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W ithin the tim e-dependent G utzwiller approxim ation for the Hubbard m odel we com -

pute the m agnetic 
uctuations of vertical m etallic stripes with param eters appropriate for

La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 (LBCO ).For bond-and site-centered stripes the excitation spectra are sim -

ilar,consisting ofa low-energy incom m ensurate acoustic branch which m erges into a \resonance

peak" atthe antiferrom agnetic wave vectorand severalhigh-energy opticalbranches.The acoustic

branch issim ilarto theresultoftheoriesassum ing localized spinswhereastheopticalbranchesare

signi�cantly di�erent.Resultsarein good agreem entwith arecentinelasticneutron study ofLBCO .

PACS num bers:74.25.H a,71.28.+ d,74.72.-h,71.45.lr

Sincethediscoveryofcupratesuperconductorstheelu-

cidation oftheirm agnetic propertieshasbeen a subject

ofintenseresearch in thehigh-Tc com m unity duetotheir

possiblerelevanceforthesuperconductingm echanism [1].

However,no consensushasbeen reached yetwetherthe

m agneticexcitation spectra in thevariouscupratem ate-

rialscan be traced back to som e universalphenom enol-

ogy which could be expected in the face ofthe robust

natureofsuperconductivity.Theinsulating parentcom -

poundsshow long-rangeantiferrom agnetic(AF)orderin

the CuO 2 planes below the N�eeltem perature[2]. This

static AF order is lost above a concentration ofadded

holesperplanarcopperx � 0:02 butcom plex dynam ical

spin correlationspersistup totheoverdoped regim e[1,3].

Regarding the lanthanum cuprates (LCO ), neutron

scattering (NS) experim ents have revealed low-energy

incom m ensurate m agnetic excitations at wave-vectors

(hereafter in units of 2�=a[4]) (1=2 � �;1=2) and

(1=2;1=2� �)[5]in thedoping regim ewherethem aterial

is superconducting (x > 0:05). The incom m ensurabil-

ity � depends linearly on doping � = x up to x � 1=8

and stays constant beyond[3]. This behavior can be

successfully explained[6,7,8]by m etallic,self-organized

quasi-one-dim ensionalstructures called stripes[9]which

areorientedparalleltotheCu-O bond (hereaftervertical-

stripes)and actasantiphase dom ain wallsforthe anti-

ferrom agneticorder.Thestrongestexperim entalsupport

forthestripescenario stem sfrom neutron[10,11]and x-

ray scattering[12]experim entson LCO whereco-dopants

induce a pinning of the stripes so that the associated

chargeordercan be detected.

In YBa2Cu3O 6+ y (YBCO )incom m ensurate m agnetic


uctuationshavebeen detected by inelasticNS (INS)[13,

14,15,16]with a sim ilardoping dependence ofthe low-

energy incom m ensurability to that of LCO [15]. Upon

increasing energy the incom m ensurate branches contin-

uously disperse towards the so-called resonance m ode

at wave-vectorQ A F = (1=2;1=2),a collective m agnetic

m ode that grows up below Tc[17,18,19]. The energy

E r of the spin resonance seem s to scale linearly with

Tc which has led to speculations that it could be re-

lated to the superconducting pairing and phase coher-

ence (cf. Ref.[20,21]and referencestherein),thussug-

gesting a m agnetic origin of the high transition tem -

peratures ofcuprates. Finally above E r the m agnetic


uctuationsin YBCO acquireagain an incom m ensurate

structure[14, 16, 22, 23, 24]and are already observed

aboveTc[16].

Very recent experim ents were dedicated to explore

the problem of universality in the m agnetic excita-

tions between di�erent cuprate fam ilies[23, 25, 26,

27]. In particular Tranquada and collaborators[27]re-

ported INS m easurem entsofthem agneticexcitationsin

La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 which showsstaticchargeand spin

order. M ost interestingly the dispersion of spin exci-

tations shows features which resem ble closely those of

YBCO although the m easurem ent has been perform ed

above Tc. The sim ilarity between both com pounds has

been further dem onstrated by a high energy study of

YBCO [16] and a high resolution experim ent on opti-

m ally doped LCO [26]. These works[16,23,25,26,27]

arecertainly an im portantstep towardsa uni�ed under-

standing of m agnetic 
uctuation in cuprates. O n the

other hand they open new questions. The spin exci-

tations in YBCO are com m only explained in term s of

an itinerant picture as arising from a dispersing two-

particle bound state induced by AF correlations in a

d-wave superconducting system [25, 28]. O n the other

hand m agnetic excitations on top ofstripes are usually

described in a localized m om ent picture within spin-

wave theory (LSW T)[29, 30]. If the origin of m ag-

netic excitations in cuprates is universal,what picture

ism ore appropriate? The spectra ofLSW T are di�cult

to reconcile with severalfeatures ofYBCO [16,23,25]

and LCO [26, 27] challenging the stripe interpretation

itself[23,26]. Here we show that the m agnetic excita-

tions in La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 (and possibly in the other

cuprates) can be understood in term s ofthe spin 
uc-
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tuationsofm etallic stripeswhich arein an interm ediate

regim e,i.e.neitherthelocalized northeitinerantpicture

applies.Contrary to theLSW T com putations[29]ourre-

sultsarein agreem entwith experim ent[27]overthewhole

rangeofenergiesand m om enta.

O urinvestigationsarebased on theone-band Hubbard

m odelwith hopping restricted to nearest(� t)and next

nearest(� t0)neighbors

H = � t
X

hiji;�

c
y

i;�cj;� � t
0
X

hhijii;�

c
y

i;�cj;� + U
X

i

ni;"ni;#:

Herec
(y)

i;� destroys(creates)an electron with spin � atsite

i,and ni;� = c
y

i;�ci;�.U istheon-siteHubbard repulsion.

Staticchargeand spin texturesareobtained within an

unrestricted G utzwillerapproxim ation (G A).Dynam ical

properties are com puted on top of the inhom ogeneous

solutions within the tim e-dependent G A[31] (TDG A)

which previously has been shown to provide an accu-

rate description of the opticalconductivity within the

m ore realistic three-band m odel[32]. Here,because we

restrict to low-energy m agnetic excitations,we do not

expectthatinterband e�ectswillplay an im portantrole

and thereforeaone-band description should besu�cient.

Param eters were �xed by requiring that a) the lin-

ear concentration ofadded holes is 1=(2a)according to

experim ent[3,10,27]and b) a TDG A com putation of

the undoped AF insulator reproduces the experim ental

dispersion relation[33]. Condition a) was shown to be

very sensitive to t0=t [8] whereas condition b) is sen-

sitive to U=t and t,the form er param eter determ ining

theobserved energy splitting between m agnonsatwave-

vectors(1=2;0)and (1=4;1=4)[33]. Indeed,the splitting

vanisheswithin spin-wave theory applied to the Heisen-

berg m odelwhich corresponds to U=t ! 1 . W e �nd

that both conditions are m et by t0=t = � 0:2,U=t = 8

and t = 354m eV.In this way allparam eters are �xed

and the subsequentcom putation ofthe m agnetic
uctu-

ation ofthe stripes can be considered without free pa-

ram eters.Resultsshown below areobtained in a 40� 40

sites lattice and for doping x = 1=8 corresponding to a

period ofcharge m odulation d = 4a. The charge and

spin structure ofthe static G A solution issim ilarto the

onereported in Ref.[8]wherea slightly di�erentparam -

eter set has been used. The localm agnetization ofBC

stripes isreduced to 0.20 (0.38)with respectto 1/2 in-

side(outside)thecoreofthe chargedom ains.Theband

structureisquasi-onedim ensionalwith a Ferm im om en-

tum kF � 1=8. Bond-centered (BC) and site-centered

(SC) stripes are alm ost degenerate in energy which is

also found in other one-band calculations [6, 34] and

within thethree-band m odelathigherdoping[7,32].W e

anticipate thatforboth structuresthe m agnetic excita-

tion spectra arerathersim ilar[seeFig.1(c)]with di�er-

ences regarding the intensity distribution and gaps be-

tween m agnetic bands. For de�niteness we m ainly re-
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FIG .1:10 contourlevelsof!S
?
(!;q)atintegervaluesshow-

ing the dispersion ofm agnetic excitationsalong (a)and per-

pendicular (b) to an array of BC stripes. The factor of

! serves to cancel an infrared intensity divergence. Panel

(c) shows S(!;q) integrated on the m agnetic Brillouin zone

around (1/2,1/2)[37]forBC and SC stripestogetherwith the

experim entaldata[27]. For the m eaning of\error" bars see

Ref.[27].

strictourselfto the BC case because ofm arginally bet-

teragreem entwith experim ent(seebelow).Additionally

thesetexturesconstitutethem orestablecon�guration at

x = 1=8in them oreaccuratethree-band m odel[7]and in

�rstprinciple com putations[35].

W ecom putethetransversedynam icalstructurefactor,

S? (!;q) =
(g�B )

2
�Z�

N �h

P

�
jh0jS+

q
j�ij2�(! � !�) which is

probed by INS.Hereg = 2 and asin LSW T weincluded

therenorm alization factorZ�[2].In theinsulating phase

our spectralweights are close to LSW T and therefore

we adoptZ� = 0:51[33]. � takesinto accountpolariza-

tion factorsin theNS crosssection and willbediscussed

below.Energy issam pled atintervalsof3.5m eV.

A contourlevelplotof!S? (!;q)[Fig.1(a),(b)]shows

the dispersion of m agnetic excitations for stripes ori-

ented along the y-axis. The lower (acoustic) branch

perpendicular to the stripes (b) is sim ilar to the lowest

branch found within LSW T[29].Indeed,sincetheacous-

ticbranch involveslong-wavelength excitationsitshould

not depend on the short-range details ofthe m odel. It

showsthe correctG oldstone-like behaviorgoing to zero

frequency attheorderingwave-vectorQ s = (1=2� �;1=2)

with � = 1=8. Starting from Qs one observes two

branchesofspin-waveswheretheonedispersing towards

sm allerqx rapidly losesintensity.Theotheronerem ains

very intense up to Q A F where itcan be associated with

the resonance peak. M oreover,as shown in Fig.1(a,b)

the dispersion develops a localm axim um at Q A F ex-

plainingthestrongintensityin them om entum integrated

structure factor [Fig.1(c)]at the resonance frequency.

In the direction ofthe stripe the excitations display a

\roton-like" m inim um . The energy ofthe resonance at

Q A F is E r = 65m eV which is reasonably close to the
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experim entaloneforthissystem E r = 55m eV[27]taking

intoaccountthesim plicity ofthem odeland thefactthat

wehaveno freeparam eters.

In orderto com pare with experim entsone should av-

erage over the two possible orientations ofthe stripes.

In Fig.1 this am ounts to adding to each ofthe panels

(a) and (b) the data ofthe other panelre
ected with

respect to the centralaxes. O ne obtains an X-shaped

dispersion providing a naturalexplanation fortheX-like

featureseen in both YBCO [14,24,25]and LCO [27].

The acoustic branch and itscontinuation in Fig.1(a)

are quite sim ilarto the dispersion obtained in a weakly

coupled two-leg ladder system [38]. In these approaches

param eters are adjusted to drive the system into the

quantum criticalpoint separating the quantum param -

agnet from the m agnetically ordered state[39]. Hence

the sim ilarity with our spectra is reasonable since re-

garding the m agnetism the ordered statecorrespondsto

the presentground state and one can expectcontinuity

ofthe excitations at the transition. The spin-leg lad-

dertheories[38],however,rely heavily on the �netuning

ofthe coupling param eterbetween the legsand an even

chargeperiodicityofthestripes(likefor� = 1=8).In con-

trastwe obtain qualitatively sim ilarspectra for� = 1=8

and � = 1=10 (x = 0:1,d = 5a)[7,8],in accord with

experim ent[26]. Note thatthisdoesnotexclude the in-

teresting possibility that a sm allspin-gap opens by the

ladderm echanism forx � 1=8 and � = 1=8[35,38,39].

Abovetheacousticbranch in Fig.1(b)therearethree

opticalbranches. The lowesttwo alm osttouch atqx =

1=4.G ap positionsarein agreem entwith LSW T butthe

dispersion is not. Indeed the com putations in Ref.[29]

yield a shift of the two lower opticalbranches by 1/8

along qx with respectto ourcom putation.Form ally this

di�erence can be traced back to the non localnature of

m agneticexcitationsin oursystem which showsm agnetic

m om entsconsiderably sm allerthan in theinsulator,and

m ore im portantly is m etallic. In LSW T only processes

ofthekind S
+

i S
�
j areallowed in thee�ectiveinteraction

kernelwith iand j being close neighbors[29]). W e �nd

thatnotonly processeswith ifarfrom j are im portant

butalsoprocessesofthekind c
y

i;"
ci0;#c

y

j;#
cj0;" with allfour

sitesdi�erent.

The absolute spectral weights are determ ined by

the param eter �. If one assum es a three-dim ensional

isotropic distribution ofm agnetic dom ains � = 2=3. If

instead the m agnetization is parallelto the CuO plane

� will decrease with energy and take values closer to

1/2. W e adopt for � 80% ofthe isotropic value which

givesgood accountofthe lowerpartofthe spectra.(At

higherenergiesa furtherdecrease isexpected [37]). For

a slightly m oredoped sam ple[36]we�nd � � 2=3.

Som e detailsofthe relativespectralweightare better

reproduced by BC stripes. i) The resonance energy E r

is closer to the experim entalvalue in the BC case. ii)

ForBC stripesthegap between theacousticbranch and

the �rstopticalbranch producesa dip in the integrated

intensity at80m eV followed by a peak at100m eV which

isin agreem entwith experim entcontrary to theSC case.

Although thesefeaturesfavorBC stripesm oretheoretical

and experim entalwork isneeded to con�rm this�nding.

Fig.2 reports constant frequency scans ofS? (!;q).

Atthelowestenergy fory-axisoriented stripes[panel(a)

left]one intersects the G oldstone m ode close to the in-

com m ensuratewave-vectorQ s.Athigherenergy[(b),(c)]

one intersectsthe spin-wave cone. The intensity isvery

anisotropic along the intersection and only the region

closesttoQ A F isvisible.Thise�ectisalsoapparentfrom

Fig.1. Although our study focusses on an underdoped

system the large intensity di�erence �ts nicely with the

factthatonly the branch closestto Q A F isseen in a re-

centhigh resolution study on optim ally doped LCO [26].

Im m ediately below the resonance [Fig.2 (d)]the spin

excitations have shifted close to Q A F and one observes

theappearanceofintensity in thestripedirection dueto

the \roton-like" behavior. At81m eV one intersectsthe

�rstgap ofFig.1 (b)so thatthe m ain featuresare due

to excitations along the stripes. At higher energies the

contributionsfrom them odesperpendiculartothestripe

becom e gradually m oreim portant.M oreover,the orien-

tation averaged scansarein rem arkably good agreem ent

with the corresponding panelsofRef.[27].

Another very interesting �nding are the horizontal

cigar like features seen at 35m eV and higher energies.

Sim ilar features have been obtained in weak coupling

in the longitudinal channel[40]. These structures ap-

pear close to qy � 1=4 � 2kF and correspond to spin-


ip backscatteringprocessesofthequasi-onedim ensional

m etallicsubsystem .Atthisqy thecontinuum extendsto

about100m eV.Asexpected there isalso a sharp collec-

tive m ode corresponding to forward scattering processes

but with too weak intensity to be observable in Fig.2.

Di�usive scattering revealed a sim ilar phenom enon in

La5=3Ni1=3O 4 where stripes are insulating but have a

spin-1/2 degreeoffreedom atthe core[41].

Concluding,we have calculated the m agnetic excita-

tions ofcuprates in the stripe phase within the TDG A

applied toan extended Hubbard m odel.From am ethod-

ologicalpointofview thepresentwork togetherwith our

previous study Ref.[32]shows that TDG A is accurate

and sim ple enough in order to obtain realistic dynam -

ical properties of textured strongly correlated system .

Stripesin ourcom putation are m etallic chargeand spin

density-wavesin aregim einterm ediatebetween localized

m om entand itinerantpictures. O urresultsare in good

agreem entwith experim entsin La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 pro-

viding a straightforward explanation ofthe energy and

m om entum dependentevolution ofS? (q;!)in term sof

stripesand hencecon�rm ingstripesasarobustfeatureof

thissystem with a �rm theoreticalbasis. The factthat

the m agnetic excitation spectra are sim ilar in di�erent
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FIG .2: Constant frequency scans of S
?
(!;q) for BC stripes convolved with a G aussian (FW HM = 0.06 r.l.u.). The title

indicatestheenergy ortheenergy window (e-i)overwhich intensitiesare averaged.Foreach �gure(a)-(i)theleftpanelshows

the intensity for stripes oriented along the y-direction (divided by 2). In order to com pare with the experim entaldata of

Ref.27 the right panelshows the average ofboth horizontaland verticalstripes with the coordinate system rotated by 45
0

with wave-vectorunitsof2�=(
p

2a).Param etersare asin Fig.1 and asexplained in the text.

cuprate fam ilies and for di�erentdoping levels suggests

thatstripesorthe proxim ity to stripe instabilitiesare a

universalproperty ofcupratesand hence thatthey m ay

be relevantforthe superconducting m echanism .
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