbi1�bi2�� i; (38)
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and the Bogoliubov transform ation

bil� =
X

m k

!m k�(i;l)(um km k� � vm k
y

m k��
) (39)

0

=0.21J

=0.25J

Qy

=0.53J

Qx

 

qx

 

''(
Q

,
)

QAF

Q=( +qx, )

-2

 

 

2

FIG .12: The incom m ensurate structure is generally presented in �
00
(Q ;!)due to the phase string e�ect

25
,butits visibility

depends on the energy. The broad com m ensurate peak at ! = E g � 0:53J at � = 0:125 is actually com posed offour peaks

(dashed curves),which becom es visibly ‘split’in m om entum space as ! is lowered below E g;when the uctuationale�ectis

included,where the individualpeak width isreduced (orspin correlation length isenhanced).
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with k = � ;the m ean-�eld spinon Ham iltonian can be diagonalized in the holon condensed phase in a procedure

sim ilarto Sec.IIasgiven in Appendix A.W e �nd

!m k�(i;l)=
1
p
2
[sgn(�m )k]

l
!m �(i); (40)

um k =

s

1

2

�
�

E m k

+ 1

�

; (41)

vm k = sgn(�m k)

s

1

2

�
�

E m k

� 1

�

: (42)

and the spinon energy spectrum

E m k =

q

�2 � j�m kj
2
; (43)

in which

�m k = sgn(�m )

�

j�m j+
kJ? �

s
?

2

�

: (44)

In the above,�m and !m �(i)are the solution of(18),asthe counterpartsof�m k and !m k�(i;l);respectively,in the

singlelayercase.Finally,theself-consistentequationsofthe RVB orderparam etersand the Lagrangian m ultiplier�

aregiven by

j� sj
2
=

1

4N J

X

m k

�m �m k

E m k

coth
�Em k

2
; (45)

�
s
? = �

1

2N

X

m k

sgn(�m )k�m k

E m k

coth
�Em k

2
; (46)

2� � =
1

2N

X

m k

�

E m k

coth
�Em k

2
: (47)

Fig.13 showstheresultsobtained by theself-consistentequationsasfunctionsofdoping concentration (solid lines)

atJ? = 0:1J,while the valuesof� s and � in the single layercase are plotted by the dashed linesforcom parison,

which only changeslightly with the introduction ofthe interlayercoupling J? = 0:1J.

In the inset ofFig. 13,the doping dependence of� s
? is shown at various J? ’s: J? = 0:10J,0:11J;and 0:12J.

W e note that � s
? is com parable with the interlayerpairing � s at half�lling,e.g.,0:765 versus 1:157 even though

J? = 0:1J is quite sm all. This m ay be attributed to the fact that the in-plane spin-spin correlation length � is

very large athalf�lling,which divergesatzero tem perature.Asthe consequence,spin m ism atchesbetween the two

layerswillinvolve a large region determ ined by �,costing a big energy. Thise�ectively enhancesthe interlayerAF

correlationsand thusthe interlayerRVB pairing � s
? .

Away from half�lling,asshown in Sec.II,the in-plane spin-spin correlation length decreasesm onotonically with

theholeconcentration,which resultsin thereduction oftheinated interlayerAF correlations.Duetothecom petitive

naturebetween � s and � s
? (onespin cannotbepartoftwo RVB pairsatthesam etim e),with thedecreaseof�;�s?

willdim inish m uch fasterthan � s;asshown in the m ain panelofFig.13 aswellasthe insetfordi�erentJ? ’s.

A . Spinon spectrum :B onding and antibonding states

According to (43)and (44),we�nd thatwith a �nite� s
? ,theoriginalspinon spectrum E m in thesingle-layercase

issplitinto two branches,a bonding stateE m + and an antibonding stateE m � .

The DO S ofspinon spectrum at half-�lling is shown in the inset ofFig. 14. At � = 0;�m reduces to �q =

� J� s(cosqxa+ cosqya). The ground state stillhasan AFLRO such that� = m ax(j�q;kj)= (2J� s +
J? �

s

?

2
). The

DO S ofthe bonding states is the sam e as the single-layercase at ! ! 0;while the antibonding states open a gap

= m in(E m � )= 2
p
J� s

p
J? �

s
?
� 0:60J atJ? = 0:1J asshown by thedashed curvein theinsetofFig.14.Thisgap

isapproxim ately the sam e asthe gap in the dynam ic spin susceptibility in the even channel(see below)asobserved

by neutron scattering,which isabout70 m eV in m agnitude26,27.
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FIG .13: Thedoping dependenceof�
s

? ,� s,�.Thesolid lineisatJ? = 0:1J,thedashed lineistheresultsin thesinglelayer

case.The insetisthe doping dependenceof� s

? atdi�erentJ? ’s:solid line,J? = 0:10J;dashed line,J? = 0:11J,and dotted

line,J? = 0:12J

The m ain panelofFig.14 showsthe DO S ofspinon spectrum at� = 0:125 and J? = 0:1J in the superconducting

phase. Com pared to the spinon spectrum in the single-layer case with the Hofstadterlike structure illustrated by

dotted linesin Fig.14,therearebilayersplittingsbetween thebranchesofthebonding (solid lines)and antibonding

(dashed lines)states,given by E m � � E m + . Because J? �
s
? ism uch sm allerthan �,the splitting ism ostvisible at

thelowestenergy levelwhere�m istheclosestto �;asshown in the�gure.In thefollowing,westudy how thisbilayer

splitting e�ectism anifested in the dynam ic spin susceptibility.

B . D ynam ic spin susceptibility

In thebilayercase,theim aginary partofthespin susceptibility �00[(Q ;q? );!]dependsnotonly thein-planewave

vectorQ ;butalso the c-axiswavevectorq? .Itcan be shown that

�
00
[(Q ;q? );!]= �

00
o(Q ;!)sin

2
(q? =2)+ �

00
e(Q ;!)cos

2
(q? =2); (48)

where�
00

o;e istheim aginary partofthespin susceptibility in thechannelswith odd and even sym m etries,respectively,

obtained from the retarded versionsofthe M atsubara G reen’sfunctionsde�ned by

�o(i;j;�) = � hT�(S
z
i1(�)� S

z
i2(�))(S

z
j1(0)� S

z
j2(0))i; (49)

�e(i;j;�) = � hT�(S
z
i1(�)+ S

z
i2(�))(S

z
j1(0)+ S

z
j2(0))i: (50)

W ith thesam eprocedureasin Sec.IIC,wecan obtain �
00

o and �
00

e atzero tem peraturestraightforwardly asfollows

�
00
o(Q ;!) =

�

32

X

m m 0kk0

Cm m 0(Q )(1� sgn(�m �m 0)kk
0
)

�
�2 � �m k�m 0k0

E m kE m 0k0
� 1

�

�(! � Em k � E m 0k0); (51)

�
00
e(Q ;!) =

�

32

X

m m 0kk0

Cm m 0(Q )(1+ sgn(�m �m 0)kk
0
)

�
�2 � �m k�m 0k0

E m kE m 0k0
� 1

�

�(! � Em k � E m 0k0): (52)
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FIG .14: The D O S ofspinonsat� = 0:125 in the bilayercase.The solid line isforthe bonding state,the dashed line forthe

antibonding state,and the dotted line denotes the single layer case for com parison. The inset shows the bilayer case at half

�lling:solid curve isforthe odd channeland dashed curve isforthe even channel.

According to Sec.IIC 3,Cm m 0(Q A F)=
1

N
�m �m 0 such that

�
00
o(Q A F;!) =

�

8N

X

m k

�2
m k

E 2
m k

�(! � 2Em k); (53)

�
00
e(Q A F;!) =

�

16N

X

m k

�
�2 + �m k�m �k

E m kE m �k

� 1

�

�(! � Em k � E m �k ): (54)

The above expressionsclearly show that�00o(Q A F ;!)issolely contributed by a pairofspinon excitationsboth from

the bonding or antibonding states,while �00e(Q A F ;!) is contributed by a pair ofspinon excitations,one from the

bonding stateand theotherfrom theantibonding state.Com pared to (25),onecan seethat�00o(Q A F )isvery sim ilar

to �00(Q A F ;!)in the single-layercase.

W e presentthe num ericalresultsatJ? = 0:1J and � = 0:125 in Fig.15(a)and � = 0 in the insetforcom parison.

The solid curve represents the odd m ode while the dashed curve is for the even m ode. From the m ain panelof

Fig.15(a),one seesthatthe singleresonancelikepeak in the single-layercaseisreplaced by a double-peak structure

corresponding to the lowestbonding and antibonding states,respectively. In contrast,in the even channel,there is

only onepeak whosecenterisjustin the m iddle ofthe double peaksin the odd channel.W e also calculatethe local

spin susceptibility by integrating over the in-plane wave vector Q ,which is given in Fig. 15(b). Two �gures look

quite sim ilar.

The doping dependences ofthe energiesofthese peaks are plotted in Fig. 16,where the �lled squaresm ark the

double peaks in the odd channeland the open squares describe the peak in the even channel. O ne �nds that the

doping dependences for the three peaks are very di�erent. As � tends to zero,the lowestpeak in the odd channel

behaves like the resonancelike peak and reduces to the gapless spin wave m ode at half�lling,while the peak at a

higherenergy in the sam echannelm oveto high energy and reaches1:190J �nally.

Atlast,we considerthe e�ectofthe holon uctuationsin the bilayercase by using the sam e m ethod introduced

in Sec. III,and the resultsare plotted in Fig. 17,in which the solid curve isin the odd channelwhile the dashed

curveisin theeven channel.However,wepointoutthattheinterlayercoupling should beeven m oresensitiveto the

in-plane chargedensity uctuationsbecause the nonlocalphase factorinvolved in � s
? (see Eq.(A7)in Appendix A),

which isnotconsidered in Fig. 17.G enerally speaking,the in-plane ux uctuationsdue to the chargeuctuations

willstrongly frustratethe interlayercoupling.Thus,in thebilayersystem ,theform ershould besuppressed m ore,as

com pared to thesingle-layercase,by theinterlayercoupling.M orestudiesalong thislinewillbeconducted in future.
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V . C O N C LU SIO N S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

In thispaper,wehavestudied thespin dynam icsin thesuperconducting stateofa doped M ottinsulator,which is

described by thephasestring m odel.In thism odel,thespin degreesoffreedom arecharacterized by thebosonicRVB

m ean-�eld state,which can continuously evolveinto theAFLRO statein thezero-dopinglim it,wherethecorrectspin

waveexcitationsarerecovered.

O urstudy hassystem atically shown how the low-lying spin waveexcitationsathalf-�lling arere-shaped into non-

propagating m odesin the superconducting phaseby the m otion ofdoped holes,via the phasestring e�ect.W e have

found thatthe resonancelikepeak nearthe AF wavevectorsin the superconducting phasehasitsdom inantspectral

weight,at sm alldoping,originated from that ofthe AFLRO at half-�lling. That is,with the opening up a spin

gap at�nite doping,the low-lying spectralweight,including thatofthe condensed spinons,is pushed upward to a
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�nite characteristic energy ofthe resonancelike peak,which is linearly proportionalto the doping concentration at

sm alldoping.W ehaveanalyzed them om entum broadening oftheresonancelikepeak,which decidesa characteristic

spin-spin correlation length,inverselyproportionaltothesquarerootofdopingconcentration,ortheaveragehole-hole

distance.

O ur results have also clearly illustrated that the high-energy part of the dynam ic spin susceptibility near the

Brillouin zone boundary rem ainsessentially the sam e athalf-�lling and atsm alldoping,with the high-energy spin-

wave signature stillpresent in the superconducting phase. It reects that fact that the localand high-energy AF

correlations,within the length scale ofthe average hole-hole distance, have not been drastically changed by the

m otion ofthe holes.Thisisin sharp contrastto the prediction based on a Ferm i-liquid-liketheory,where the Ferm i

energy willserve asthe naturalhigh-energy cuto� in the spin susceptibility function. O urtheory suggeststhatone

m ustcom bineboth the low-lying and high-energy spin excitationsin orderto correctly understand the natureofthe

spin dynam icsin the high-Tc cuprates.

The uctuationale�ects beyond the m ean-�eld theory have also been exam ined. In the phase string m odel,the

characteristicuctuationswillcom e from the density uctuationsofholons,which resultin the localuctuationsof

uxesattached to holonsbutseen by spinons.Theinuenceofsuch uctuationale�ecton thespin degreesoffreedom

hasbeen found to generally cause the broadening ofthe resonancelike peak in energy space,m aking the em ergence

ofsom e low-lying weight below the resonancelike peak. This type ofuctuations is intrinsic and is believed to be

im portant for the single-layer system s like the LSCO com pound. In particular,we have found that the spin-spin

correlation lengths ofthese low-lying m odes are generally longer than the ‘norm ’one discussed in the m ean-�eld

theory. As a consequence,the incom m ensurability ofthe spin dynam ics at low energies willshow up,which is an

intrinsic e�ect ofthe phase string m odelbut is usually not visible when the width ofeach peak is too broad in

m om entum space,asin the ‘norm ’m odeatthe resonancelikepeak.

W e have furtherinvestigated the interlayere�ecton the spin dynam icsby considering a bilayersystem . Athalf-

�lling,thespin excitation spectrum rem ainsthe sam ein the odd channelasthe single-layeroneatlow energy,while

a gap isopened up in the even channel,with the m agnitude consistentwith the experim ent.Then we haveshown a

system aticevolutionofthespin excitations,in both oddand evenchannels,with doping.Inthesuperconductingphase,

the e�ectofthe interlayercoupling ism ostim portantforthe low-lying resonancelike peak nearQ A F:A prediction

forthe odd channelisthatthere willbe a second peak with a sm alleram plitude em erging ata higherenergy,lying

between them ain resonancelikepeak in theodd channeland thepeak in theeven channel,nearQ A F.However,both

thissecond peak in theodd channeland thepeak in theeven channelwillbesensitiveto theuctuationsbetween the
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00
o;e(Q A F;!) with incorporating the in-plane holon uctuations,sim ulated in the sam e way as in Fig.11. The odd

m ode:solid curve;the even m ode:dashed curve.

two layers,which arenotincluded in ourm ean-�eld treatm ent.

Finally,wepointoutthatin thepresentapproach,ourm ain e�ortshavebeen focused on thee�ectiveHam iltonian

H s,which describes the spinon degrees offreedom in the phase string m odel. The charge degrees offreedom are

described by a holon Ham iltonian,H h;in thephasestring m odel,which isnotconsidered explicitly astheholonsare

sim ply assum ed tobeBosecondensed in thesuperconductingphase,and twodegreesoffreedom arethusdecoupled in

thissense.Butdueto them utualtopologicalgauge�eldsin thephasestring m odel,thecondensed holonscan feelan

excitation from thespinon degreesoffreedom and do responseto it,asdiscussed in Ref.28.Asa m atteroffact,such a

responsewillresultin a loosecon�nem entofspinonsto allow only theS = integertypesofspin excitations.W ehave

considered thee�ectofH h within theRPA and ladder-diagram approxim ationsand found thattheresultspresented

in this work are not changed essentially,due to the factthat the interactionsintroduced by H h are oflogarithm ic

typeand thespinonsexcitationsarelocalized in spacein thesuperconducting phase.Dueto thelength ofthepaper,

weshallpresenttheseresultsin a separated paper.Lastly,werem ark thatthesuperconducting phaseisnotstablein

thephasestring m odelwhen thedoping concentration isvery low (< 0:04)wherethespin ordered phasewillpersist,

with the doped holesbeing localized,which havebeen discussed in Ref.24 recently.
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A P P EN D IX A :B O SO N IC RV B M EA N -FIELD T H EO R Y FO R T H E B ILA Y ER SY ST EM

In thefollowing,wegeneralizethebosonicRVB m ean-�eld theory forthesingle-layercase19 to a bilayersystem as

described by the generalized t� J m odel(37).

W e startwith the phasestring decom position forthe single-layercase19 with explicitly introducing a layerindex l

foreach layer(l= 1;2):

cil� = h
y

il
bil�e

i�
string

il� ; (A1)
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whereei�
string

il� tracksthe in-planephasestring e�ect,de�ned by

�
string

il�
=
1

2
(�

b
il� ��

h
il); (A2)

with

�
b
il�

X

j6= i

�i(j)

 
X

�

�n
b
jl� � 1

!

; (A3)

and

�
h
il�

X

j6= i

�i(j)n
h
jl : (A4)

The exchangeterm in the phasestring form ulation reads

H
bilayer

J
= �

J

2

X

hiji;l

�

�̂
s
ij;l

�y
�̂
s
ij;l�

J?

2

X

i

�

�̂
s
ii;?

�y
�̂
s
ii;? : (A5)

wherethe in-planeRVB pairorderparam eter

�̂
s
ij;l=

X

�

e
�i�A

h

ij;lbil�bjl�� ; (A6)

and the interlayerRVB pairorderparam eter

�̂
s
ii;? =

X

�

e
�i �

2
(�

h
i1��

h
i2)bi1�bi2�� : (A7)

In thesingle-layercase,thehoppingterm contributestoan additionalfeedback e�ect18 on thespin degreesoffreedom ,

besidesthe phase string e�ect. Butitdoesnotqualitatively and quantitatively change the m ain resultsofthe spin

dynam ics.Sim ilarly,the interlayerhopping term isnotconsidered heredueto the sam ereason.

In the superconducting state,due to the holon condensation18,the in-plane gauge �eld A h
ij;l can be treated as

describing a uniform ux [cf.(14)].O n theotherhand,the phasedi�erencebetween � h
i1 and �

h
i2 fortwo layersm ay

be considered asa constantin the holon condensation case,i.e.�i1 � �i2 = �,so thatitcan be gauged away.Then

itisnaturalto introducethe following RVB orderparam eters

�
s � h

X

�

e
�i�A

h
ij;lbil�bil�� i; (A8)

�
s
? � h

X

�

bi1�bi2�� i: (A9)

The superexchangeterm including the interlayercoupling isthusreduced to

H s = �
J� s

2

X

hiji�l

b
y

il�
b
y

jl��
e
i�A

h
ij �

J? �
s
?

2

X

i�

b
y

i1�b
y

i2� + H :c:+ const:

+ �

 
X

il�

b
y

il�
bil� � 2(1� �)N

!

: (A10)

To diagonalizethisHam iltonian,weintroducethe generalized Bogoliubov transform ation

bil� =
X

m k

!m k�(i;l)(um km k� � vm k
y

m k��
); (A11)

wherek = � .By requiring

[H s;m k�]= E m km k�; and [H s;
y

m k�
]= � E m k

y

m k�
; (A12)
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we�nd

(� � Em k)um k�(i;l) = �
J� s

2

X

j= N N (i)

v
�
m k�� (j;l)e

i�A
h
ij �

J? �
s
?

2
v
�
m k�� (i;l

0
) (A13)

(� + Em k)vm k�(i;l) = �
J� s

2

X

j= N N (i)

u
�
m k�� (j;l)e

i�A
h
ij �

J? �
s
?

2
u
�
m k�� (i;l

0
); (A14)

wherel0 denotesthe layerdi�erentfrom l.W e obtain the solution

um k�(i;l)= um k!m k�(i;l);vm k�(i;l)= vm k!m k�(i;l); (A15)

with

u
2
m k � v

2
m k = 1; (A16)

and !m k�(i;l)satis�es

�m k!m k�(i;l)= �
J� s

2

X

j= N N (i)

!
�
m k�� (j;l)e

i�A
h

ij �
J? �

s
?

2
!
�
m k�� (i;l

0
): (A17)

The spinon spectrum isgiven by

E m k =

q

�2 � �2
m k

: (A18)

and

um k =

s

1

2

�
�

E m k

+ 1

�

; (A19)

vm k = sgn(�m k)

s

1

2

�
�

E m k

� 1

�

: (A20)

According to (18),one has

!m k�(i;l)=
1
p
2
(sgn(�m )k)

l
!m �(i); (A21)

�m k = sgn(�m )

�

j�m j+
kJ? �

s
?

2

�

; (A22)

where�m and !m �(i)arethe solutionsof(18).

Finally,theself-consistentequationsoftheRVB orderparam etersand theLagrangian m ultiplier� can beobtained

asfollows

j� sj
2
=

1

4N J

X

m k

�m �m k

E m k

coth
�Em k

2
; (A23)

�
s
? = �

1

2N

X

m k

sgn(�m )k�m k

E m k

coth
�Em k

2
; (A24)

2� � =
1

2N

X

m k

�

E m k

coth
�Em k

2
: (A25)
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