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W e Introduce and study an XY -type m odel of them aland quantum phase uctuationsin a two—
dim ensional correlated lattice d-wave superconductor based on the QED 3 e ective theory of high

geared toward describing not only the long distance but also the interm ediate lengthscale physics
of underdoped cuprates. In particular, we elicidate the dynam ical origin and investigate speci c
features of the charge-density-w ave of C ooper pairs, which we argue is the state behind the periodic
charge density m odulation discovered In recent scanning-tunneling-m icroscopy experin ents. W e
lustrate how M ott-H ubbard correlations near half- 1ling suppress super uid density and favor an
Incom pressble state w hich breaks translational sym m etry ofthe underlying atom ic lattice. W e show

how the form ation of the C ooper pair charge-density-wave in such a strongly quantum  uctuating
superconductor can naturally be understood as an A brikosov-H ofstadter problem 1n a typeIl dual
superconductor, w ith the role ofthe dualm agnetic eld played by the electron density. T he resulting
A brikosov lattice ofdualvortices translates into the periodicm odulation ofthe B ogoliibov-deG ennes
gap function and the electronic density. W e num erically study the energetics of various A brikosov—
H ofstadter dual vortex arrays and com pute their detailed signatures in the shgleparticle local
tunneling density of states. A 4 4 checkerboard-type m odulation pattem naturally arises as an

energetically favored ground state at and near the x = 1=8 doping and produces the local density

of states in good agreem ent w ith experin ental observations.

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

Several recent experin ents].'z‘fI support the proposal
that the pseudogap state in underdoped cupratesshould
be viewed as a phasedisordered superconductorf. The
e ective theory based on this viewpoInt was derived in
Ref. -'5: O ne starts w ith the cbservation® that in a phase

uctuating cuprate superconductor the C ooper pairing
am plitude is large and robust, resulting in a short co—
herence length k ! and small, tight cores for singly
quantized (anti)vortices. A s a resul, the phase uctua-
tions are greatly enhanced, w ith hc=2e vortex and an-—
tivortex excitations, their cores containing hardly any
electrons, quantum tunneling from place to place wih
the greatest of ease, scram bling o -diagonalorder in the
process { Incidentally, this is the,obvious interpretation
of the Nemst e ect experin ents£. Sim ultaneously, the
largely inert pairing am plitude takes on a dual respon—
sibility of suppressing m ultiply quantized (anti)vortices,
w hich require larger cores and cost m ore kinetic energy,
w hile continuously m aintaining the pseudogap e ect in
the single electron excitation goectrum . The theory of
Ref. id uses this large d-wave pairing pseudogap to
set the stage upon which the low -energy degrees of free—
dom , identi ed as electrons organized into C ooper pairs
and BdG nodal fem ions, and uctuating hc=2e vortex—
antivortex pairs, m utually interact via tw o em ergent non-—
compact U (1) gauge elds,v and a .v and a coupl to

electronic charge and spin degrees of freedom , respec—
tively, and m ediate Interactionswhich are responsible for
the three m a prphases ofthe theory:tlﬂlz : A d-wave super—
conductor, an insulating spin-density wave (SDW , which
at half- lling tums into a M ottH ubbard-N eel antiferro—
m agnet), and an interm ediate \algebraicFem iliquid", a
non-Fem i liquid phase characterized by critical, power—
law correlations of nodal ferm ions.

In the context of the above physical picture, the re—
cent discovery, o scanning tunneling m icroscopy (STM )
experin ent€?LY of the \electron crystal', m anifested
by a periodic modulation of the local densiy of
states PO S), and the subsequent insightfiil theoretical
ana]ys:i&l: ofthism odulation in term s ofthe pair density—
wave, com es not entirely unexpected. Such m odulation
originates from the charge Berry phase term involving
vo'i"ié , the tin elike component of v , and the long-
distance physics behind it bears som e ressmblance to
that of the elem entary bosons, lke ‘He Ref.]13).Asthe
quantum phase uctuationsbecom e very strong, they oc—
casion a suppression ofthe com pressbility ofthe underky—
Ing electron system , via the phase-particle num ber uncer-
tainty relation / N > 1,whose e ective theory m ani-
festation isprecisely the above charge B erry phase. O nce
the o -diagonal order disappears, the system neviably
tums Incom pressible and the diagonal positional order
sets In, lrading to a M ott insulating state. T he,resulting
charge-density-wave of C ooper pairs CPCDW )22 causes
a periodicm odulation ofthe electron density and the size
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of the pseudogap and induces a sin ilarly m odulated
localtunneling D O.S. In this context, the cbserved \elec-
tron crystal" state? should be identi ed asa CPCDW .

W hile the above CPCDW scenario is alm ost certainly
qualitatively correct, the ultin ate test of the theory is
whether it can explain and predict som e of the speci ¢
details of the m odulation pattems as they are actually
observed In cuprates. This brings us to the m ain theme
of this paper. T ypically, when constructing an e ective
low energy theory ofa condensed m atter system , we are
sokly concemed w ith the long distance, low energy be—
havior. In the present case, however, thisw illnot su ce.
Them odulation In question isassociated w ith length and
energy scales which are interm ediate, between the short
distance scale physics of a single lattice spacing and the
ultin ate long distance behavior. O uraim should thusbe
to construct a description which will be valid not only
over very long lengthscales but also on the scale of sev—
eral lattice spagpgs, w hich are the periodicities cbserved
in experin ent222% . Furthem ore, we iddeally should be
ain ng for a \bosonized" version of the theory, w ithin
which a m ean- eld type approxim ation forthe CPCDW
state could be gainfully form ulated. A natural question
that needs to be answered rst is what should be the
ob Ects that play the rol of these bosons?

One choice is to designate realspace pairs of elec—
trons (or holes) as such \elem entary" bosons and to en—
dow them with som e \m anageabl", ie. paimw ise and
shortranged, e ective interactions. Such a m odel indeed
generically leads to a phase diagram with com pressble
super uid and incom pressible W igner crystal states just
as our long-distance argum ent has suggested. T his pic—
ture of yealspace pairs arises w ithin the SO (5)-based
theory?441, where the Iow energy sector of the theory
assum es the form of hard-core plaquette bosons with
nearest and nextnearest neighbor interactions. W hen
one is dealing w ith extrem ely strongly bound real space
s-wave or d-wave pairs this is undoubtedly the natural
choice. In our view , however, in cuprates one is faced not
w ith the realspace pairs but w ith the m om entum space
C ooper pairs. Apparently, one encounters here an echo
of the great historical debate on B latt-Schafroth versus
BCS pairs { whilke certain long distance features are the
sam e In,both 1im its, m any crucial properties are quite
di erent’. To be sure, the Cooper pairs in cuprates
are not far from the realspace boundary; the coupling is
strong, the BC S ocoherence length is short, and the uctu-
ationsare greatly enhanced. Still, there isa sin ple litm us
test that places cuprates squarely on the BC S side: they
are d-w ave superconductors w ith nodal ferm ions.

T hisbeing the case, constructing a theory w ith C ooper
pairsas \elem entary" bosons tums into a daunting enter—
prise. Cooper pairs In nodald-w ave superconductors are
highl non-localob fcts In the real space, and the e ec—
tive theory In tem s of their centerofm ass coordinates
willre ectthisnon-locality in an essentialway, w ith com —
plicated intrinsically m ultibody, extended—range, interac-
tions. The basic idea behind the QED 3 theory® is that

n these circum stances the role of \elem entary" bosons
should be accorded to vortices instead of C ooper pairs.
Vortices In cuprates, w ith their sm all cores, are simnple
real space ob gcts and the e ective theory of quantum
uctuating vortex-antivortex pairs can be w ritten in the
form that is local and far sin pler to analyze. In this
duallanguage the form ation ofthe CDW ofC ooper pairs
translates { via the charge Berry phase discussed above
{ to the fam iliay.A brikosov-H ofstadter problem in a dual
superconductort?2%. The solution of this problem inti-
m ately re ects the non-local character of C ooper pairs
and their interactions, and the speci c CPCDW m odu—
lation pattemsthat arise in such theory are generally dif-
ferent from those ofa realspace pairdensity wave. T hese
two lim its, the C ooper versus the realspace pairs, corre—
soond to two di erent regim es of a dual superconductor,
rem iniscent ofthe strongly type-II versus strongly type-T
regin es In ordinary superconductors. This di erence is
fiundam entaland, w hilke both descriptions are kegitin ate,
only one has a chance ofbeing relevant for cuprates.

A welknform ed reader w ill in m ediately protest that
the key tenet ofthe Q ED 5 theory isthat we cannotw rite
down a useful \bosonized" version of the theory at all {
the nodalBdG fem ions in a uctuating d-wave super—
conductor m ust be kept as an integral part of the quan—
tum dynam ics in underdoped cuprates. T his, w hile true,
mostly re ects the central role of nodal ferm ions in the
spin channel. In contrast, the form ation ocf CPCDW is
predom nantly a charge sectora air and there, provided
the theory is reexpressed In temm s of vortex-antivortex

uctuations { ie. properly \dualized" { the e ect of
nodal ferm ions is less singular and de nitely treatable.
This gives one hope that a suitably \bosonized" dual
version of the charge sector m ight be devised which will
provide us w ith a 2ithfi1l representation of underdoped
cuprates. This is the main task we undertake in this
paper.

To this end, ©llow ng a brief review ofthe QED 3 the-
ory In Section II, we propose In Section ITT a sim pl but
realistic X Y -type m odel of a them ally phase— uctuating
d-w ave superconductor. Starting from thism odelwe de-
rive its e ective Coulomb gas representation in temm s of
vortex-antivortex pairs. T his representation is em ployed
in Section IV to construct an e ective action for quan-—
tum uctuations of vortex-antivortex pairs and derive its

eld theory representation in tem s of a dualtypeIT su—
perconductor, ncorporating the e ect ofnodal ferm ions.
In Section V, we discuss som e general features of this
dualtype-II supercondugtar and relate our results to the
recent STM experin ent€220% | This section is written i
the style that seeks to elucidate basic concepts at the
expense of overbearing m athem atics; we hope the pre—
sentation can be Pllowed by a general reader. A fter
this we plunge in Section VI into a detailed study of
the dualA brikosov-H ofstadter-like problem which arises
In them ean- eld approxin ation applied to a dual super-
conductor and which requlates various properties of the
CPCDW state. T hisparticular variant of the A brikosov—



Hofstadter problem arises from the said charge Berry

phase e ect: In the dual representation quantum bosons

representing uctuating vortex-antivortex pairs experi-
ence an overalldualm agnetic eld, generated by C ooper

pairs, whose ux perplaquette ofthe (dual) CuO , lattice

isset by doping: £ = p=gq= (1 x)=2. Finally, a brief
summ ary of our results and conclusions are presented in

Section V IT.

II. BRIEF REVIEW OF THE QED3; THEORY

T he purpose of this section ism ainly pedagogical: Be—
fore we move on to our main topic, we provide som e
background on the QED 3 e ective theory of the pairing
pseudogap in underdoped cuprates. This will serve to
m otivate our interest in constructing an XY -type m odel
of uctuating d-wave superconductors and to m ake a ca—
sual reader aw are of the connection between the theo—
retical notions discussed In the rest of this paper and
the actualphysics of realelectrons in CuO ; planes. The
readers well versed in the art of construction ofe ective

eld theordies or those already fam iliar w ith the approach
ofRef.:_S can safely jup p directly to Section IIT.

The e ective theory? ofa strongly uctuating dyz y2—
wave superconductor represents the interactions of
ferm ions with hc=2e vortex-antivortex exciations n
term s of tw o non-com pact em ergent gauge elds, v and
al. TheLagrangian L = L¢ + L is
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where = ( «; &), i'sarethePaulimatrices, isthe

am plitude ofthe d,> 2 pairing pseudogap,A isthe ex—
temalelectrom agneticgauge eld,D = @ + i2at ( i=2)
isSU (2) covariantderivativeand ~ D DZ.Lfv;alis
generated by the Jacobian of the Franz-Tesanovic ET)
sihgular gauge transform ation:
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Fl =@ al @at+2 ijkajak,Gzi;B = @)Ymy,m;y=
0;0; a Iy )) g @) rotatesthe spin quantization axis
from 2toft,and d , isthe integralover such rotations.
Ttsm enacing appearance notw thstanding, the physics
behind () is actually quite clear. In L, which is jist
the e ective d-w ave pairing Lagrangian, the originalelec—
trons ¢ (x), wih the spin quantized along an arbitrary
direction fi, have been tumed into topological ferm ions
= ( w; ) through the application of the FT trans—
orm ation: (o) ! Exp@’a) vijexp(E ) ), where

exp (I’ o X)+ 1’5 (X)) equals exp (i’ (x)), the centerof-
mass uctuating superconducting phase (see Ref. E for
details). The main purpose of this transform ation is
to strip the awkward phase factor exp (i’ x)) from the
centerofm ass gap function, leaving behind a d-wave
pseudogap am plitude and two gauge elds, v and

a', which m in ic the e ects of phase uctuations. The
Jacobian given by Lg [;al] (::J) insures that the uc—
tuations In continuous elds v and a' @ithmilly repre-
sent con gurations of discrete (anti)vortices. Note that
topological ferm jons do not carry a de nite charge and
are neutral on the average { they do, however, carry
a de nite spin S = %,re ecting the fact that the spoin
SU (2) symm etry rem ains intact In a spin-singlet super—
conductor. A s a consequence, the spin density operator
S, = CneCn GCp = now 4 # Is an Ivariant of the
FT transfom ation.

The two gauge elds, v and a?, are the m ain dynam i
cal agents of the theory. T hey describe the interactions
of ferm ionic BAG quasiparticles w ith vortex-antivortex
pair excitations in the uctuating superconducting phase
" ®). A U(Q) gauge eld v isthe quantum uctuating
super ow and enters the non-conserved charge channel.
In the presence of the external electrom agnetic eld A ,
onehasv ! v eA everywherein L¢ @') (but not In
Ly), to maintain the local gauge symm etry of M axwell
electrodynam ics. The Jacobian Lg ('2) is the exoeption
sinhce it is a purely m athem atical ob fct, generated by
the change ofvariables from discrete (anti)vortex coordi-
nates to continuous eldsv (@nd al). v appearing in L
contains only the vortex part of the super ow and is in—
trinsically gauge Invariant. T his point is ofm uch in por-
tance since it isthe state ofthe uctuating (anti)vortices,
m anifested through L fr;al], which determ ines the state
of our system asa wholg, as we w i1l see m om entarily.

By comparison to v, an SU (2) gauge eld a' is of
a m ore intricate origin. It encodes topological frustra-—
tion experienced by BdG quasiparticles as they encir-
cle hc=2e vortices; the frustration arises from the 1
phase factors picked up by ferm ionsm oving through the
spacetin e lled with uctuating vortex-antivortex pairs.
T hese phase factors, unlke those produced by super ow
and emulated by v, are Insensitive to vorticity and de—
pend only on the spacetin e con guration ofvortex loops,
not on their intemal ordentation: if we picture a xed
set of closed loops In 2+ 1-dim ensional spacetin e we can
change the ordentation of any ofthe loops any which way
w ithout a ecting the topologicalphase factors, although
the ones associated w ith super ow will change dram at—
ically. This crucial symm etry of the original problem
dictates the m anner in which a* couplks to fom ions in
the above e ective theory?. Tts topological origin is be—
trayed by its coupling to a conserved quantum num ber
{ In spin-singlkt superconductors this is a quasiparticle
soin { and the absence of direct coupling to the non-
conserved charge channel. By strict rules of the e ec-
tive theory, such m Inim alcoupling to BAG quasiparticles
is what endow s a' with its ultin ate punch at the low—
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FIG.1l: The phase diagram of cuprates llow ng from the
QED 3 theopy. Under the Tyemst dome, the Nemst e ect
experin ent® indicate strong vortex-antivortex uctuations;
this is where the conditions for the applicability of the the—
ory are m et. A s the doping is reduced, the superconducting
ground state is ©llow ed by an \algebraic" Fem iliquid, a non-
Femm iliquid state described by the sym m etric pha. fQED3
and characterized by critical, pow er-Jaw correlation€i. At yet
lowerdoping, theBdG chiralsym m etry isbroken, resulting in
an Incom m ensurate antiferrom agnet (SDW ), which eventually
m orphs into the N eel antiferrom agnet at half- 1ling. D epend-—
Ing on m aterial param eters (anisotropy, strength of residual
interactions, degree of interlayer coupling, etc.) of a particu—
JarHT S system , the transition between a superconductor and
a SDW could be a direct one, w ithout the intervening chiral
sym m etric ground state. Theway CPCDW , them ain sub Ect
of this paper, ts into this phase diagram is detailed later in
the text.

est energies. W hile n this Iim it v { which couples to
ferm ions in the non-m inim al, non-gauge nvariant way
{ tums m assive and ultin ately irrelevant, a' ends up
generating the Interacting infrared (IR) critical point of
QED 3 theory which requlates the low energy ferm iology
of the pseudogap state.

L (I) manifestly displays the U (1) charge and SU (2)
sodn global sym m etries, and is usefiil for general consid-
erations. To perform explicit calculations in the above
theory one must face up to a bi of algebra that goes
into com puting Lo fr;a’]. The main technical obstacke
is provided by two constraints: i) the sources of a'
should be an SU 2) gauge equivalent of half- ux D irac
strings, and ii) these sources are pem anently con ned
to the sources of v , which them selves are also half- ux
D irac strings. T he con ned ob cts form ed by these two
halfstring species are nothing but the physical uctuat-
Ing hc=2e vortex excitations. T hese constraints are the
m ain source of technical hurdles encountered in trying
to reduce (r_]:) to a m orem anageabl form { nevertheless,
it is in perative they be carefully enforced lest we lose

the essential physics of the original problm . The con—
straints can be solved by introducihg two dual com plex

eds x) = J®' and &) = j s ° to provide
coherent functional integral representation of the half-
strings corresponding to v and at, respectively. In this
dual language the halfstrings are sin ply the worldlines
of dualbosons and s propagating through @+ 1)—
din ensional spacetine. It is inportant to stress that
this is just a m athem atical tool used to properly cou—
pl vortex-antivortex pair uctuations to the electronic
degrees of freedom  { readers less intim ate w ith the tech—
nology of dualization will nd it explained in detail in
the Appendix. The con nem ent of the two species of
halfstrings into hc=2e (anti)vortices is accom plished by
dem anding j ®)j= Jj s&®)J. This nally results in Ly
expressed as

Z Z Z Z
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0

z

C'Q Jexpf

D[; siAq; ']

Ex@ay w+ i FUoLgg ;

3)
where L4 [ ;A 4; *]isa dualLagrangian given by
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HereAg4 and ! arethe charge and spin dualgauge elds,
respectively, having been introduced to enforce the two

—functions in i_i) . Relative to our notation here, in Ref.
:_1'gi both gauge eldsare rescaled asBAq( ) ! 2 Ag( ).
Notice that A4 and ! couple to v and at as exp 124
wt+i2 *Fl = exp 224 @ v)+1i @ at eat+
2 ¥aiak) d).

At this point, one should take note of the ollow ing
convenient property ofL @;ﬁ) , one that w ill prove handy
repeatedly aswe go along: A4 and ! provide { via the
above coupling to v and a' { the only link of commu—
nication between the fermm ionic m atter Lagrangian L
and the vortex-antivortex state Jacobian L. This way
of formulating the theory is m ore than a mere m ath—
em atical nicety: It is particularly wellsuited for the
strongly uctuating superconductor which nonetheless
does not belong to the extrem e strongly bound 1m it of
realspace pairs, when they can be viewed as \elem en—
tary" bosons. Such extrem e lim it of \preform ed" pairs
orpair \m olecules" is frequently invoked, inappropriately
In ourview, to descrbe the cuprates. W ere the cuprates
In this extrem e 1m i, there would be no gapless nodal
quasiparticle excitations, the situation m anifestly at odds



w ith the avaibbl experin ental nform ation®d. I addi
tion, such dem ise of nodal ferm ions would rob the e ec—
tive low -energy theory of any spin degrees of freedom , a
m ost undesirable theoretical feature in the context ofall
we know about the cuprates.

In a superconductor, the vortex-antivortex pairs are
bound and the dual bosons representing vortex loop
worldlinesare in the \nom al" (ie. non-super uid state):
hi=h si= 0 (see the Appendix). Consequently, both
dualgauge elds are A4 and 1 are m assless; this is as
i should be in the dualnom alstate. T his in plies that
upon Integration over A4 and ! both v and a' will
be massive: Lo ! MZvi+ M2Zvi+ (v ! a), where
ME/ MZ 4, the dual correlation length. As ad—
vertised above, the m assive character of v Inm ediately
m akes the system a physical superconductor: If we In-—
troduce a static extermal source vector potential A €* (q),
the response to this perturbation is determ ined by the
ferm jonic \m ean— eld" sti ness orighating from L ¢ and
the \intrinsic" sti ness set by L, whichever is sm aller.
In a strongly uctuating superconductor this in practice
means Ly. Themass M 3 (¢;T) of the D oppler gauge

eld v In L, is e ectively the helicity m odulus of such
a superconductor and detem ines its super uid density

s, reduced farbellow what would follow from L alone.
In a sin ilar vein, themassM ¢ x;T) of vy sets the com —
pressbility of the system ., again far an aller than the
value for the non-interacting system of electrons at the
sam e density :

] 2
2E _ @M )
a0 A (@) A% ( q)  P(g)+ M2 :
2R @M § ’
c Tim ex Oex = : 02 Mg
at 0 AF* @) A ( q) s @+ Mg

(6)
whereE ( is the ground state energy and gj @;%x;T) and
¢ @;x%;T) are the currentcurrent and density-density
responses of the ferm ionic Lagrangian L, respectively.
Evidently, the \intrinsic" sti ness of v as it appears
In Ly encodes at the level of the e ective theory the
strong M ott+ ubbard short-range correlationswhich are
the root cause of reduced com pressibility and super uid
density and enhanced phase uctuations in underdoped
cuprates. T his is entirely consistent w ith the spirit ofthe
e ective theory and should be contrasted with the ap-
plication of a G utzw illertype progctor to a m ean— eld
BCS state, to which it is clearly superior: In the latter
approach one is suppressing on-site double occupancy by
a localprofctorm Im icking correlations that are already
inclided at the level of the renom alized \m ean- eld"
form fonic Lagrangian Le i (1)), ie. they are builtn
nto gj and (:§) . In this approach the superconduc—
tivity is always present at T = 0 as long as the dop—
Ing is nite, abeit wih a reduced super uid density.
In contrast, wihin the e ective theory (E_L:), the m icro—
scopicM ott—H ubbard correlationsare additionally echoed

by the appearance ofwellkde ned vortex-antivortex exci-
tations, whose core size is kept sm allby a large pairing
pseudogap . Such vortex-antivortex excitations fiirther
suppress super uid density from its renom alized \m ean—

eld" value and ultim ately destroy the o -diagonal long
range order (ODLRO) alogether { even at T = 0 and

nie doping { all the while rem aining sharply de ned
w ith no perocgptible reduction in

A s the vortex-antivortex pairs unbind, the supercon-—
ductivity is replaced by the dualsuper uid order: h i€
0, h 16 0, and v and a' tum masskess: L, !

o Tw)+c @ vi+ @! a),where &;T ! 0)isthe
superconducting correlation length, ¢y and ¢ are num eri-
calconstants, and we have used radiation gauger v = 0.
P hysically, the m assless character of v and a' describes
the adm ixing of free quantum vortex-antivortex excita—
tions into the ground state ofthe system which started as
a d-wave superconductor. Now, it is clear from Eq. ('_é)
that the response to A ®* (q) is entirely determ ined by Lo .
T hem assless characterofv in L in plies the vanishing of
the helicity m odulus and super uid density, despie the
fact that the contribution from L to both rem ains nite
and hardly changes through the transition. Sin ilarly, the
responseto Ag¥ (q) vanishesaswell, sihce vy isnow m ass—
Jess. Thus, the system sim ultaneously loses super uidity
(s ! 0)and tums ncompressble (. @ ®|I ! 0)
for doping sm aller than, som e critical X .

N ote that the theory? predicts a universal relation be-
tween the super uid density s and the uctuation dia-
m agnetic susceptbility 41 I underdoped cuprates, as
T ! 0. Right before the superconductivity disappears,
for x > x., the discussion surrounding Eg. (:§) In plies

s MZ 1=4.Sin ilarly, i the region of strong super-
conducting uctuations forx < x¢,M 2 in () is replaced
by ¢ ¢ as is clear from the previous paragraph. The
prefactorc isnothing but the diam agnetic susceptibility

dia c . Assum Ing that the superconducting correla—
tion length and is dual are proportional to each other,
arone nally cbtains g s '. In the case where
strong phase uctuations deviate from \relativistic" be-
havior, the dynam ical critical exponent z 6 1 needs to
be introduced and the above expressions generalized to

s M?2 1:(21, dia z ZI and  gia ;Z 2)=Z-Ex_
perin ental cbservation of such a universal relation be-
tween 5 and g4 would provide a powerfiilevidence for
the dom inance ofquantum phase uctuationsin the pseu—
dogap state of underdoped cuprates.

In the \dualm ean- eld" approxination h i= h

one nds:

s1=

@ vi+Lik';
Z Z
e 9Mi-c! D iexpf Fx2'FHR[Yg;
(7)
R R R .
where xR I d sexp( 42 dx3j 32 (1ny?).
L2 &' appears som ew hat unw ieldy, chie y through its



non-local character. T he non-locality is the penalty we
pay for staying faithfiil to the underlying physics: W hile
the topologicalorigin ofal dem ands coupling to the con-
served SU (2) spin three—currents, its sources are pem a—
nently con ned to D irac halfstrings of the super ow
Dopplr eld v, which by its very de nition is a non—
compact U (1) gauge eld (see below). The m anifestly
SU (2) invariant form (1) sub cted to these constraints
is therefore even m ore elegant than it isusefil

T he situation, how ever, can be rem edied entirely by a
Jidicious choice of gauge: a' = a? = 0,a% = a . In this
\spin-axial" gauge { which am ounts to selecting a xed
(but arbitrary) soin quantization axis { the integration
over ; can be performed and L§ (:j) reduces to a sinple
bcalM axwellian:

1
Lofial! ——— @ v+ @ af ; ®

4 2992 4 24
where is the dual order param eter of the pseudogap
state, ie. the condensate of loops form ed by vortex-—
antivortex creation and annihilation processes n 2+ 1)—
din ensional Euclidean spacetime. This is the quan-—
tum version of the K osterlitz-T houless unbound vortex—
antivortex pairs and is discussed In detail In the Ap-
pendix. The e ective Lagrangian L = L¢ + Lg fv;al of
the quantum uctuating d-wave superconductor nally
takes the fom :

, O+ iv ieA ¥
iehAy + om 1

. T
1 2 ~

D o+t iVO
+ cc:+ Lof;al 5 Q)

whereD ! @ + ia 3, other quantities rem ain as de—
ned below Eq. (1]_4'), and L [v;a] of the pseudogap state
is given by Eq. @) . M ore generally, the full spin-axial
gauge expression for Lg fv;al in {_Q), valid both in the
pseudogap i 6 0) and superconducting th i = 0)
states, is:
Z Z Z
exp d drlofv ;a ] !
0 z
C [ Jexpf

Ex@2Ay w+ 2 F  Iy)g ;

10)

where dualLagrangian L4 [ ;A g; 1is

. s 9. .
12Ad)]2+§]]4

+3F¥@ s 2 ) ;oay

m3jF+ 3@

and nom alization factor C[j j equals
Z
DR si Jexpfi2 F+3F¥@ s 2 )g: (12)
Agaln,A4qand arethechargeand soin dualgauge elds,
respectively, which, in the spin-axial gauge, couple to v

and a asexp i2Ag w + i2 F
i @a e@a) {0).

T he above is just the standard form ofthe QED 3 the-
ory discussed earlier!. Tt resurfaces here as a particular
gauge edition of a m ore symm etric, but also far m ore
cum bersom e description { fortunately, In contrast to is
high sym m etry parent, the Lagrangian E}{) itself is em i+
nently treatabk®d.

A com m itted reader should note that the ultin ate non—
com pactU (1) gauge theory form ofL (n'_‘j.) arisesasanatu-—
ralconsequence of the constraints described above. O nce
the sources of v and a are con ned into physical hc=2e
vortices, the non-com pact U (1) character is the shared
fate forboth. W hilewedo have the choice of selecting the
sihgulargauge in which to represent the B erry gauge eld
a, there is no sim ilar choice for v, which m ust be a non—
compact U (1) gauge eld. It is then only naturalto use
theFT gauge and represent a asa non-com pactU (1) eld
aswell, in order to straightforwardly enforce the con ne—
m ent oftheir respective source}. T he non-com pactness
In this context re ects nothing but an elem entary prop—
erty of a phase— uctuating superconductor: T he consgr-
vation ofa topologicalvortex charge@ n= 0= @, n%.

W e end this section w ith the ollow Ing rem arks: In ex—
plicit calculations w ith ('_53) or its lattice equivalent, it is
often usefilto separate the low energy nodalBdG quasi-
particle excitations from the rest ofthe electronic degrees
of freedom by linearizing L¢ near the nodes. The nodal
ferm ions ; rwhere = 1,1, 2 and 2 is a node In—
dex, can then be arranged into N four-com ponent BdG —
D irac spinors follow ing the conventions of R ef. :_5, w here
N = 2 fora single CuO, layer. T hesem asslessD irac-like
ob Ects carry no overall charge and are at zero chem -
ical potential { re ecting the fact that pairing in the
particle-particle channel always pins the d-wave nodes
to the true chem ical potential { and can be thought of
as the particle-hole excitations of the BCS \vacuum ".
T hey, however, can be polarized and their polarization
w il renomm alize the uctuations of the D oppler gauge

eld v, the point which will be em phasized later. Fur-
them ore, the nodal ferm fons carry spin S = % and in-
teract strongly w ith the Berry gauge eld a to which they
arem Inin ally coupled. In contrast, the rest of the elec—
tronic degrees of freedom , which we label \antinodal"
ferm ions, .n ir whereh i = hl2i, W21i, hl2i, and
h21i, are com bined into spin-singlet C ooper pairs and do
not contrbute signi cantly to the soin channel. On the
other hand, these anti-nodal form ions have nite density
and carry the overallelectric charge. T heir coupling to v
isthe dynam icaldriving force behind the form ation ofthe
CPCDW .M eanw hile, the nodalfem ionsarenota ected
by the CPCDW at the kading order { their low energy
e ective theory is still the symm etric Q ED ;3 even though
the transhtional sym m etry is broken by the CPCDW 23.

The presence of these m assless D irac-lke excitations
in L¢ is at the heart of the QED 5 theory of cuprates®.
QED 3 theory is an e ective low energy description of a

uctuating dy: 2-wave superconductor, gradually los-

= exp 12A4 @ wv)+



Ing phase coherence by progressive adm ixing of quantum
vortex-antivortex uctuations into its ground state. A1l
the while, even as the ODLRO is lost, the am plitude of
the BAG gap function rem ains nite and largely undis—
turbed as the doping is reduced tow ard half- lling as de—
picted In Fig. :_ZI: How is this possbl? A nodaldy: y2—
wave superconductor { in contrast to its fully gapped
cousin or a conventional swave superconductor { pos—
sesses two fundam ental symm etries in is ground state;
the fam iliar one is just the presence of the ODLRO,
shared by all superconductors. In addition, there is a
m ore subtle symm etry of its low energy ferm ionic spec—
trum which is exclusively tied to the presence of nodes.
This sym m etry is em ergent, in the sense that it isnot a
symm etry of the fullm icroscopic H am iltonian but only
of its low energy nodal sector, and is little m ore than the
freedom intrinsic to arranging tw o-com ponent nodalB dG
spinors into ur-com ponent m assless D irac ferm iong? {
by analogy to the eld theory we callthis sym m etry chi-
ral. The QED 3 theory st formulates and then answers
In precise m athem atical tem s the follow ing question:
can a nodal d,2 2-wave superconductor lose ODLRO
but nonetheless retain theRdG chiralsym m etry ofits low
energy ferm lonic spectrum £? In conventionalBC S theory
the answer is a straightforward \no": as the gap goes to
zero all vestiges of the superconducting state are erased
and one recovers a Fem i liquid nom al state. H owever,
In a strongly quantum uctuating superconductor con—
sidered here, which loses OD LRO via vortex-antivortex
unbinding, the answerisa rem arkable \yes". T he chirally
symm etric, IR critical phase of QED 3 is the explicit re—
alization of this new , non-Fem i liquid state of quantum
m atter, w ith the phase order ofa d,: 2 -wave supercon—
ductor gone but the chiral symm etry of ferm ionic exci-
tations keft in its wake. W hilke these excitations are in—
coherent, being strongly scattered by the m assless B erry
gauge eld, the BdG, chiral sym m etry of the low energy
sector rem ains ntact??. portantly, as interactions get
too strong { the case In point being the cuprates at very
low dopings { theBdG chiralsym m etry w illbe eventually
spontaneously broken, kading to antiferrom agnetism and
possbly other filly gapped state?. Nonetheless, the
BdG chiralsym m etry breaking is not findam entally tied
to the Iossof OD LRO :di erent HT S m aterials are lkely
to have di erent T = 0 phase diagram s w ith larger or
an aller portions of a stable critical \nom al" state { de—
scribbed by the symm etric QED 3 { sandw iched betweel:l a
superconductor and an antiferrom agnet (SDW ) Fig. gl) .
In all cases, provided our starting assum ption ofthe pre—
dom inantly pairing nature of the pseudogap is correct,
the sym m etric Q ED 3 em erges as the underlying e ective
theory of underdoped cuprates, echoing the role played
by Landau Fem i liquid theory in conventionalm etals.

III. THERMAL (\CLASSICAL") PHASE

FLUCTUATIONS

Our rstgoalisto ntroduce an XY m odel type repre—
sentation of them al (or \classical") phase uctuations.
Tothisend we st observe that iIn cuprates, we aredeal-
Ing wih a dwave superconductor on a tightly bound
two-din ensional CuO , lattice (the black lattice n Fig.
:_2) . The sim plest starting point is the lattice d-wave su—
percenductor (LASC) m odeldiscussed in detailby Vafek
et a1%4. The m odel descrbes frm ions hopping between
nearest neighbor sites hiji on a square lattice wih a
renom alized m atrix elem ent t and contains a nearest
neighbor sopin-singlet pairing term w ith an e ective cou—
pling constant . adjisted to stabilize the d,: : state
w ith the m axin um pairing gap

5 Ency Gt e
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where (

¢ and ¢ are creation and annihilation operators of
som e e ective electron states, appropriate for energy
scalesbelow and around , which already inclide renor—
m alizations generated by integration of higher energy
con gurations, particularly those associated w ith strong
M ott-H ubbard correlations. Thise ective LASC m odelis
phenom enologicalbut can be justi ed wthin am orem i-
croscopic approach, an exam ple being the one based on a
t J-stylee ective Ham iltonian. T he com plex gap func-
tion is de ned on the bonds ofthe Cu0O ; (olack) lattice:

iy = Aij exp(l j_j). The amp]jtude Aij is frozen be-
low the pseudogap energy scale and equalsA 4 =
along horizontal (vertical) bonds. T hus, the d-wave char-
acter of the pairing has been incorporated directly into
Aij from the start.

W hat rem ains are the uctuations of the bond phase
13- It is advantageous to represent these bond phase
uctuations in temm s of site uctuations by dentifying

exp@d i5) ! exp (@’ ), where ' ¢ is a site phase variable
associated with the m iddle of the bond hiji. Conse-
quently, we are now dealing with the set of site phases
"« Docated at the vertices of the blue hattice in Fig. 4.
N ote that the blue lattice has tw ice asm any sites as the
orignal CuO , lattice or its dual. This is an im portant
point and w illbe discussed shortly.

W e can now integrate over the ferm ions in the LdSC
m odel and generate various couplings am ong phase fac-
tors exp (i’ ) residing on di erent \blue" sites. The re-
sult isthem inim alsite X Y -type m odelH am iltonian rep—
resenting a uctuating classical lattice d-wave supercon—

13)

) denotes various residual interaction temm s.



FIG.2: CuO, lattice represented by thick black lines (ver—
tices are copper atom s and oxygens are in them iddl ofeach
bond). The nodes of the blue lattice (thin_so]jd lines) repre—
sent sites of our \e ective" XY m odel {14), with the phase
factor exp (i’ ;) located at each blue vertex. T he dual of the
copper lattice is shown in red dashed lines. T he nearest neigh—
bor coupling on the blue lattice is denoted by J (plue link)
and the tw o nextnearest neighbor couplings are J; (red link)
and J, (plack link). G enerically, J; € J, and the translational
sym m etry of the blue lattice is broken by the \checkerboard"
array of \red" and \black" plaquettes, as is evident from the
gure. This doubles up the uni cell which then coincides
w ith that ofthe original (polack) CuO , lattice, as it should be.

ductor:
X X
Hgy = J cos(";y '3) 4 cos(";y '3y)
nn rnnn
% cos("y  '5) 5 (14)
bnnn
P 0
w here nnpTUNS Over nearest neighbors on the blue lat—
tice whik and run over red and black

rnnn bnnn

next-nearest neighbor bonds depicted In Fig. :_2, respec—
tively. T he couplings beyond next-nearest neighbors are
neg]ectedg‘; n C_lé) . Such m ore distant couplings are not
In portant for the basic physics which is of Interest to
us here, and their e ect can be sin ulated by a judicious
choice of J; and J, { the reader should be wamed that
the situation changeswhen T ! 0 aswillbe discussed in
the next section. K esping J; and J,, however, is essen—
tial. Ifonly J iskept in (14), the transhationalsym m etry
of the blue lattice would be left ntact and wewould nd
ourselves in a situation m ore symm etric than warranted
by the m icroscopic physics of a d-wave superconductor.
In this sense J; and J, or, m ore precisely, their di er—

ence J; 3 6 0, are dangerously irrelevant couplings
and should be included In any approach which ain s to
describe the physics at interm ediate lengthscales.

In general, near half- 1ling, J, J; and J; tend to be
all posittive and mutually di erent. This ensures that
the ground state is lndeed a d-w ave superconductor (the
reader should recall that d-wave signs had already been
absorbed into A i5's so the ground state is an XY ferro—
m agnet Instead ofan antiferrom agnet { the antiferrom ag—
net would be an extended s-wave state.). The explicit
values of J, J; and J; can be com puted in a particular
m odel. In thispaperwe treat them asadijistable param -
eters.

A . Vortex-antivortex C oulom b gas representation
of H § v

The fact that J; § J, breaks transhtional sym m etry
of the blue Jattice. This is as it should be since the blue
lattice has tw ice asm any sites as the originalCuO , lat-
tice. This is an iIn portant point to which we w ill retum
shortly. N ow , how ever, let usassum e forthem om ent that
J; = J,. Thisassum ption isused strictly for pedagogical
purposes. Then, the blue lattice has a fiill translational
symm etry and i is straightforward to derive the e ec—
tive Coulom b gas representation for uctuating vortex-—
antivortex pairs. Here we ollow the derivation of Ref.
:_2-5 T he cosine functions In (.'_l-l_J:) are expanded to second
order and one obtains the e ective continuum theory:

Z

1 o .
Heome= 57 &'y’ oF+ ) 15)
where J’= J+ J;1+ J2 and ’ (r) is the continuum version
of the site phase ' ; on the blue lattice. ( ) denotes

higher order tem s In the expansion of the cosine func—
tion. A susual, the super uid velocity partv(r) = r ' (r)
is separated Into a reqular XY spin-wave) part and a
sihgular (vortex) part (r’ )y :

Z

ve)=r @+2 ¢ r) Fhdde g ; ae)

where isa regular free eld anc%,n (r) is the dﬁnsjty of
topologicalvortex charge:n (r) = , ( ¥) 5 (r
fj? ), with r] and r‘i‘ being the positions of vortex and an—
tivortex defects, respectively. W e are lim iting ourselves
to 1 vortex charges but higher charges are easily In—
clided. G (r;r°) is the 2D electrostatic G reen’s function
w hich satis es:

r’c)= @« 9B 17)

Far from system s boundaries, the solution of Q-]‘) is:

1
G ;) = - hx PyFa)+cC ; 18)



wherea istheUV cuto , ofthe orderofthe (blue) lattice
spacing and C isan integration constant, to be associated
w ith the core energy.
T his ultim ately gives the vortex part of the H am ilto—
nian as:
Z
H,y=2 2y FPrd " (ro)n (rOO)r G (r;ro)

rG @9 ;
19)

A fter integration by parts this results In the desired
Coulomb gas representation ofH  :
Z Z

T FrdEt nen O nEx fra)+E. FEmie) ;

@0)

whereE. C isthe core energy. N ote that the integrals
In the rstpart of (2-9') include only the regions outside
vortex cores (the size of which is  &).

How is the above derivation a ected ifwe now restore
J; & J,, as is the case in real cuprates? The long dis—
tance part rem ains the sam e since J3 g enters only
at the O (k?) order of the gradient expansion of coshe
finctions in C_l-é_f),i.e. Jp Jéé 0 a ectsonly the tem s
denoted by ( ) don# (15). So, the strength of the
Coulom b interaction between (anti)vorticesin H (2:(_5) is
stillgiven by J= J + J; + J,. T he core energy changes,
however. This change can be traced back to C_fj) and
{18); depending on whether the vortex core is placed in
a red (ie., containing the red cross n F ig. EZ) or a black
plaquette of the blue lattice, the constant of integration
C willgenerally be di erent. T his is just the re ection of
the fact that for J; € J, the orighal translhtional sym —
m etry of the blue lattice is broken down to the checker—
board pattem as is obvious from Fig. :_2 So, Eq. C_l-§')
m ust be replaced by:

0 1 . .
G (;r’) = > h(x F¥a)+ Coyp, 1)
G (r;r0 is jast the electrostatic potentialat point r pro—
duced by a vortex charge at r’. Since not all locations for
1¥ are equivalent, there are two constants of integration
C,6Cyp Cy Gy d %), corresponding to w hether
10 is 3r1 the red or black plaquettes of the blue lattice
Fig. @g) . Retracing the steps keading to the Coulom b gas
representation we nally obtain:
Z Z
FEr ErtnennEx i)
Z Z

Frn*@+ES  Frn’@) ;

Hi= T

+ES

@2)

whereE ¢ ® are the core energies of (anti)vortices located

in red black) phaquettesand EZ  EX 3  &.E r®
are treated as adjistable param eters, chosen to best re—
produce the energetics of the original H am iltonian z_lg) .

T he explicit lattice version of C_Z-(_]') follow s from Ref. :_2-§',
w here a duality transform ation and a M igdalstyle renor—
m alization procedure have been applied to the XY m odel:

X
Hi= T s@s®hx F£+a)
r6é r0
X
+EI  Sm+E2 S @3)
r2R r2 B
In(_z-j)s(r)=0; 1( 2; 3;:::) and r are summ ed over

the red R) and black ®) sji:es_ofthe lattice dual to
the blue Jattice in Fig. @. Eq. {23) can be viewed as a
convenient lattice regularization of C_Z-g) . It is rederived
In the Appendix w ith the help ofV illain approxin ation.
W e can also recast H ; in a form which interpolatesbe-
tw een the continuum  {24) and lattice £3) C oulomb gases.
For convenience, we now lin it our attention to only 1
vortex charges (vortices and antivortices) since these are
the relevant excitations in the pseudogap regine. The
underlying lattice in C_2§') is \am oothed out" into a pe—
riodic potential V (r) whose m inIn a are located in the
plaquettes ofthe blue lattice (at vertices ofthe dualblue
lattice). The precise om ofV (r) can be com puted in
a continuum m odel of realistic cuprates nvolving local
atom ic orbitals, self-consistent com putations ofthe pseu-
dogap , etc. and is not im portant for our purposes;
only its overall sym m etry m atters and the fact that i is

su clently \sm ooth". This nally produces:
Z Z
Fr Erfnen @ nEx )

Z

+ Frv ) (@ ;

Hi= T
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where g (r) is the vorgex charge densiy as before and

o= , @« B+ : (r %) is the vortex particle
density irrespective of vortex charge. IfEZ = EJ, the
periodicity ofV (r) concidesw ith that ofthe blue lattice
{ thevalue at them inimum isbasically EZ = E2. On the
other hand, ifE} 6 E? as is the case In real cuprates,
V (r) has a checkerboard symm etry on the blue lattice,
w ith two di erent kinds of local extrem a; the red one, at
energy set by E. and a black one, at energy E? (this is
alldepicted in Fig. d).

T hem ost In portant consequence of these two di erent
Jocal extrem a of V (r) is that there are two special loca—
tions for the position of vortices; on the orighal CuO ,
lattice of Fig. :ga’ these correspond to vortices either re—
siding iIn its plaquettes or at its vertices. On general
grounds, w e expect one of these positions to be the abso—
utem inim um while the otherassum esthe role ofetthera
Jocally stablem inin um or a saddle point w ith an unsta—
ble direction. W hetherEZ < E% orthe otherway around
and w hether the higher energy is a localm ninum or a
saddle point, however, can be answered with certainty
only within a m odelm orem acroscopic than the one used
here. In particular, a speci ¢ analysis of the electronic
structure ofa strongly correlated vortex core is necessary



which goes far beyond the XY -type m odel used in this
paper. For our purposes E. and E? can be treated as
adjistable param eters and i su ces only to know that
them icroscopic physics selects either the red orthe black
plagquettes in F ig. :_2 as the favored vortex core sites and
relegates the other to either the m etastable or a weakly
unstable status.

IV. QUANTUM PHASE FLUCTUATION S

T he previous discussion pertains to the them al (or
classical) 2D XY model. The key di erence from the
usual Coulom b gas representation for vortex-antivortex
pairs tumed out to be the nequivalence of vortex core
positions on the blue lattice Fi. @), which served to
recover the translational sym m etry of the originalCuO ,
lattice. This e ect was represented by the blue lattice
potentialV (r) in the vortex H am itonian {_2-4) .

To obtain the quantum version ofthe uctuation prob—
Jem oran e ective (2+ 1)D XY -typem odelw e need to in—
clude the im aginary tine dependence in "3 ! ";( ). In
general, this will result in vortex-antivortex pairs prop—
agating through in aghary Euclidean) tin e, as vortex
coresm ove from one plaquette to another through a se—
quence of quantum tunneling processes. T here are two
aspects of such motion: The rst is the tunneling of the
vortex core. This isa \m icroscopic" process, in the sense
that a detailed continuum m odel, w ith selfconsistently
com puted core structure, is needed to describe it quan-—
titatively. For the purposes of this paper, allwe need to
know is that one of the nal com ponents characterizing
such a tunneling process is the \m ass" M- of the vortex
core as it m oves through in aginary tin &l Thism plies
a term

@5)

o
[oN

in the quantum m echanicalvortex action, w here r @y
is the position ofthe ith (@nti)vortex in the CuO, plane
attine .NotethatM ishere jist anotherparam eter in
the theory which, like J, J,, and J,, ism ore m icroscopic
than ourm ode}lijn . However, the m icroscopic physics of
the cuprates clearly points to M being far an aller than
In conventional superconductors. Cuprates are strongly
coupled system s, with a short coherence length k !

and the vortex core of only several lattice spacings In
size. C onsequently, there are only a few electrons \inside
a core" at any given tin e, m aking (anti)vortices \light"

and highly quantum ob Fcts, w ith strong zero-point uc—
tuations. Furthem ore, the core excitations appear to be
gappeo‘.zq by the com binatign pfstyong coupling and local
M ott-H ubbard correlation£989848383, This has an in -
portant In plication for the second com ponent ofthe core
tunneling process, the fam iliar B ardeen-Stephen form of
dissipation, which is such a ubigquious and dom inating
e ect in conventional superconductors. In conventional

10

system s the core is hundreds of nanom eters in diam eter
and contains thousands of electrons. M is lJarge In such
a superconductor and, as a vortex attem pts to tunnel to
a di erent site, itsm otion is dam ped by these thousands
of e ectively nom al electrons, resulting In signi cant
B ardeen-Stephen dissipation and high viscosity. Them o—
tion of such a huge, strongly dam ped ob Ect ise ectively
classical. Vortices in underdoped cuprates are precisely
the opposite, with sn allM , the Bardeen-Stephen dissi-
pation nearly absent and a very low viscosiy. In this
sense, the quantum m otion of a vortex core in under—
doped cuprates is closer to super uid *He than to other,
conventional superoonductors% . W e are therefore jisti-

ed in assum ing that it is adequately described by C_ZE;)
and ignorjng am all vortex core viscosity for the rest of
this papert®. The special fature of the cuprates, how —
ever, is the presence of gapless nodal quasiparticles aw ay
from the coresw hich generate their ow n peculiarbrand of
(weak) dissipation { such e ect isdiscussed and included
later in this section.

T he second aspect of the vortex propagation through
In aghhary tin e involves the m otion of the super ow ve—
lIocity eld surrounding the vortex outside its core, ie., in
the region of space w here the m agniude of is approx—
In ately uniform . This is a long range e ect and, unlke
the vortex core energies, m ass, or B ardeen-Stephen dissi-
pation, exhbits certain universal features, shared by all
superconductors and super uids. For exam ple, in super—

uid ‘Hethise ect would result in aM agnus Hroe acting
on a vortex. In a superconductor, the e ect arises from
the tin e derivative ofthe phase In the regions ofuniform

. The origin of such tim e derivative and its physical
consequences are m ost easily appreciated by considering
an ordinary ( ctitious) strongly uctuating s-wave super-
conductorw ith a phase factorexp (1 ;( )) at each site of
the CuO, lattice. For reader’s bene t we discuss this
case rst asa pedagogicalwam ~up for what lies ahead.

A . Pedagogical exercise: quantum
s-w ave superconductor

uctuating

A fterperform ingthe FT transfom ation and forgetting
the double valuedness problem (ignoring the B erry gauge
eld a) sihce we are concentrating on the charge channel,
the quantum action w illcontain a purely in aginary tem
(see Section I0):

d @i ( )+ my ()@ 5 5 (@6)

where n; i 1 . It isuseful to split the electron
density into is average and the uctuating parts: n =

ne+ ng ! n+ n. The average part is unin portant
for the spin-wave phase due to the periodiciy of ;( )
In the Interval 0; ]. In the vortex part of the phase,
how ever, this average density acts as a m agnetic ux %n
seen by (antj,)vortjoes‘?- . This rst tim e derivative is just



the charge Berry phase and i couples to (half of) the
total electronic charge density. A fter the ferm ions are
Integrated out, the uctuating part of the density will
sinply generate a - tem whose sti ness is set by the
ferm Jonic com pressibility.

For sinplicity, we will rst ignore the charge Berry
phasesand setn = 0 (mod 2). This results in a @+ 1)D
XY model:

1 X X
Lyy = EK 0 - J

i nn

cos( 1 §) i @7

whereK ( ise ectively the ferm ionic charge susogptibility
(com pressibility) : K o < h fi. Again, we expand
the cosine to the leading order (the sam e results are ob—
tained in the Villain approxim ation, see Appendix) and
separate the reqular and singular (vortex) contributions

to @ ' @ + @ ")y Asaresul, Lx vy istransform ed
nto
z 2y ; I g2,
2K(@).JW@ + W (@ )v+2KW ;
(28)
where K = ®Ko;K;K) and W is a real Hubbard—

Stratonovich threewector eld. The integral over the
free eld can be carried out, producing the constraint
@ W = 0. The constraint is solved by dem anding that
W =@ Ag,whereAy will soon assum e the m eaning of
the dualgauge eld. T he vortex part isnow m anipulated
nto:

@)+ Ix 1 @ ng)?

o2

P i@ Ag)

| . 1 1 2,
! 2 i rHEK @ a9 ; @9
w here the Integration by partsand @ (@ ), = 2 n have
been used and n is the vorticity in the @2+ 1) dinen—
sional spacetin e (vorticity, by is very nature, is con—
served: @ n = 0).
tion from Feynm an path integrals to coherent functional
ntegraldd. A relativistic vortex boson complx eld

(x) is introduced, whose worldlines in (2+ 1) dim en—
sional spacetin e coincide w ith uctuating vortex loops
(see the Appendix for a m ore detailed account). The

rst term in (2:5_3) is just the current of these relativistic
vortex particles coupld to a vector potential A . Fur-
them ore, vortices have som e Intrinsic Iline action dsSg,
com ing from core tem s (and/or lattice regularization)
which supply the (2+ 1) kinetic tetm . In the end, one
obtains a dualLagrangian:

1
. ) . .. g. . K
L= 3@+ 2 Ag) F#+m?@iF+ 253+ — @

(30)
where g > 0 is a short range repulsion descrbing the

penalty for vortex core overlap. The m ass term will in
generalbe spatially m odulated, re ecting the underlying

2
> 2 Ag) % ith the constraint taking the form B4 () =
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Iattice potential, as in £24). A detailed derivation of the
above dualLagrangian can be found in the A ppendix.

Tt isusefiilto underscore the ollow Ing relation betw een
the steps that ked to (30) and the fom alisn discussed in
Section IT, which is coached In the language closer to
the originalelectrons: O nly the fam iliar long range B iot—
Savart (anti)vortex interactions, m ediated by dualgauge

eld A 4, ardse from the ferm ionic action in Section IT and
Refs. :_L-g:,:_ég . This corresponds to large regions of space
where the pseudogap is large and approxin ately uni-
form . In contrast, sm all (anti)vortex core regions, where

m ight exhibi signi cant non-unifom iy, supply the
the core kinetic part {_2-5), vortex core energy and the
short range core repulsion tem (g), which are all stored
n the \Jacobian" forv and a gauge elds. T his is signif-
icant since it enables us to deal rather straightforw ardly
w ith the charge B erry phase w hich now m ust be restored.

F irst, notice that the selfaction ofA 4, w hich was intro—
duced in this section through a H ubbard-Stratonovich de-
coupling n Eg. C_2-§'), actually follow s \m icroscopically"
from the integratign overthe ferm ionsand the gauge eld
v in Section ITand%. There A4 was introduced asa ed
enforcinga -fiinction constraint [@ V)= n]but the
physics is precisely the sam e, the form aldi erence being
Just the order in w hich w e integrate the fermgionicm atter.
Oncewe restore the Berry phaseterm (i=2) dxn @ )y
back to the, actjon, we note that In the form alian of Sec—
tion IT and? none of the elds i the dual Lagrangian
GO ) couples to it directly. Instead, it isvy that enters the
Berry phasevia the -fiinction constraint@ ! .The
Berry phase temrm w ill then a ect (:_3-(2:) via the ooup]jng
of vy to the spatial part of A4, ie., the dualm agnetic
Induction B4 = r Ag4.

T he above observations suggest that it useful to sepa—
rate out the saddl point part of v as: v ! v+ v,
The saddle point part v is detem ined by m inim izing
the totalaction (the \ " sign is chosen so that y cou—
ples to the electron density as a chem icalpotential). O £
course, if there were no Berry phase term we would have

Now, we use the standard transi- vy = 0. W ith the Berry phase temm inclided v = 0 but

Vo isnow nite. Observe from Egs. (1,2) of Ref. 12
that the saddle point equation for vy sim ply reduces to:
—n =Bg=Tr Agq (note that, relative to our notation,
dualgauge eld in Ref. EZ‘: isrescaled asAgq ! 2 Ag).
So, w ith the Berry phase included, the nal form of the
dual theory still rem ains gJyen by Eq. Bd but m ust be
appended by the constraint 3 l'n x)i= B4 &)1

Ifwenow apply the dualm ean— eld approxim atJon to
d28 ) one cbtains F, ¢ given by:

i (31)

jr + i2 Ag) P+ m?@E)y P

2

S (r)i.
One Inmediately recognizes J,'_3]_:) as the Abrikosov—
Hofstadter problem for a,dual typeII superconductor
{ we are in typeII regin &% since sm all com p ility
In plies large dual G nzburg param eter 4 1= Ko

1= . { subfcted to the overall dual) m agnetic eld



ux per plaquette of the dual lattice, £, given by £ =
p=a= (@

]JJngn = 1) f = 1=2. The solution that m inin izes
&3]1 at half- lling is a checkerboard array of vortices
and antivortices n , with the associated m odulation
In Bq() = $m (r)i, as discussed n Refs. 12,38. This
is nothing but the dual equivalent ofa CPCDW in an
s-w ave superconductor at half- lling, w ith a tw o-fold de—
generate array of altemating enhanced and suppressed
charge densities on sites of the original lattice. An over—
whelm ing analytic and num erical support exists for this
state being the-actual ground state of the negative U
H ubbard m odeEd, the prototypicaltheoretical toy m odel
In this category. This givesus con dence that them ean—

Jed approxin ation captures basic features of the prob—
m .

B . Quantum wuctuating d-wave superconductor

T he above pedagogical exercise applies to an idealized
strongly uctuating s-wave superconductor and its asso—
ciated ordinary 2+ 1)D XY model. W hat about our d-
wave lattice supemonductor (LdSC) and itse ective XY —
type m odel Cl4), w ith the bond phasesm apped into site
phases on the blue lattice? Again, we go from exp (i i5)
to exp (i’ x) asbefore. T he cosine part of 6271) is replaced
by H ¢ Xy ¢l4) and is handled in the sam e way as for the
classicalcase. Thisw illultin ately result in a m odulated
potentialV (r) ofEq. C24I In the context of the dual
theory {30) this w ill translate into a position-dependent
masstem m 2 (r)j ()32 in the dual Lagrangian (30) ex—
cept now thism assterm has the checkerboard sym m etry
on the blue lhttice, with m i In the red plaquettes di er—
ent from m 2 in theblack plaquettes m2 m? EZ ED).
Incliding the constraint on the overalldual induction B 4
seam s to com plete the process.

A las, the situation is a bit m ore involred. F irst, the
tin e derivative part and the Berry phase are m ore com —
plicated. The di culty arises since the bond supercon-—
ducting phase ;3 of a LdSC couples In a more com —
plicated way to the site ferm ionic variables. However,
we can still dealw ith this by enlisting the help of the
FT gauge transform ation which screens the long-range
partof ijby 1 i+ 1 j,where ; arethe phases i the
ferm onic elds. A fer this transform ation Wwe are again
ignoring a which we can put back in at the end) one
obtains i%ni@ ; at each site of the CuO , lattice. This
translates into 2n;@ 3+ Zn3@ 5 reach bond hiji of
the Cu0 , lattice. Thisbond expression can be rew ritten
as:

i 1 i 1
gfﬂi"'l’ljla(@ it @ 4+ éhi nj]g(@ i @ 3)

i
=§[l'li+nj]@ i+ ) i

where (
cally not in portant in the discussion of critical phenom —

x)=2, where x is doping. Note that at half-
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ena (ut see below ). In the end, follow Ing our replace—
m ent of bond phases on Cu0, lattice wih site phases
on the blue Jattice i3 ! ' we nally cbtain the Berry
phase term of our lattice d-wave superconductor:
14 l 14

x + 8 5@ "y

i i
gfﬂi"’ nyl@ "y ! g[l'li+ nsJ@

(33)

T he expression C_§2j) seam s too good to be true and it

is { thereplacement ;5 ! % ;+ 1 ;holdsonly faraway

from vortices, when the phases 2change slow Iy between
nearby bonds (sites). In general, the bond phase of the
LdSC w illnot couple to the electron densities In a sinple
way suggested by {_32) . Still, we have gained an in por—
tant insight; its coupling to the overall electron density
represented by the leading term in C_B.Z:) is e ectively ex—
act. This ollow s directly from the electrodynam ic gauge
Invariance which m andates that both regular and singu-
lar con gurations of the phase m ust have the same rst
tin e derivative In the action. For arbirarily an oothly
varying phase, w ith no vortices present, the replacem ent

5! 3 i+ 3 5 isaccurate to any desired degree and
the B erry phase given by the leading term In (33') follow s.
Incidentally, this result is not spoiled by the higher or-
der tem s, represented by (
contrbute to the overalldualm agnetic eld, by virtue of
n; ny= 0. W e, however, cannot clain with the same
degree of certainty that  j; is In a sin ple relationship
to variations in the electronic densities on sites 1 and j
as @2) would have (. Tnstead, we should view i
in @3 as a H ubbard-Stratonovich eld used to decouple
the —lj term in the quantum action. Thismakes  i; in—
herently a bond eld whose spatialm odulation translates
Into variation in the pseudogap and willbe naturally
related to the dual induction B4 below?i. This is dif-
ferent from our pedagogical s-wave exercise where the
m odulation in B 4 was directly related to the variation In
the electronic density.

The second source of com plication is m ore intricate
and relates to the fact that, as T ! 0, wemust be con—
cemed about nodal ferm ions. In the s-wave case and the

nite tem perature d-wave XY -type m odel Cl4 ) we know
that coupling constants J, J;, J2, and so on, are nite
or at least can bem ade so in sim ple, reasonably realistic
m odels. In general, we need to keep only several of the
nearby neighbor couplings to capture the basic physics.
T here is a tacit assum ption that such expansion is in fact
wellbehaved. In the quantum d-wave case, however, the
expansion In near neighbor couplings is not possble {
at T = 0 is presum ed analytic structure is obliterated
by gapless nodal ferm ions. N aturally, after the electrons
are integrated out we w ill stillbe left w ith som e e ective
action for the phase degreesoffreedom 35 ( ) but thisac—
tion w ill be both non-local and non-analytic in term s of

(3241 erences of phases on various bonds. T he only option

appears to be to keep the gapless ferm onic excitations

) contains higher order derivatives and is typiin the theory. This in iself of course is perfectly ne

but it does not advance our stated goal of \bosonizing"

.'[_]’ﬂ. (32), since they do not



the CPCDW problem a last bit. Note that the issue
here is not the Berry gauge eld a and is coupling to
nodal ferm ons { even when we ignore coupling of vor—
tices to soin by setting a ! 0 and concentrate solkly
on the charge sector as we have done so far, the gapless
BdG quasiparticles still produce non-analytic contribu-—
tions to the phaseonly action. In short, what one has
here ism ore than a problam ; it is a calam iy. The In —
plication is nothing less but that there isno usabl XY —
type m odel for the charge sector of a quantum d-wave
superconductor, the optin istic title of the present paper
notw ithstanding.

Fortunately, there is a way out of this conundrum .
W hile indeed we cannot write down a sinple XY -lke
m odel for the uctuating phases it tums out that the
dualversion of the theory can bem odi ed In a relatively
straightforward way to ncorporate the non-analyticiy
caused by nodal ferm ions. To see how this is accom —
plished we go back to Section IT and use our division
of electronic degrees of freedom into low-energy nodal
( ;) and \high-energy" antinodal femm ions, tightly
bound into spin-singlet C ooper pairs ( , ;). Inaghne
for a m om ent that we ignore nodal ferm ions altogether,
by, forexam ple, setting the num ber ofD iracnodal avors
N ! 0 (ih a sihngke CuO,; plane N = 2). Exact integra-
tion over antinodalelectronsc ; ; lkadsto an XY -type
m odel precisely of the type discussed at the begihning
of this subsection. Since antinodal electrons are fully
gapped the e ective Ham iltonian has the conctured
form {_1-4) wih nite couplings J, J; and J,, and w ith
higher order term s which decay su ciently rapidly. The
explicit valuesofJ, J; and J; at T = Om ghtbedi cult
to detem Ine but not m ore so than for an s-wave super—
conductor. Furthem ore, since antinodal ferm lons carry
all the charge density, the Berry phase term rem ains as
detemm ined earlier and so does the tim elke sti ness of
" ;. D erivation ofthe dualtheory proceeds as envisioned,
w ith allthe short range e ects stored in vortex core tem s
and ulin ately in m 2 (r), and w ith only rem aining long
range Interactions m ediated by the dualgauge eld A 4.
W e now restore nodalferm ions N 6 0); as already em —
phasized, the only coupling ofnodal ferm ions to the dual
theory is via the gauge eldsv and a. Shoe we are ig—
noring the soin channelwe can neglect a. As farasv is
concemed, Including nodal ferm ions leads to a non-local,
non-analytic correction to its sti ness, expressed as

vkK v ! v K +NQ v ;

where K  isdetem ined by antinodalelctrons. Q ()
is the contrbution from nodal ferm ions, lnear in g
and in general quite com plicated. W e give here few
sinpler Iimis: Qo (O;!n) = cinj Qoi = Qu = O,
Qxx @i0) = Qyy @;0) = o3 ,Qxy @;0) = Qyx @;0) =

oF S9N (G ;g ), where ¢ = _max(FHIFI, & =
min (P jiy) andc  2=16 284,

In the language of dual theory, this translates Into a
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m odi ed selfaction for the dualgauge eld:

1 1
5(@ Ag) K " @ Ag)

1
P o@ R K +NQ 1'@ Ay ; (34)
where K +NQ ]! isthetensor inverse ofK +

N Q . Thisaction is clearly m ore com plicated than is
M axwellian s-wave counterpart but nevertheless decid-
edly m anageable { most inportantly, the part of the
dual action nvolving dualboson eld rem ains unaf-
fected. Note that nodal fem ions induce sublkading but
still Jong—ranged interactions between vortices, in addi-
tion to the fam iliar B iot-Savart interactions. These in-—
teractions have square sym m etry on the blue lattice, re—
ecting their nodal origin. Furthem ore, when A 4 is in-
tegrated over, they w ill produce a peculiar dissipative
term i, 375 which describbes the dam ping of collective
quantum vorticity uctuationsby gaplessnodalquasipar-
ticles. T he in portance of thise ect is secondary relative
to them asstem forvy which isalwaysgenerated by anti-
nodal ferm ions, basically because the density of states
N E) for nodal ferm ions vanishesasE ! 0. However,
given the sm allness of traditional B ardeen-Stephen core
viscosity this \nodal" m echanism is an in portant source
of dissipation of vortex m otion in underdoped cuprates.
Since our focus in the present paper is dualm ean- eld
theory, this dissipative term w ill play no direct rolke.
Amed wih the above analysis we can nally wrie
dow n the Lagrangian ofthe quantum XY -typem odelde—
scribing a LASC :

d X Ko 2 d
LXY =1 fi’_‘i_+ 7 ’—i+ HXY + Lnodal+ Lcore
1 1
X K, , X
=1 £fi7 5+ 7 ,—i J cos(’ ; 'j)
iX i nn

d cos("s  '3) &

cos(";  '5)
bnnn

+ Lnoda1loos("s ")+ Loore 7 (35)

where the sum s run over sites i of the blue lattice and
the notation is the same as below Eqg. Qé‘), f; =

2 (yx + ny) wih k;J being the end sites ofbond i, the
tin e-lke phase sti ness K ¢ results from the Hubbard-
Stratonovich integration over i asdetailed above, and
Lore COntains core tem s com ing from a sm all region
around the (@nti)vortex where  iself is signi cantly

suppressed, an exam ple being 6_2-5) T he explicit form

of Liogaifoos(’ 5 "5)] In the XY m odel language is un-—
known but it is a non-analytic, non-local fiinctional of
cos("; '3); tse ectwillbe incorporated once w e arrive
at the dual description, follow Ing the above argum ents.
N ote that the short range parts of cosine functions and
tin e derivative in C_i;‘o) w illbe subsum ed into Lo OnCE
wego to continuum orV illain representationsofthe prob—
Jem , as descrbed elsew here In the paper. Furthem ore,



observe that at half- lling the dual ux per plaquette of
the blue lattice has an intrinsic checkerboard pattem:
f = 1=2 for black plaquettes and £ = 0 for red plaque-
ttes. This is a direct consequence of ’ ( ) being a bond
phase, residing on theblue lattice sites In F ig. 2: itsBerry
phase given by Eq. 433 T hus, In the quantum problem ,
the B erry phase com bines w ith the nextnearest neighbor
bonds (for J; & J,) in breaking translational sym m etry
of the blue lattice down to the checkerboard pattem of
Fig. 2. The average ux through the unit cell on the
blue lattice is £ = 1=2 which is just as it should be since
there are tw o plaquettes ofthe blue lattice per single pla—
quette of the origihalblack lattice and the dual ux per
plaquette of the Cu0 ,; lattice is £ = 1=2 at half- lling.

Tt is now straightforward to derive a dual representa—
tion of {35) by retracing the path that d from @7) to
&30 In this fashion we obtain the dualLagrangian ofthe
2+ 1)D XY m odelappropriate for a strongly uctuating
d-w ave superconductor near half- Iling®4:

Lg= jJ@+ i2 Ag) jz+m2(r)jjz+—jj4

2
1
t5 @ R) K +NQ 1'@ Ag) + (
(36)
where @ A4 satis es the constraint arisihg from the

charge Berry phase. The dual Lagrangian for a d-wave
superconductor Gé di ers from is s-wave counterpart

GO in the follow ing in portant respects: i) the period-
icity of the m ass potential is di erent and re ects the

checkerboard periodicity on the (dual) blue lattice set
by our vortex core potentialV (r), ii) the selfaction for
the dualgauge eld containsnon-local, non-analytic con—
tribution of nodal fermm ions, iii) the m odulation of the

dual ux B4 relates to the variation in the pseudogap

iy (@s opposed to the electronic density ny) via the

constraint By (v) (1=16)h ;5 ()i, and iv) at dop-
ing x, the overalldual ux through the unit cell of the

blue lattice imposed by the Berry phase constraint is
f=p=qg= @ x)=2, comprised of £ = p=g= (1 X)=2
at a black plaquette and £ = 0 at a red one. W e there-
fore expect the results for stable CPCDW states to be
di erent from those of a hypothetical strongly uctuat-
ing s-wave superconductor. A lso, note that K is now

sstby Ko ki i3Fi, which is still related to form ion

com pressbiliy? and still relatively sm all since the ba—
sic aspect of our approach is that am plitude uctuations
in i are suppressed. This in plies our dual, supercon—
ductor rem ains in thetype-ITregine (¢ 1= Ko 1).
Finally, (
neglcted. For those readers who nd the above road to
¢_3-§) perhaps a bi too slick, we give a detailed step-by—
step derivation in the A ppendix.

An important point should be noted here: The ne-
glected higher other tem s (
netic tem s, additional interm ediate range interactions,
short range current-current interactions and num erous
other contrbutions. A1l are irrelevant in the sense of

) denotes higher order term sw hich have beerjn 2
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critical behavior. In our problem , however, we are not
Interested only in the critical behavior. In particular,
we would lke to determ ine the charge m odulation ofthe
CPCDW on lngthscales which are not extrem ely long
com pared to the CuO , lattice constant. T hese additional
term s could be in portant for this purpose. P articularly
signi cant In this req:ect are the higher order corrections
to the Berry phase C32 which, while not a ecting the
valie of overall £, do In uence the form of the e ective
dualA brikosov-H ofstadter problem that ensues.

T he strategy ofkeeping a Jarge num ber of otherw ise ir-
relevant tem s isnot a practicalone. W ew ill therefore in—
troduce a sin pli cation here which is actually quite nat-
uraland allow s us to retain the essential realistic featires
ofthe origihalm odeland m aintain the particle-hole sym —
m etry aswell. Considera situation wherem 2 () n {_56) is
very strongly m odulated. T his isa \tightfinding" lim i,
universally considered appropriate for cuprates, and we
can sin ply view quantum (anti)vortices asbeing able to
hop only between the nearby p]aquettes of the blue lat-
tice, as is clearly im plicit In C35 Furthem ore, we as—
sum e that the two extrem a in m 2 (r) are separated by an
energy scale largerthan such hopping. T his is a perfectly
teasonable assum ption since it illustrates an already in —
portant characteristicofoure ectivem odel, the fact that
red and black plaquettes of the blue lattice are intrinsi-
cally not equivalent (py the form ofthe Berry phase and
J; & J,). Under these circum stances we can rew rite the
duallagrangian in a tightbinding fom :

X X
La= 3@ + 12 Rg) F+ 3@ + 22 Ag) 7
X 7 rob
trrexp(j-2 ds B) r x°
hrroi T
X Zp
Gy exp (12 ds B) , » [
hrbi T
X g.
+ (m jrf"’ r]4)+ bJ bj2+53 bj4
r b
1 1
+§(@ Aq) K +NQ 1@ 2y + (

@37

where vortex boson elds ., reside on red (black)
plaquettes of the blue Jattice, t..y) is the vortex
hopping between the nearest red-red (plack) neighbors,

0
exp (12 rr ® gs B) are the appropriate P eierls factors,
méj tp (core energies on red and black plaque-

ttes are signi cantly di erent), and r A4 In the last
term is the lattice ux of the dualm agnetic eld, equal
f=p=g= (1 x)=2peruni celloftheorighalCu0, lat-
tice. W e have also assum ed that it is the red plaquettes

) Involre higher order kithat are favored by vortex cores, m aking it unnecessary

to nclide g, explicitly. The assum ption E . Ep ap—-
pearsnaturally warranted by the overallsym m etry ofthe
problem but, should the details of m icroscopic physics



Intervene and reverse the situation in favor of the black
plaquettes, all one needs to do is exchange Iabelsr $ b
mote thatm 2 < 0,m2 > 0 i a dualsuperconductor).

T he resulting tightfinding dualH am iltonian:

X Z Lo
Hg = o exp (12 ds &) , o
hrroi T
X 2y
tp exp (12 ds Aa) ., » (xe)+
hrbi r
2. g,
+ (mr] rj2+ E] r]4)
X g
+ 3 pF+ 2363+ )

2
b

willbe analyzed in two lim its: ort, t=m?Z mZj
In which case we can sinply set tp, ! 0, the e ective
H ofstadter problem assum es the form equivalent to the
standard s-wave case de ned on the sites of the red lat—
tice Fig. :_2) . Im portantly, how ever, the relation betw een
the m odulation in B4 and i3 rem ains di erent from
the s-wave case and peculiar to a d-wave, as explained
above. W e will call this lim it an H1 m odel. Sim ilarly,
in the opposite case t., =m2 mijwe can set
tr ! 0 and obtain an e ective H ofstadter problem w ith
hoppingsbetw een red and black sitesonly. N ote that this
situation is not equivalent to the standard s-wave case:
In order to hop from one red plaquette to another a vor-
tex must go through a black site, picking up a Peierls
phase factor di erent from the one for a conventional
direct red-tored hop. In considering these Peierls fac—
tors we m ust exercise caution since the \assisted" hops
between red plaquettes pass directly through the dual
uxes f = p=q= (1 x)=2 located on black sites. By
In niesin ally digplacing the said ux, one isback to the
situation where all closed paths of hops are com posed of
uxes £ = p=qg= (1 x)=2 through black and £ = 0
through red plaquettes of the blue lattice. T he resulting
H am ilttonian hasan exact particlke-hole sym m etry around
half- lling (x ! xX), as i should. W e call this the H2
model Finally, stillin the lin it t, =2 mijwih
ter ! 0,wecan \spread" the dual ux so it isunifom ly
distributed throughout each blue lattice plaquette and
equalf = p=g= (1 x)=4. In this situation, dubbed an
H3 model, the x ! X symm etry is obeyed only approx—
In ately, for an all x (ear half- 1ling), but this isallwe
are interested in. W e have established by explicit com —
putations that the H 3 m odel satis es the particlke-hole
symm etry at som e Hofstadter fractions £ whilke i does
not appear to do so at others; it is for this reason that
we tend stay away from the H3 m odelin thispaper. The
reader should note that the issue ofhow to dealw ith dual
uxesw hen hopping through black plaquettes arisesonly
In tightbbindingmodels H2 and H3 put not H1!) { the
origihaldualLagrangian C_§§) is free of such issuesand has
m anifest x ! x symm etry. The down side, of course,
is that such a continuum theory is farm ore di cult to

(38‘15
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solve, both analytically and num erically.

T he H am iltonian CB8 in itsthreeeditionsH 1, H 2, and
(to a lim ited extent!) H 3, de nes probably the sin plest
dual version of the H ofstadter problem which appropri-
ately builds in the d-wave character of the uctuating
lattice superconductor and the essential phenom enology
of the pseudogap state in underdoped cuprates. T he ex—
tra tem s (
ampl, g ! gr;%, additionaly ¥ »F repulsions, etc.)
but the In portant particle-hole symm etry around half-

lling is already present w ithout them . A 11 the detailed
num erical caleculations reported In the latter pages ofthis
paper and described in Ref. t_L@' use the m ean— eld ver—
sion of I_3-§) and the threem odelsbased on it, H1 (t.

,=?Z mij)andH2andH3 (&, t=m2 mij, as
the point of departure.
V. DUAL SUPERCONDUCTOR AND COOPER

PAIR CDW IN UNDERDOPED CUPRATES

T he previous sections concentrated on the derivation
ofthe e ective quantum XY -typem odelforphase uctu-
ations in underdoped cuprates and is dual counterpart
¢_3-§) and C_§]') In this section we pause to take stock of
where we are w ith respect to the realworld and to con—
sider som e general features of the physical picture that
emerges from Egs. (36,37). First, the dual supercon—
ductor ¢_3-§) describes the physics of strongly uctuating
superconductors In tem s of a com plex bosonic ed ,
w hich creates and annihilates quantum vortex-antivortex
pairs viewed as \charged" relativistic particles (vortices)
and antiparticles (@ntivortices) { this is depicted In Fig.
:_3. T he conserved \charge" is Just the vorticiy associated
w ith these topologicaldefects, + 1 for vortices and -1 for
antivortices, and the gauge eld coupled to it is nothing
but A 4. Physically, A4 describes the fam iliar logarithm ic
Interactions between (anti)vortices. W e stress that the
dual description is just a convenient m athem atical tool:
Ttsm ain advantage is that it allow s a theorist to access
a strongly quantum uctuating regin e ofa superconduc—
tor, where the super uid density s atT = 0 can be very
an all or even vanish, while the pairing pseudogap re—
m ans large. A ccording to the theory of Ref. -5 this is
the regim e that govems the properties of the pssudogap
state in underdoped cuprates. This regin e is entirely
naccessible by m ore conventional theoretical approaches
which use them ean—- eld BC S state as the starting point
around which to com pute uctuation corrections.

The dual superconductor description predicts two
basic phases of cuprates: h i 0 is jast the fa-
m iliar superconducting state. Quantum and themm al
vortex-antivortex pair uctuations are present (@nd thus
hj 31 6 0) but these pairs are aways bound, result-—
Ing in a nite, but considerably suppressed super uid
density. A s vortex-antivortex pairs unbind at som e dop—
ng x = x., the super uid density goes to zero and the
superconducting state is replaced by its dual counter—

) can still be used for netuning (for ex—



FIG.3: Quantum uctuations of vortex-antivortex pairs.
xy-plane isthe Cu0 ,; layerand -axisshow sdirection ofin ag—
inary tim e. Vortices (arrow s pointing upw ards) and antivor—
tices (arrow s pointing dow nw ards) are alw ays created and an—
nihilated In pairs. N ote that the structures arising from linked
creation-annihilation events form ordented loops carrying 1
vorticity. T hese loops are just the virtualparticle-antiparticle
creation and annihilation processes in the quantum vacuum of
the relativisticbosonic eld (x), asdescribed in the text and
theA ppendix. isourdualorderparam eter: In a physicalsu—
perconductor such vorticity loopsare niteandh i= 0.Note
that the intersections of such nite loops wih the xy-plane
at any given tine de ne a set of bound vortex-antivortex
dipoles in the CuO , layer. T he superconducting order is lost
when vortex-antivortex pairs unbind and the average size of
the above vorticity loops diverges { som e of the loops becom e
as large as the system size. T his is the pseudogap state, w ith
h 16 0. The reader should note the follow ing am using aside:
The above gure can easily be adapte(ljl to depict the low en—
ergy ferm ionic excitations of theory (). The creation and
annihilation processes now describe spin up (arrow s pointing
upw ards) and spin down (arrow s pointing dow nw ards) quasi-
particle excitations from the BC S-type spin-singlet vacuum .
The loops carry a wellkde ned spin and can be though of as
relativistic BAG D irac particles/antiparticles { theirm assless
character In a nodald-wave superconductor in plies the pres—
ence of loops of arbitrarily large size. T hese ferm ionic loops
m ove In the background of uctuating vortex loops discussed
above, theirm utual interactions encoded In gauge IIe]ds v and
a. This is a pictorial representation of the theory ).

part, hi$ 0. Themeaning ofdualODLRO is actually

quite sin ple: Finiteh im eansthat vortex loops (loopsof
vortex-antivortex pairs being created and anniilated in
(2+ 1) din ensional spacetin €) can now extended over the
whole sam pl, ie. the worldline of a dual relativistic bo—
son can m ake tsway from any point to in nity (see Fig.
:_3) . The presence of such unbound vortex-antivortex ex—
citations directly in plies vanishing helicity m odulus and
thus the absence of the M eissner e ect and 5 = 0 (see
Section IT for details). T he phase diagram of a dual su—
'peroonductor as it applies to cuprates is shown In Fig.

In the dualm ean— eld approxin ation, jist as in a con—
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<P>z0 <P>=0 X

FIG. 4: The schem atic phalse_ diagram of underdoped

cuprates in the theory of Refs. .5,:_1% T denotes the pssu—
dogap tem perature (T ). Dual superconducting order

( nite h i) In plies the absence of the true, physical super-
conductiviy. C onversely, the absence ofdualorder (h i= 0)

corresponds to the physical superconductor. T he shaded area

represents the region of coexistence between a strongly uc—
tuating superconductor and a CPCDW state, which willgen—
erally occur in the dual theory. This region of \supersolid"

behavior is characterized by h i= 0 but nite hj %i, which

ism odulated w ithin the CuO , layer according to our theory

of a dual superconductor. The precise size of a coexistence

region, however, is di cul to estin ate from the m ean- eld
theory and a m ore elaborate approach, including uctuations
in and A4, needs to be em ployed. Finally, the nite tem -
perature phase boundary ofthe CPCDW (dashed-dotted line)

should not be taken quantitatively apart from the fact that it

is located below T

ventionalone, we ignore uctuations n  and m inim ize
the action speci ed by (36) with respect to a com plkx
function (r). In a physical superconductor X > X )
(r) = 0. Forx < x.,them nimum action corresponds
to nite (r). However, since the charge Berry phase
translates into a dualm agnetic eld B 4 this nite (v)
must contain N4 vortices, where N4 is the number of
the dual ux quanta piercing the system . Note that
this num ber is nothing but half of the total num ber of
electrons N4 = N =2, the factor of one half being due
to the fact that we are considering C ooper pairs. In a
tight binding representation C_B]‘) this in plies a dual ux
f=p=g= (1 x)=2pereach CuO, uni cell. The pres—
ence of such vortex array in  (r) will be accom panied
by spatial variation In B4 (r), which translates into the
m odulation ofthe pseudogap 15 and thusintoa CDW
of Cooper pairs CPCDW ). Consequently, in the vocab—
ulary ofthe dualm ean- eld approxin ation, the question
of form ation and the structure ofthe CPCDW is equiv—
alent to nding the Abrikosov vortex array on a tight
binding lattice, ie. the Abrikosov-H ofstadter problem
de ned by (7,38). The form ation of CPCDW resuls i



a m odulation of the local tunneling DO S and one is led
to identify thg\electron crystal" state cbserved in STM
experin ent£22% asthe CPCDW .

O ur task is to determm ine the speci ¢ pattem In which
the vortices n  (r) arrange them selves to m inim ize the
expectation valie of the dual H am iltonian {_§§‘) . Once
this is known we can determ ine the m odulation in the
dual induction B 4 and the structure ofthe CPCDW ol
lows from the By $ i3 correspondence. In this sec—
tion we are Interested in general qualitative results and
we therefore focus on the H1 m odel where such results
are m ore transparent. The H2 and H 3 m odels tum out
to be m ore opaque and have to be studied num erically
as soon as one is away from half- 1ling.

The solution of the Abrikosov-H ofstadter problem is
cbtained as ollows: one rst sstsg= 0 in (3§) and nds
the ground state of the resulting quadratic H ofstadter
Ham iltonian H 4 (@ = 0) given by

X 2 1750y X 2 ibg
trrelrSAdrrO trbelrspdrb
hrroi hrbi
ce)+ m2j.F+ miijF o 39
r b
At ux f = p=q the ground state is g-©ld degenerate

and we denote it by @ (r). One then tums on nie
gr formm s a linear com bination of these degenerate states
° @ (r), and detem ines variationally the set of co—
e cientsf ggwhichm inim izesthe fullH am iltonian z_3§ .
W ith £ 49 xed in this fashion the only ram aining degen—
eracy in the ground state consists of lattice translations
and rotations. O nce the ground state © is ound, the
m agnetic induction B 4 follow s from M axw ell equation:

Ig 1 .
—_— = — By (v) 3=0 ; 40)
Ag K'g
where Ly is given by Eq. {31), Bg = A,and j is

the current in the ground state ofdualH am iltonian B9)
w ith the uniform dual ux f. A]lquantji:es n C40) are
de ned on theblue lattice ofF ig. Q. is a Jattice deriva-—
tive, J and A 4 are link variables, and B 4 = Ag4isa
site variable. T he detailed de nitions of all these cb Fcts
are given in the next section. T he non ]ocaL non-analytic
selfenergy for the dualgauge eld in (37-) was replaced
by an e ective M axwellian K ! K ) { this approx—
in ation is valid for weak m odulation Bg. W e should
stress that this way ofdetem ining the ground state  ©
and dualinduction B 4 (r) isvalid only ifK'y issu c:%ﬂji
an all so that the dualG inzburg param eter 4 1= Ky
is su clently large { in underdoped cuprates this is a
Justi ed assum ption since strong M ott-H ubbard correla-
tions strongly suppress all charge density uctuations.
At higher m odulation, ie. for intem ediate values of
4, the nodal contribution becom es m ore signi cant and
its intrinsic square sym m etry (see discussion around Eq.
$34)) willact to orent By relative to the blue Jattice.
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If this is the case, the Interplay between this \nodal" ef-
fect and the one arising from the A brikosov-H ofstadter
problem itself can lead to interesting new pattems for
the CPCDW state; a detailed study of such an interplay
is kft for the fiture. Finally, from By (¥) B4 () f
wecobtain ;5 which can be fad back into the electronic
structure via the expressions given in Section II.

N otice that the above m ethod of solving the problem
corresponds to the strongly type-II regin e of a dual su-
perconductor ( g 1). In this lim i, the CPCDW pat-
tem is prim arily given by the dual supercurrent j in
the M axw ell equation C40), itself determ ined by the so—
lution to the Abrikosov-H ofstadter problem  {39). The
modulation in By only re ects this pattem of vortices
nJj Cﬁl-(_)‘), and the dualm agnetic energy isonly a small
fraction of the Abrikosov-H ofstadter condensation en—
ergy. Imagine now that we ask the follow ing question:
W hat are the Interactions am ong vortices in  that have
resulted n @ beig the ground state of the A brikosov—
H ofstadter problem ? This question is analogous to the
one inquiring about the interactions that have led to
the triangular lattice of vortices in the continuum ver—
sion of the problm , ie. the interactions inherent in
the fam ed Abrikosov participation ratio . In both
cases, these are far from pairw ise and shortranged { they
are In fact intrinsically m ultibody interactions, nvolving
tw o~ threew, and multiplebqdy tem s, all of com para—
bl sizes and all ]ong—rangedﬁ% . They can be thought
of as the interactions am ong the center-ofm ass coordi-
nates of C ooper pairs. This should be contrasted w ih
the picture of realspace pairs, nteracting w ith som e sin —
pl, paimw ise and shortranged interactions. The pair
density-wave pattems in this case are detem ined not
by the charge B erry phase and the A brikosov-H ofstadter
problem but by the W ignerstyle crystallization. This
is preczsely the opposite 1im it of the M axwell equation
C4(] In which it is the dualm agnetic energy that deter—
m ines the pattem rather than sin ply re ecting the one
set by the A brikosov-H ofstadter condensation energy, en—
coded In @, and comm unicated by j . This is clearly
seen In the W igner crystal lim it: consider an array of
realspace pairs xed in their positions. Such particles
carry a unit dual ux and are complktely invisbke to
vortices. Asa result § = 0 and {0) tums into the m in—
In ization of the dualm agnetic energy. In the realspace
pair 1m it this dualm agnetic energy is nothing but the
OJ%igjnal assum ed intgractions between the pair bosons:
: Vg 1= 1 FrfrBa@V € HBg (), shoe
Bgr)= , (& 1,wherefrigare the pairs’ positions
{ this is just the m Inim ization of the potential energy in
theW Ignerproblem . Consequently, the two descriptions,
that of the C ooper pairs versus the realspace pairs, cor-
respond to the two opposite lim its of Cfl-g, ',_379'), the rst
to the strongly typeTI, the second to the strongly type—1L
lim i of a dual superconductor. The density-wave pat-
tems associated w ith these two lin is are generally dif-
ferent and can be distinguished in experim ents.

W e now resume our discussion of the Abrikosov—



H ofstadter problem . The sim plest case, for all m odels,
isf = 1=2orx = 0.FortheH1 m odel, the (anti)vortices
prefer red plaquette locations and , willbe large com —
pared to , which can be safely ignored. T he resulting
dual vortex array at half- Iling is depicted in Fig. &.
T he structure is a checkerboard w ith vortices In  , lo—
cated on altemating black plaquettes. There is a shglk
dual vortex per two unit cells of the Cu0O, Jattice, as
expected for £ = 1=2. Such close packing of dual vor-
tices results in \em pty" black plaquettes actually being
occupied by dual antivortices (m anifestation of the fact
that our £ = 1=2 H ofstadter problem does not break the
dual version of tin e reversal Invariance). T here is, how —
ever, no m odulation in bond variables  j; located on
vertices of the blue lattice due to its peculiar relation to
dualm agnetic induction B 4 { allblue sites are In a per-
fectly symm etric relation to the dual vortex-antivortex
checkerboard pattem on black plaquettes, as is ocbvious
from Fig. :_5 Thisimplies 33 = 0 and the pseudogap
rem ains uniform despite (r) 6 0. From this one would
tend to conclide that there willbe no CPCDW and no
m odulation in the lJocalD O S. Still, there is a clear lat—
tice translational sym m etry breaking in the dual sector
as evident from Figs. -5 and -6 Consequently, if we go
beyond the lading derjyatjyes, for exam ple by JncludJng
corrections to the B erry phase discussed around C26 we
expect that a weak checkerboard m odulation w illdevelop
In quantities like the electron density n;. The aboveisa
special feature ofthe uctuating LASC which, however, is
alrered when we Include the sopin channel in our consider-
ation. The Berry gauge eld a must then be restored {
its coupling to nodal ferm ions induces antiferrom agnetic
order at half- lling and thus breaks the above symm e~
try in the lkeading order by a com m ensurate spin-density
wave (SDW )22

A sthe system is doped f decreases away form 1=2 ac—
oordmg tof=p=g= (1 x)=2.Theground state energy
of BS) is particularly low for dopings such that g is a
sm all integer, (integer)? oramuliple of2, re ectig the
square sym m etry of the CuO ; planes. Such dopings are
thus denti ed as \m apr fractions" in the sense of the
Abrikosov-H ofstadter problem . In the w indow ofdoping
w hich is of interest In cuprates, these fractions are 7=16,
4=9, 3=7, 6=13, 11=24, 15=32, 13=32, 29=64, 27=64,
corresponding to dopings x = 0:125 (1=8), 0111 (1=9),
0:143 (1=7), 0:077 (1=13), 0:083 (1=12), 0:0625 (1=16),
0:1875 (3=16),0:09375 (3=32), 0:15625 (5=32), etc. O ther
potentially prom inent fractions, lke 1=4, 1=3, 2=5, or
3=8, are associated w ith dopings outside the underdoped
regin e of strong vortex-antivortex uctuations. In gen—
eral, we expect that particularly low energy states cor—
respond to fractions such that the pattem of dual vor-
ticesIn  can be easily accom m odated by the underlying
CuO, lattice. Furthem ore, we expect that the quartic
repulsion in {_38) w ill favorthem ost uniform array ofdual
vortices that can be constructed from the g-dim ensional
degenerate H ofstadter m anifold. In the w indow of dop—
Ings one deals wih in cuprates, these conditions single
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outdopihgx = 0:125 (f = 7=16) asa particularly prom i~
nent fraction. Atx = 0:125 (g= 16), thedualvortex pat—
tem and the accom panying m odulation in B 4 can take

advantage ofa 4 4 elem entary block which, when ori-
ented along the x (y) direction, ts neatJy Into plaquettes

of the dual Jattice, as depicted in Fig. -5 This4 4 el

em entary block embedded into the orighalCuO . lattice

and containing 7 dualvortices (f = 7=16) is clearly the

m ost prom Inent geom etrical structure am ong allthe ones

we have found in our study, both in is intrinsic sim plic—
iy and its favorable com m ensuration w ith the underlying

atom ic Jattice. Tt isbound to be am ong the highly ener—
getically preferred states in underdoped cuprates, as it is

indeed found In the next section.

Before we tum to the details of this energetics, we in—
vestigate the signature in the electronic structure of the
above 4 4 elem entary block. Such signature could be
detected in the STM experin ents of the type perform ed
in Refs. §,940. To this end, we com pute the dualinduc—
tion B 4 associated w ith the pattem of 7 dualvortices in
Fig. -5 and from it the spatialm odulation of the d-wave
pseudogap 15 on each bond w ithin the 4 4 supercell.
W ith thus xed,weevaliated the localdensity ofBdG
ferm ion states ofour LdSC m odel. T he resulsare shown
n Figs. -'j-r_d Note that we do our com putations in the
\supersolid" region of the phase diagram in F i. :_4: This
enablesus to use the BAG formm alism w ith only m oderate
an earing in the coherence peaks com ing from the gauge

elds v and a and it also allow s for rather direct com -
parison w ith experim ents. T he downside is that we have
to assum e that them odulation pro e in B 4 rem ains the
sam e as determ ined from ourdualm ean— eld argum ents.
Considering the high symm etry of elem entary block in
Fig. "9' this appears to be a ratherm inor assum ption.

VI. DUALABRIKOSOV-HOFSTADTER
PROBLEM

In this section we present the results ofnum ericalanal-
ysisoftheH1lm odel. W ithin thism odelthe values ofthe
matter eld (r) on theblack sitesare suppressed by very
largem f), and (r) e ectively lives on the lattice dualto
the original copper lattice, that is on the red sites In F ig.
d T herefore, the dual uxes reside Inside the red plaque-
ttes, shown in Fig. _111 In this section we willdrop the
subscript d in order to m ake notation m ore com pact and
use A (r) for the vector potential corresponding to a uni-
form dualm agnetic ux equalto £ = p=g. M odulation
ofthe eld, which willbe determm ined num erically, is de—
scrbed by A (r). W ithin m ean—- eld approxin ation, our
problem then is reduced to m inim ization ofthe ollow ing
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FIG.5:

Left panel: the circles depict the checkerboard array of vortices in

form ing the ground state of H am iltonian H1 at

half- 1lling (f = 1=2 perplaquette of the atom ic Jattice). T he em pty black plaquettes are actually occupied by dualantivortices,

brought into existence by gssin ple geom etric constraint on the phase of

in such a checkerboard array. T he full green circles

denote \dual vortex ho]es"'z, ie. the dual vortices that are m issing relative to the half- lling checkerboard pattem once the
system isdoped tox = 1=8 (f = 7=16). T he centers of these green circles form a squarewhich de nesthe4 4 elem entary block
of 7 dualvortices (plack circles) per 16 sites of the CuO , lattice discussed in text. R ight panel: the m ost general distribution

ofm odulations
In general, there are six€h phenorrll enological param eters
black lattice is also six (see Fig. i) .

G inzburg-Landau lattice functional:

X . .
Hy= t elA rirv T 1 Apirs ) @+ )
r;
X 2 2, 9 4 R 2
+ m°j @3+ 23 @ + 7d B () ; (41)
r r
wherem?=m?2, =f %; Yg, the Ink variablesA are
de ned as
Z r+
BAyr = dr A 42)

i

N ote that from thispoint on, we absorb the factors of2
into the de nition of A for num erical convenience and
to confom w ith the Abrikosov din ension less notation®?.
Them odulated part ofthe ux By (r) isgiven by the cir-
culation of the corresponding A around each plaquette
as

Ar;rJr R + Ar+ R;r+ R+ ¢ + Ar+ R+ ¢irt ¥ + Ar+ vir
43)

Them inin ization ofH 4 w ith respect to the link variables
A is equivalent to the solution of the follow ing set of

i3 copgistent w ith the vortex pattem just descrdbbed. T he green \crosses" correspond to \dualvortex holes".
i3 shown in di erent colors. T he num ber of lnequivalent sites of the

equations:
0= th (r)]j (r+ ﬁ)jSJl’l @A rirb2 T Arprez T iz r)
+ 2(Bal® B 9
0= th (r)jj (r+ y)jSJl’l (A rir+ y + Ar;1¢+§? + r+y r)
+ 3(Bal R B@O) ;
(44)
where . isthephaseofthedualm atter eld (r). Shhoe

the Jast term s In equations Cfl-l_ll) can be denti ed asx and
y com ponents of the lattice curl], these are the lattice
analogs of the (dual) M axwell's equations in two din en—
sions, providing explicit lattice realization ofEq. €_49') .

Before we present the resuls of the num erical com pu—
tation, we will discuss brie y the structure of the so—
utions that should be expected on general symm etry
grounds. In the lim it of In nite 4 the gauge eld A
does not uctuate, and only (r) should be varied In
m inin izing H 4. To understand why the solution for a
general 1ing is lnhom ogeneous consider rst a case of
g= 0. Then the finctionalH 4 sin ply descrbesa particle
on a tightbinding lattice m oving In a uniform m agnetic

ed f. The corresponding H am iltonian is

A X 1
Huor = t b

= %; ¥

(r+ )4—m2 (r)

The m Inin zation of the functional H4 is closely re—
lated to nding the ground states of H am iltonian I-fH of
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FIG.6: ThesmeasFi. ".jl except now the role of red and black plaquettes is reversed. T his corresponds to eitherEfif <EZ
or the (anti)vortex core location at the black plaquette being a Jocalm Inim um ofthe vortex lattice potentialV (r). In the latter
case, the pictured array would be a m etastable con guration of dualvortices at x = 0 and x = 1=8, ultim ately unstable to the

true ground state at those dopings depicted In F ig. 5

however, is three (see Fig. Q).

N ote that although the dualm agnetic eld fel by the
particles is perfectly uniform , the gauge- eld A (r) isnot,
regardless of the gauge used. Indeed, if this were the
case the circulation of the vectorpotential A around the
prin tive plaquette would be zero by periodiciy, which
is not possble as the circulation is equal to the ux of
the m agnetic eld 2 p=q through the plaquette. Thus,
the H am iltonian H y ¢ does not com m ute w ith the usual
lattice translation operators. Instead, as noted by P eierls
long tin e ago, m agnetic translation operators T , gener—
ating lattice translations com plem ented by sin ultaneous
gauge transform ations, m ust be constructed in order to
com m ute w ith I'fHof.

U nlke the ordinary translations, operators Tg do not
comm ute. Rather, operators Tg om a rmy represen—
tation of the translhtion group. The theory for irre—
ducble ray representations of the translation group was
constructed by B row s, A tematively, one gan use the
m agnetic translation group introduced by Zak?4, and use
the ordinary representations of that group to classify the
eigenstates of the H am ilttonian.

O n the lattice, the classi cation ofthe states is sinple
and for com pleteness, we dem onstrate how the m agnetic
elgenstates can be constructed. C onsider for exam ple the
Landau gauge A, = 0,A, = 2 Xp=q, in which the unit
cell spans g elem entary plaquettes in R-direction. Then
the Pelerls factors A ,;r+ , shown in Fig. :;L@, are periodic
modulo?2 wihenlrgedqg 1unitcell. TheHam iltonian

9. Them ost general pattemn of
\dpalvortex holes" (solid green circles) correspond to the centers of
six8 distinct param eters o'ontro]Jjng m odulations of the pairing pseudogap

i3 iIs shown on the right. In this case, the
13 bonds shown in green. N ote that in general there are
i3 . The number of nonequivalent (black) sites,

now can be w ritten as

Huor Giy)=m ? &y) t &+ Liy)+ & 1;y)

2 iPx

+ oyt De? Ny oy 1l)e 2 HE
The Ham iltonian, obviously, rem ains invariant under
transform ationsr ! r+ yandr ! r+ gR.Consequently,

it can be diagonalized w ith the usualB loch conditions
Ct+ @)= e (@ 45)
ctP=e™ @ ; 46)

where (ky;ky) isthe crystalm om entum de ned in a B ik
louin zone % 2 . Using these conditions, we rew rite
the equation for the eigenstates as

m?g) tgk+ 1)+gk 1)+ 2g()cosk + 2 xp=q)
=Egx) ; @7)
where gx) = x%;0). Now we have onedin ensional

equation forgx), wherex = 0;1;2;::59
be solved w ith B Joch condition

1, that hasto

g+ q = e g)

T hus the problem ofdiagonalization is reduced to the di-
agonalization ofg qgm atrix for each k. Note, however,
that we did not exhaust all the nform ation contained in
the m agnetic translation operators, apart from transla—
tions by g lattice spacings in R direction. Consider an
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FIG.7:
corresponding to the 4

The localdensity of states (LD O S) of the Jat:rjoe d-wave superconductor w ith the m odulated bond gap function i
4 supercell structure of F ig. :_3 at doping x = 1=8. The calculations are done w ithin the LdSC m odel

ofphase uctuations. Note that the uctuations ofthe gauge eldsv and a lad to sn allbroadening of the peaks but produce

no signi cant changes, as long as one is in the superconducting state. The param etersaret = 190,

= 0:1 and the variation

in  from the weakest to the strongest bond is 25% . The portion enclosed w ithin a rectangle is enlarged in the centralpanel.

T he num bers corresoond to the locations of Cu atom swithin a 4

4 unit supercell on the CuO, Jattice depicted on the right

panel. N ote that Cu atom labeled 1 coincides w ith the location ofthe "dualvortex ho]e'" n Fig. § (fullgreen circle) where is

the weakest, while the one labeled 6 corresponds to the Cu atom in the center of F ig.
’s. The radii of the red circles indicate the m agnitude of LDO S at E =

which is surrounded by four strongest

027t (dashed line in the centralpanel). This

pattem of LD O S is very mypbust In our calculations and is precisely the tightbinding analogue of the checkerboard structure
observed by H anaguriet a¥ (notethaton a tightbinding lattice, the Fourder transform s at wavevectors 2 =4a; and 3 2 =4a

are not independent shce 3 2 =4a; and 2 =4a; are equivalent). T he sym m etry ofm odulations in
6 In ply that there are only six non-equivalent sites w ithin the 4
is actually reversed com pared to the pattem at energies below

i3 corresponding to F ig.
4 unit cell. N ote that m odulation pattem at energies above
. Finally, the nodes rem ain e ectively intact, In accordance

wih Ref. 12. Finite LD O S at zero energy is entirely due to arti cialbroadening used to em u]ate” nite experin ental resolution.
In the absence of such broadening, the LD O S rem ains zero w ithin num erical accuracy (see Fig. 9).

elgenstate described by crystalm om entum k w ithin the
B rillouin zone and characterized w ith w avefunction g (x) .
Then function g; x) = g& + 1) is also an eigenstate of
the H am jltonjanHAHofwjﬂqﬂlesameenergybutwjﬂﬁ.mo—
mentum (ky;ky + 2 p=q). By repeating this operation,
one nds that g states with crystalm om enta described
by the sam e k, but di erent k :

kyiky+ 2 p=gi ky+ 4 p=q; ::5k,+ @ 1)2 p=q
all have the sam e energy. Sihce p and g are m utually
prin e, this set coincides w ith

kyiky+ 2 =gk, +4 =g; 115k, + @ 1)2 =g
O ccasionally, in the theory of m agnetic translation
groups, this is expressed by using a reduced B rillbuin
zone of size 2 )*=¢f, then every band is said to be o
fold degenerate. A s a typical exam ple, a dispersion for
p=q= 1=4 is shown in the right panel of F i. 10.

In the gauge we just described, there are g degen—
erate m Inin a descrdbbed by wavefunctions 5 (x;y) that
are Iocated at ky = 0 and ky = 2 mp=q, where j =
0;1;2;:::g 1). Therefore, su cintly close to the
transition, the m inim um of the functionalH 4 should be
sought as a linear com bination of the g degenerate states

j (r) and our problem is equivalent to m inin izing the
A brikosov participation ratio

P
L3 X
I'n.:IIl—P—22 H w here (I')= Cj j(r)
( .3 @®3F) =1

48)

Sincek, = 0 forall 5 (r), any linear com bination of func-
tions 5 (r) is periodic in x-direction: (r+ q®)= (r).
In addition, for each of the g ground states, k, isamul-
tiple 0of2 =g, and consequently (r+ o¢)= (r). From
fhesetwo propertieswe nd that any linear com bination

5C5 j (r) must be periodic in theq  gunit cell.

The m Inin ization problem can be form ulated equiva—
Iently in term s of coe clentsC 5

X

X
— (4) .
Ha=Eo j:jjz+ j1;j2;j3ij4cjlcjzcj3cj4 ’

49)

where E o is the ground state energy of HAH ot Pollow ing
from {47) and
X

s = @0 5 @ 5@ 5@ 0 (50)

J1i32id3 504
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FIG . 8:
ﬁ,mctjon” 13 corresponding to the 4
n Fig. f. R ight panel: the local density of states at energy E

Left panel: The local density of states (LD O S) of the Jattzce d-w ave superconductor w ith the m odulated bond gap
4 supercell structure of F ig. -6 at doping x = 1=8. T he param eters used are the sam e as
= 027t (dashed line in the central panel). T he radii of the
circles are proportionalto the LDO S at a given Cu atom . N ote that Inside the unit cell 4

4 there are three (rather than six,

asin Fig. '7) non-equivalent sites. Even in absence of any underlying theory, this pattem ofm odulation appears to correspond

to CPCDW simply by visual lnspection.
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FIG. 9:
13 corresponding to the 4

oA WN P

The local density of states (LDO S) of the ]atthe d-wave superconductor w ith the m odulated bond gap function
4 supercell structure of F ig. ",_5 at x = 1=8, com puted under the assum ption of perfect particle-

hole sym m etry for low -energy femm ionic excitations. T he param eters used are the sam e as In Fig. 'z w ith the exception of the
broadening, which hasbeen suppressed here in order to dem onstrate that the nodes rem ain essentially una ected by CPCDW ta.

Note that {49) itself has G inzburg-Landau om wih g
order param eters C5. In our case, the form of the m a—
trix  “ is dictated by our \m icroscopic" Ham iltonian
H 4 and corresponds to the Abrikosov participation ra—
tio @8) O ne could in principle generalize the theory by
considering com pletely general orm of “ com patible
w ith the overall sym m etry requirem ents. Such procedure
is equivalent to introducing long-ranged quartic interac—
tions w ith generalkemelK (r;r%r%;r™):
X
K r5e%e™) o ) ¢ ™

E quation @9) is the m ost direct and convenient repre-
sentation for num ericalm inim ization of H 4 in the lim it
of n nite 4. However, In order to allow for Interm edi-
ate values of 4 and to be abl to analyze the in pact of

various short-ranged termm s describing interaction ofdual

uxes Bg (r), we also have opted to follow a slightly dif-
ferent route: The num erical results that are presented
below are produced by direct num ericalm inin ization of
fanctional (41) w ith respect to both the dualm atter eld

and the link variables A by in posing periodicbound-
ary conditionson N, N, blocks w ith varying N, and
Ny . At least in the vicinity of the transition, the largest
unit cellone hasto considerisq g. It should be stressed
that we found identical results using both approaches
w henever direct com parison is possible (su ciently large

q and no additional short-ranged interactions between
the uxes).

W e perform num ericalm inin ization of fainctional {_41:)
w ith respect to both the matter eld (r) and the link
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Left panel: the Peierls link variables A ;5 In Landau gauge forg= 4.
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denotes 2 p=g. Both A;;;+ ¢z and A ;4 ¢ are

periodic in y-direction. A though A ;;:+ y Increases m onotonically w ith x, exp (A r;-+ 2 ) is perdodic w ith the unit cell shown by

the dashed rectangle. R ight panel: the dispersion E (kx ;ky

Eo= 2 2t.

variables A by In posing periodic boundary conditions
onn m blockswih vardablem and n. The number of
Independent variables grow s as 3m n and the lJargest unit
cells we were able to consider are 8 8. W e usad the
con jugate gradient m Inim ization technigque w ith asm any
as10* 10 random Iy chosen di erent starting points.
W e rem Ind the reader that since the dualm atter eld

variables (r) In the H1 m odel live on the on red sites,
the dual uxes By (r) reside inside the red plaquettes,
shown in Fig. l11i. N ote that each link ofthe originalcop-
per lattice is shared by two red plaquettes and therefore
the enhancam ent of the d-wave gap function should
be Interpreted as the average between the uxes at the
neighboring dual plaquettes. Thus, at half- lling f = £
there isnom odulation in  and no charge density m od—
ulation em erging from ourm odel H 1 even though there
is a checkerboard pattem in the dual ux. T he checker-
board pattem rem ains the sam e for the entire range of
param eterswe were able to check. H owever, as explained
In the previous section, since there isa de nite symm etry
breaking in the dual sector by the checkerboard array of

B4 (r) higher order derivatives and other tem s not in—
cluded in our dual Lagrangian are expected to generate
a weak checkerboard m odulation to accom pany Bg (¥).

At eld characterizedby f = p=g= 7=16,which w ithin

H1 m odel corresponds to doping x = 1=8, the structure
ofthe con guration is considerably m ore com plex. W hen
restricted to a 4 4 lattice, the resulting pattem is the
square lattice of \crosses" separated by four unit cells,
shown in Fig. :12. This con guration, however, is not
the true globalm ninum . If a larger unit cell for m od—
ulations of the dual uxes is allowed, the energy can be
additionally lowered by 0:5% by distorting the ideal
square pattem. T he lowest energy we found corresoonds
to the quas:.—tt:angu]ar lattice of crosses shown in the
right panel of F ig. :12 T he Iowest energy state that we

nd has the symm etry of this quasitriangular pattem
Prall 2 from 10 to 10°.

T he am allness of the energy di erences, Involving only
few percents of the overall A brikosov-H ofstadter energy
scale, ndicates that the state that em erges victorious can

) of the lowest H ofstadter band for p=g= 1=4 in unitsoft . There
are g = égmund states at ky = 0 and ky = 2 j=g, where j= 0;1;::35q9

1. For g = 4 the energy of the ground states is

be changed by the additional short range interactions
and derivative tem s w hich we have routinely neglected.
N ot surprisingly, therefore, the precise energetics of var-
jous low energy Abrikosov-H ofstadter states is decided
by details. W e nd that inclusion of tem s j (r)3° and
dual density-density interactions j ®)3%j @+ )F wih
m oderate coe cients does not change the pattems we

described. O n the other hand, the iInclusion of the term s
descrbing short-ranged interactions between the dual

uxes produces signi cant e ects. An exampl of the

typicalpattem obtained by replacing the self-interaction
term

X1 2 2
> a( Ba) (1)
r
by
X1 2 2 X X
> g0 Ba)+ o Bg@WBs @+ 1 Bg B4 (3)
r nn nnn
(52)
is shown in Fig. :13 The parameters ¢ and 1 In

d52 ) are chosen to m ake the distribution ofthe dual ux
som ew hat an oother than what is dem anded by {5]1) only.
This su ces to bring the energy ofthe square pattem in
Fig. .13 from jast above to let below that of the quasi-
triangular pattem ofF ig. :_l% Tt is tem pting to speculate
that this slight additional \am oothening" ofthe dual ux
represents the combined e ects of nodal ferm ions and
Coulomb Interactions present in real system s. N ote that
the sym m etry and the qualitative features of this pattem
colncidew ith our4 4 \elem entary" block confctured to
be the lkely CPCDW ground state in the previous sec—
tion (seeFjgs.-'_S and:_é) .0Once By (@) are translated into

13 the resulting pattem closely resem bles the checker-
board distribbution of local density of states of \electron
crystal” observed in the STM experin ents, as illustrated
n Fig. |—}

Let us now consider this observed STM checkerboard
pattem In more detail, n light of our theory. Obvi-
ously, our analysisbeing restricted restricted to the tight—
binding lattice, we cannot describe the local density of
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FIG .11: Left panel: Any link ofthe black lattice (thick solid lines), which corresponds to
shown In red. W ithin H1 m odel, therefore, the enhancem ent or suppression of

13, s shared by two dualplaquettes
13 is detemm ined by the average of the uxes

trough the neighboring plaquettes of the dual lattice (red dashed lines). C entral panel: distrbbution of Bg at half lling. In

units of t, the param eters used are fi = 300, m 2=

10,and g= 2:0. Theenergy persite is 3:695. R ight panel: distribbution
of Bg at p=g= 1=4. In units oft, the param eters used are §= 300, m? =

10, and g= 2:0. The energy per site is 3:564.

FIG .12: Left panel: The patter of the dual uxes B for p=q= 7=16 w ith periodic boundary conditions in 4

Theunit cell4

4 uni cell.

4 is repeated four tim es in horizontal and vertical directions for presentation purposes. T he energy per site is
3:193 in the units of t and the param eters of the m odel are the sam e as In the previous
of Bg are shown in red (plack). R ight panel: the sam e but with 8

gure. T he positive (negative) values
8 unit cell. The square lattice is distorted towards the

triangular lattice. The energy per site is 3208t and is lower by 0:5% com pared to the square arrangem ent.

states LD O S) at positions between the sites of Cu lat—
tice { the peaks in our theoretical LDO S are always lo—
cated on top of Cu atom s. In contrast, the STM mea—
surem ents by Hanaguriet al?, have m uch better spatial
resolution and can in age the actual continuous atom ic
orbials. Our tightbihding lattice results or LDO S (r,
E) could be view ed as \coarsegrained" representation of
the LDO S g (r;E ) observed experim entally:
Z
ILDOS®R;E) / g(;E)dr ;
w here the integral extends over a square ofsize ay &
centered around Cu lattice site R . E quivalently, the true
continuum LD O S signalocould be obtained by broadening
our lattice LD O S around each Cu lattice site.

A prom nent feature of the checkerboard pattem n
STM m easurem ents that has received much attention
is the presence of a pronounced Fourier signal not only
at wavevectors 2—0 %;O) and i—o (O;%), which correspond
to the 4a 4y periodicity jast descrbed, but also at
2 (3;0) and j—o 0;2). W hile it is tempting to asso-

ap ‘4’

ciate the 3=4 peaks wih an entirely independent type
of order, we note that for a periodic lJattice of identical
4ay 4g tiles, the Fourer transform is a discrete series
w ith wavevectorsQ n, ;n, = %i—o (y;ny),wheren, andn,
are integers, irrespective of how com plex is the intemal
structure of each tile. For a general structure of the tile
all of the ham onics (ny;ny) are present, and there isno
a priori reason for the Fourder coe cientswih n x = 3,
ny, = 0 to be particularly sm all. T he presence ofa large
signal at Q 3;0 is only natural, and no m ore unexpected
than the weakness of Fourderham onicsat Q ;0 and Q o2 -

Next, in order to describe and com pare the Fourier
transform sofspatially broadened LD O S pattems in | igs.
@'jﬂrﬂ) and tunneling LD O S observed in experin entss, we
Introduce a sin plem odelw hich approxin ateseach bright

spot Inside the prin itive 4a, 4 tile as
h 2 X 2y 1
(r) = exp J (Cos—— + cos—— 2)
4a0 48.0

W hile the speci ¢ functional form of the peak isnot in -
portant, our choice is convenient since g (r) has a period
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FIG .13: Left panel: The pattem ofthe dual uxes B; forthe H ofstadterA brikosov problem at f = 7=16 (x = 1=8) ocbtained

2

for the 8 8 unit cell. The param eters of the model are §

300, 0—6’0 1= 120,m? = 190,and g= 20. The

4 4 checkerboard sym m etry of the pattem is precisely what is shown in Fig. ﬂ R ight panel: T he distribution ofm odulations

in the pairing pseudogap

;3 corresponding to the pattem of uxes shown on the left panel. This \tartan" pattem has the

symm etry of Fig. 15 w ith \dualvortex holes" coinciding w ith black \crosses".

of 4a, 4y and a gaussian shape, centered at positions
r= (4N ag;4Nyap), whereN Sn_d N, are integers. The
w idth ofthe gaussiansis &= J.

T he realspace tunneling LD O S pattem ofH anaguriet
al. can now be represented by a function
X X

€+ )+C €+ % ; (63)

gr)=A @+ B

0

where the rsttem representsthe brightest peak ofeach
tile, the term proportionalto B representsthe set of our

second brightest peaks located at = @+ )ax; @a+
)ay and the last tem represents the weak peaksat 0=
al+ )& al+ )Y (seeFi. ,14). Parameter

equals zero if the realspace LD O S peaks are centered at
the Cu lattice sites, while = 1=3 ifthemaxina ofall
peaks, except forthe centralone, are displaced from their
com m ensurate positions on top ofCu atom s { this ishow
the experin entaldata w ere interpreted in Ref.'d. W ew ill
show that for a w ide range of param eters J;A ;B ;C , and
arbitrary 0 < < 1=3 the Q3;0 peaks are m uch stronger
than peaks at Qz;0, although to explain other features
of Fig. 2 in Ref. -'_9, the \comm ensurate" choice = 0
appears to be m ore natural. For the m om entum -space
direction n = 0 shown asblack circles in Fig. 2 ofRef.
:5, the Fourder coe cients are
1 Z 4ag Z 4ag

i m x

G ;0 = dxdy G (x;y)e i

l6a? | o

T he integral is elem entary and the result for g, ;o is

2 1+ )m

A+ 2B+ @B + 4C)cos I, I, @e ¥;

(54)
where I, isthe regularm odi ed Bessel function. I, J),

shown for severalvalues of J in Fig. :_ifi, is a m onotoni-
cally decreasing function ofm . T he non-m onotonic part

m =0 = 1=3

m 0 mod 4|A + 4B + 4C |A + 4B + 4C
m 1 mod 4|A + 2B A+B 2C
m 2 mod 4|/A 4C A+ B 2C
m 3 mod 4|A + 2B A + 4B + 4C

TABLE I: Non-monotonic dependence gn ;o of the Fourier
transformed LDO S g(r) de ned in :(_5_8).

ofg'm ;0, denoted by & ;0, is contained in the rst factorof
C54 W hen = 0 (comm ensurate position ofthe peaks),
this factor is a periodic function ofm w ith period four,
whilke for = 1=3 the said period is equalto three. Tabl
:_i sum m arizes the factors g, ;0 for the two cases.

W e start our analysis w ith the Incomm ensurate case

= 1=3. The third colmn of Tablk|l inplies that in
this case g1;0 and o; are equal and sm aller than the
com ponent gs;0, as shown In the third colum n of the ta—
bl. Experim entally, how ever, the Fourier com ponent at
Q1;0 (the 1=4 peak) is roughly of the sam e m agniude as
Q 3;0, and it is the com ponent at Q ;;p that is the weak-
est. To account forparticularly an allgy;o gi1;0 one has
to select the value of J such that the m onotonic finction
Im (J) decreases rapidly in the region betweenm = 1 and

= 2,Fi. :14 indicates that this is the case r3 < J.
ThJs choice, however, also dram atically suppresses the
Fourier transform satm = 3 andm = 4, both ofwhich
are rather large in experim ents.

W hile the qualiative features of the Fourder trans-
form ed experim ental LD O S could possbly be reconcilked
w ith = 1=3 by netuning parameters A;B, and C,
the situation m ight in fact be better described by assum —
Ing the comm ensurate location of the peaks, in registry
wih Cu atoms ( = 0); see the second colum n the Ta—
bl g In this case, hatmonic m = 2 is autom atically
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Left panel: Function g (r) used to emulate the LD O S signalw ith parameters J = 70,a= 10,b= 05 and c= 02.

Center panel: Regularm odi ed Bessel function I, (J) shown as a function of its index m for several values of xed J. Right
panel: Fourier coe cjgnts g(@x;0) or LD O S pattem shown in the left panel. T he reader should com pare this w ith the sim ilar

plt in Fig. 2 ofRef. -_9i

suppressed com pared to the 1=4 and 3=4 Fourder com —
ponents. The suppression of Fourier com ponent at 2=4

can be qualitatively understood as follow s: T his Fourier
com ponent is determ ined by the overlap ofthe LD O S sig—
naland oos(ZjTox) . O bviously, them axin a ofthe LDO S

signal correspond to altemating m axin a and m inin a of
oos(ZfTox) and destructive interference of the two func-
tions occurs. For ham onics 1=4 and 3=4 (and of course
for 4=4) the overlaps are signi cant and their Fourier co—
e cients are larger. Peaks corresponding to larger val-

ues ofm are strongly reduced due to the m onotonic de—
pendence I, (J) of the Fourder transform on m . This
suppression can serve as an estin ate of param eter J:
visually, the last discemible peak In Fig. 2 of Ref. :_Q
appears at Q 5;0, which places J in the range of5 10
(see right panel of F . :_IZ_I) . In the right panel of F i.
4 the spatial Fourier transform s of the LDO S (53) w ith

parametersJ = 7,A = 1,B = 05,and C = 0 and com —
m ensurate placem ent of the peaks = 0 is shown. This
exam ple illustratesthat them a pr features ofthe Fourier-
transfom ed LD O S obtained by Hanaguriet al? are ro—
bust properties ofan elem entary tile of size 4a9 4a and
nine peaks occupying com m ensurate locations at sites of
the Cu lattice as depicted n our Figs. (#4d): the large
m agnitude of 3=4 peak is sin ply a higher ham onic de-
scribing the characteristic intra-tile structure.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Our main goal In this paper is to devise a m ore re—
alistic description of a strongly quantum and themm ally
uctuating d-w ave superconductor, based on the theory
of Ref. :5 Such description applies not only to long
distance and low energy properties, which are the pri-
m ary dom ain of, but also to interm ediate Jlengthscales,
of order of several lattice spacings, and to energies up

to the pseudogap scale . This enables us to use the
theory to address the experin ental observations ofR efs.
fgj_é,:_lg' T he charge m odulation observed in those exper-
In ents is attributed to the form ation of the C ooper pair
CDW , the dynam ical origin of which is In strong quan-—
tum uctuations of vortex-antivortex pairs. T hese quan-—
tum superconducting phase uctuations re ect enhanced
M ott-H ubbard correlations in underdoped cuprates as
doping approaches zero. Quantum uctuating hc=2e
(anti)vortices \see" physical electron as a source of a
halfquantum dualm agnetic ux and the theory of the
CPCDW can be form ulated as the Abrikosew-H ofstadter
problm in a typeII dual superconductod. An XY -
type m odel of such a dual superconductor appropriate
for a lattice d-w ave superconductor is constructed, both
forthem aland quantum phase uctuations. The speci ¢
translationalsym m etry break ing pattems that arise from
the dualA brikosov-H ofstadter problem are discussed for
various dopings x, which determ ines the dual ux per
uni cell of the CuO, lattice via £ = p=g= (1 xX)=2.
In tum, the spatialm odulation of the dualm agnetic in—
duction B 4 corregoonding to these A brikosov-H ofstadter
pattems is related to the m odulation in the gap func—
tion of the lattice d-wave superconductor and is used to
com pute LDO S observed In STM experin ents. A good
agream ent is ound for x = 1=8 (£ = 7=16), which is the
dom nant fraction of the A brikosov-H ofstadter problem
In the w indow ofdopings where our theory applies.
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APPENDIX A:TW O ALTERNATIVE
DERIVATIONS OF DUAL
ABRIKOSOV-HOFSTADTER HAM ILTONIAN

In this Appendix we present two di erent and self-
contained derivations of the dual Abrikosov-H ofstadter
Ham ilttonian C_3-j;_3-§), either one of which can serve as
an altemative to the derivation given in the m ain text.
The rst approach is som ew hat m ore detailed and in a
sensem ore \m icroscopic" since it uses a quantum vortex-—
antivortex Ham iltonian as a soringboard to derive the
e ective dual eld theory (2-6_:) . In tum, such vortex—
antivortex H am iltonian in principle can be derived from
the (stillunknown) fully m icroscopic theory of cuprates.
Incidentally, thisderivation isthe 2+ 1) dim ensionalana-
logue ofthe 3D casepresented in the A ppendix ofR ef. -'_6
T he second derivation follow sthe fam iliarV illain approx—
In ation to the XY m odel and applies it to our soeci ¢
situation. The Villain approxin ation is less \realistic"
but provides a transparent and system atic way of deriv—
Ing dual representations of X Y -like m odels.

In both derivations the starting point is the e ective
(2+1)D XY modelofa quantum uctuating d-wave su-—
perconductor:

X K o X X

LgY =1 fl’_-'L+ 7 ’_12 J COS(’j_ ,j)
i i nn
X X

] cos("s  '3) &

cos("y  "3)
bnnn
’j)]+ Leoore 7

+ Lnodal[cos(,i (Al)

where’ ; () isthe uctuating phase on a site ofthe blue
lattice In F ig. -'_2, the rst (in agihary) tem is the charge
B erry phase corresponding to the overall ux f through a
plaquette the blue lattice, J is the nearest neighbor XY

coupling, J; ) are the next nearest neighbor XY cou-—
plings along red (plack) diagonals, Ljoqa1 is the contri-
bution of nodal fem ions, and Lo denotes core contri-
butions arising from sm all regions around vortices w here
the pairing pseudogap is signi cantly suppressed { this,
for exam ple, generally inclides the m ass tem C_Zi;), the
energy cost of core-core overlap, the Bardeen-Stephen
core dissipation, etc. The reader should bear in m ind
that the last e ect is an all in cuprates, as explained in

the m ain text, and will be neglected in the Appendix.
Furthem ore, we are neglecting vortex interactions w ith
the spin of low energy nodal ferm ions, represented by
the Berry gauge eld a; this is justi ed away from the
critical point. The results below are easily adapted to
the extended s-wave pairing symm etry. Sim ilarly, both
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derivations are straightforw ardly applied to a yet sim pler
case, a uctuating s-wave superconductor:

X Ko, X X
0 2 7
* 7 *

i i nn

Lyxy = if cos( 3 j)+ Lcore

A2)

which wasused in the m ain text as a pedagogical exam —
plk.

Just as the starting points oftw o derivations coincide,
their nalproduct, the e ective dual theory at long and
Interm ediate lengthscales, will also tum out to be the
sam e.

1. Hg4q from a \m icroscopic" vortex-antivortex
H am iltonian

T he quantum partition fiinction ofa phase uctuating
superconductor is:

Z Z

zd, = D'iexp d gy Fs()] 5 (A3

0

where the functional J'ntegralR D'’ ;( ) runs over phase
variables ' ; () such that exp (i’;( )) is periodic in the
interval 2 0; 1. .

The di culty in com puting @ 3} is twobld: the fact
that ' ;( ) is a compact phase variable, de ned on an
Interval 0;2 ), rather than an ordinary real eld tak-
Ing vales In [ 1 ;+1 ], and the cosine functions in
L%Y that couple phases on di erent sites in a non-
linear fashion. To dealwih the problem one approx—
In ates the cosines with quadratic form s. O ne popu-—
lar approxin ation on a lattice is due to Villain and
w ill be discussed in the next subsection. In continuum ,
the approxin ation am ounts to replacing cos(’ ;  ’5) !

1 @E=2)c’)+
and ’ (x) isnow a function in continuous 2+ 1) dim en—
sional spacetin e. Tts com pact character is enforced by
wrting@ ' ®) ! @ ®)+ @ ' X))y, where isan or-
dinary real eld and @ ' (x))y is the part of the phase
assscjated w ith vortjoest)de ned via r T’ @& )=
2 € () 2 € (), wih £ ()g
belng (anti)vortex positiops. Sinultaneously with this
decom position of@ ” (x), D’ ; is replaced by the func—
tional Integrations over (x) and (anti)vortex positions

v (a)

fr ( )g.W e are assum ing here that the (@anti)vortices
oftopologicalcharge 1 dom inatethe uctuation behav-
jor in the regim e where the am plitude of the pseudogap
is Jarge and sti , allow ing us to safely neglect topo-
logicaldefects corresponding to vorticity 2; 3;::: due
to their higher core energies. T his assum ption sin pli es
the algebra considerably. Furthem ore, this assum ption
is natural w ithin the theory of Ref. :5: T he prolifera—
tion ofdefects of high topological charge is equivalent to
strong am plitude uctuations and the eventual collapse
of the pseudogap { as long as we are In the pseudogap

)

, where a is the lattice spacing
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regin ethe 1 (anti)vorticesare the only relevant excita— where
tions. W ith these changes in place, the partition function Z
@3) nally takes the form : Hon=V @ @ )+ @ ) VD@ o )
1. .. 2.0, @ .0 0,
)é )é_ 1 Z NY;Na Z + Ejk (rl ) d’r k1l (rrr )jl(r ’ )
75y ! D Dz () 1 ?
wo—on,—o NvNat T PN +-n(; ) VO @One’ )
v (0)g=frv ( )g 2
Z Z 1 Z
Drf ( )exp d3xL§Y [GE®) (gl ; + EJk € ) dzro\/k(i) 0T % )+ ( )
fra (0)g= fr2 ( )g -
@ 4) A nti)vortex m ass tem s appearing in {Z—\_"/:) have been
Introduced a]xeaidy in Section IV (see the discussion sur-
R R R rounding Eq. {g;:)),wtheHgore represents a system atic
where &®x = | d d’r and the set fr'® ( )g con- €xpansion in vortex core density, ncluding single core,
taining N, ,, (anti)vortices at = 0 coincides w ith the WO coretem sand so on. A Ilthe short range tem s that

oneat = ,toensureproperperiodicity ofexp (i’ (r; ))
In In aghary tim e. Lastly,

Ko

LY, [ 7@ ()gl= if @) + - (+ "y)?

E V(@) .
+ > c +r’ ) + Lnogart Lcore[fr ()gl ;i @5)

P
where f (r) = ;fi (R, fR ;g are the sites of the
blue Jattice, J’= J + J; + J,, K has been rescaled by

a?, and

X @w ¥() 2,
,_v(r; )= r
¥ T()3
X @« 2() 2z Zdzo(r ?) 2J( )
r r X7 ’
r #2()3 r F
X @« ¥() 2
v )=
r ()3
X @® 2()) 2 t P 2
+ = P ;o)
¥ £()3 a3 ©
@ 6)

In {A€) we und i ussfilto introduce yorticity density

and currept: n (r; ) = s ¥()) © 2()),
J; )= @« ¥()) £ @« £()),ntems
of which, when oomk%;'ned w ith vortex Epartjc]e density
andcun:%pt € )= (rPif( )+  2(),
& )= @ ¥()N+ £ @« £2()),wecan
w rite
X Vo2
Lglom—E m € ¥+
2 d
X dr? 2
1 M e @ B+HI. ; @

arise from expanding the cosine ﬁmct:ons @], in con-
tinuum lim it have been absorbed into H S _, aswas our
habit throughout the text { In particular, V (r) is jast
the vortex potential on the blue lattice, containing cru—
cial inform ation on d-wave pairing, which is extensively
discussed in Section III.

W e can now Integrate out , the reqular XY \soin—
wave") part of the phase. T he quadratic phase sti ness
term s in C_P:_a) are decoupled as:

Bo v+ T wrro?t w0t 1y

2 v 2 v . 0\ v
+ i © +rd)+ 1w2 1w2 @9)

- L L
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via the H ubbard-Stratonovich vector eldW = (g 0sW )

(note that we have set the \dual speed of light" J=K,
to unity). Integration by parts gives iW @ ! i@
W ) and is Pllowed by functional integration over (x),
resulting in the local -function constraint @ W ).
constraint is solved by introducing a non-com pact gauge
edAg4g suchthatW =@ Ag,ensurng@ W =@ @
Ag4) = 0. W hat rem ains of é:ﬂ) is farther transfom ed
by another partial ntegration :

1 , 1
T —— @ Ag)gt — @

i@ ) @ Ag)3

Ba 2K o 20 ‘

, 1 2 2

2K o
A 10)

where @ A4)o;» denotes tem poraland spatial com po—
nents of @ A4, respectively. Now observe that @6
Inplies @ @)y = @2 n;2 J). Thisallowsus to -

nally w rite the partition function ofthe quantum vortex—
antivortex system as:

® % 1 Nywe?Z

' Dr’ ()
gozon.=oNvNal o e g=rr (g

Z Z

Dr*( )exp
fr2 (0)g= £r* ( )g

d3xL3 ;

@A 8)

The



where LY equals

1X dr 2 1X ar® 2
— € ¥)+ = M — r 2
d 2 d

. 0)
+ ]—-'nodal+ Hgore i2 (Ad + Ad) J

2 jAdol'l

2K 0 0 2
o d ( )

Egs. @112 173) are an inportant result of this Ap-
pendix. W e recognize Zf} as equivalent to a parti-
tion function of two species of non-relativistic quantum
bosons expressed in the Feynm an path integral represen—
tation over particle worldline tra pctories. T hese vortex
and antivortex bosons have identicalm assM and carry
dualcharges+2 and 2 , respectively, through which
they coupl to a dynam ical gauge eld A4. The dual
photons of A 4 m ediate Jong range \electrodynam ic" in—
teractions between the bosons, which are just the fam il
iar Biot-Savart interactions between (anti)vortices. In
addition, the particles interact through an assortm ent of
short range interactions contained n HS ., @4). Fur-
them ore, L,oqa1 describes the interactions generated by
nodalD irac-lke ferm ions which will be included explic-
itly once we arrive at the dualrepresentation of (A 12), as
detailed In Section IV . F inally, the vortex potentialV (r)
contains in portant inform ation about the underlying lat—
tice structure and the sym m etry of the order param eter,
as em phasized throughout the text.

W e have derived Zf} as a continuum lin it approxin a—
tion to the partition finction Z¢, (A 3) of the quantum
XY-4ypemodel A 1). Actually, n real cuprates and n
all other physical system s, the opposite is true: It is the
quantum XY -type representation that is an approxin a—
tion to 2¢. z¢ captures the general description of the
quantum vortex-antivortex system , applicable to all su—
perconductors and super uids whose order param eter is
a com plex scalar. To appreciate this, in agine that for
each given con guration of the phase, with (anti)vortex
positions xed in Euclidean spacetin e, the m icroscopic
action of a physical system ism inim ized w ith respect to
the am plitude, after all other degrees of freedom have
been integrated out. The subsequent summ ation over
alldistinct (anti)vortex positions keads to precisely 72 ¢ as
the nalresult (@again, we rem ind the reader that the core
dissipative term s w ill also generically appear in 2 but,
being an allin underdoped cuprates, are neglected here as
explained In the m ain text). In practice, this procedure
isdi cul to carry out explicitly and the actualvalies of
various temm s that enter 2 ¢ are hard to detem ine from
\ rst principles". This is particularly true for corecore
Interaction temm s appearing in H Sore . Forourpurposes it
willsu cetoapproxinateV @ (r;r’) ! g @ 9,where
g> 0, and drop the rest.

There is one crucial feature which distinguishes z ¢
from the standard Feynm an partition function: T he vor-
tex and antivortex quantum bosons are not conserved.
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A s particles m ake their way through im agihary time,
vortices and antivortices can annihilate each other; sim —
ilarly, they can also be created at an instant in time;
this is depicted In Fig. §. A1l such processes of cre-
ation and annihilation proceed in pairs of vortices and
antivortices. C onsequently, w hile the individual num ber
of vortices and antivortices is not conserved, the vortic—
iy, m easured by dualchargeeg = 2 , is conserved and
the gauge sym m etry associated w ith A4 isalwaysm ain—
tained (unless, of course, it is spontaneously broken by
a dual H iggs m echanisn in dual super uid). In other
words, these nonrelativistic (anti)vortex bosons propa-—
gate through spacetin e perm eated by a vortex-antivortex
condensate, of strength .

Feynm an path integrals are beautifiil but di cuk to
calculate with. Follow ing the standard m appind®} we
can express Zf} asa functionalintegralovercom plex elds

v(; )and ; (xr; ), which are the eigenvalues of vortex
and antivortex anniilation operators, respectively, In the
basis of coherent states:

zd 1 D oD . DAgexp £x

+ . (@ i§Ago) at

1 , ), .
+ Mj(r+1edAd + iegAq) T

1
+ooode deay dera) of VG W+ LD
+ V(r)(jv:jz+jaf)+ v v atT v a v
1
+ g(j Vj2+ j af)2+ Lnoga1t oK (@ Ad)2 7

w here the m eaning of various tem s is straightforward in
light of our earlier discussion; we have consolidated the
notation so that ey = 2 , K = K ;J;J), the chem i
calpotential for vortices is = ,, and g describes the
short range core—core repulsions. T he \vortex-antivortex
pairing" function  is crucialsince it regulates the fre—
quency of vortex-antivortex pair creation and anniila—
tion processes.

The om ofZz¢ can be further sinpli ed by exploit-
ing the vorticity conservation law. W e observe that
the action n @ 13) is invariant under gauge transfor-
mations: ! exp@ ) v, a ! exp( 1 )a,Aq !
Agq (@ )=g. This prompts us to Introduce bosonic
\sphhors" = ( ,; a) which carry a conserved dual
charge eg and couplem ininally to Ag:

z z
zd 1 D DA 4D exp Ex L
tlnoant o= 2+ =@ A 7 @Ld)
nodal 29 2K ’

v @ + iegAgo) v

A13)



v @ + iegA o)

1
+ m(rﬂedzac‘fujedzad)z V@i 1
A15)

and a Hubbard-Stratonovich scalar eld was deployed
to decouple short range repulsion. Now we setAg ! O
and ignore Lcga1{ they will be easily restored later {
and note that the integration over vortex m atter elds
gives:

Z Z 1
zd 1 D exp Px— 2
nw 2g
1 .2
det @ mr V+ A\ (r)+ 1 . , v
v ¢ T vt

T he above partition function has a transition at - =
Jj+v] We are assum Ing that them lnmum ofV (r) oc—
curs at zero, with E, orE? as the case m ay be, having
been absorbed nto ). For < j vJjthe system of
(anti)vortex bosons is in its \nomm al" state,wihh i= 0.
For > j vJ (@nti)vortex bosons condense and h i
becom es nite. This is nothing but the dual description
of the superconducting transiion discussed In the m ain
text. In the general viciniy of the transition it is use—
filto ntroducem? = 2 j,F, wherenow m? > 0
and m ? < 0 indicate dual nom aland super ui tes,
respectively. Focusing on distances longer than vM

and energies Iower than , the detem mnant In (;3_15;)
can be further reduced to:

h . . .
StV 1
det @ J j+2M(r)+l r?+m? JI\_/I_[(rZVHi(rZ )]
+23 W @+1)+ WVE@+1F + ( ) ;

with additional tem s (
derivatives.

By setting V (r) and () to zero, we observe that
the above expression assum es the form of the partition
finction detemm nant foga system of relativistic quantum

bosonsofmassm :det @ ér?+ m?c ,with the

soeed of \Iight" c= P j vF2M set to uniy henceforth.
The temm s involving V (r) and (x) describe the under-
Iying potential and various short range interactions of
these relativistic bosons. W e therefore can reexpress the
determm inant Q—\-_l-j) as a functional integralover the rela—
tivistic boson eld (); this isa faithfiil representation

ofthe original (@nti)vortex partition function at distances

@Aal7

) contribbuting unin portant 2.
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P—
longer than +M and energies ower than :

R R R

zd1 Z4= D DAgq D

R
exp Px Je+ 2 Ag) F+m?@EIF

12388 VO E-1E)+ 2 )

2M

+he 3317+ Locaart m— @ A0’ ; @18)
wherem? @) = m?+ 2j ¥ @+ V @©)? @2V @©)=M)
and we have restored Loqa1 and dual gauge eld Ag,
through covardiant derivatives@ ! D = O o;D )= @ +

2e4Bq0;r + iesA ) + de4A 4). The m ininal coupling
of A4 is m andated by dual charge conservation: !
exp@d ) ,Aq ! Ag @ )=e. ___

T he dualpartition finction Z 4 (A 1§) isthe nalresult
of this subsection. It describes the system of relativis—
tic quantum bosons ofmassm and chargeeg = 2 1n
amagnetic ed B4 = r AC(iO) . The virtual particle-
ant:'pa%jc]e creation and annihilation processes in the
vacuum Qf this theory are nothing but quantum vortex—

V (Qrft#ortex pair excitations evolving in in agihary tine

(see(Eiga):_ﬂ) . In the \nom al" vacuum ,m 2 > 0, the aver—
age sizeofsuch pairsis m !. Thisis jast the supercon—
ducting ground state of physical underdoped cuprates.
Form? < 0, this \nom al" vacuum is unstablk to a
Higgs phase, wih a nite dual condensate h i. The
vortex-antivortex pairs unbind as in nite loops ofvirtual
particleantiparticle excitations of pem eate this dual
Higgs vacuum { this is the pseudogap state of cuprates.
The integration over the Hubbard-Stratonovich eld
produces a short range repulsion 1 43 §)g3 §* Hlowed
by an assortm ent ofother short range interactions inclid—
ng V (r), powers of j jhigher than quartic and various
derivatives. A1l these additional interactions are irrel-
evant in the sense of Iong distance behavior but m ight
play som e quantitative role at interm ediate lengthscales.
For sim plicity, we shallm ostly ignore them in thispaper.
F inally, wih the change of notation 43 ,¥g ! g and
L hoga1 Incorporated into the selfaction forA 4 asdetailed
in Section IV, the dual Lagrangian in &_A-_l-_é) reduces to
Lg {_§§) . The argum ents in the text can then be llowed
‘Eo arrive at H 4 t_B]‘,;’@') .

Hg4 in the V illain approxim ation

A useful approxin ation to the ordinary XY m odel is
due to Vilain. In this approxim ation the exponential
of the cosine function is replaced by an In nite sum of
the exponentials of parabolas. W e w ill illistrate this ap—
proxim ation rst for the 2D case and follow up w ith the
(2+ 1)D quantum XY -lke m odel.

a. Classical (thermm al) phase uctuations

Here we apply the Villain approxin ation to our clas-
sical XY m odel of a phase uctuating two-din ensional



d-wave superconductor ('_1-4) . Aswe will see present'_Jy,
the nalCoulomb gas representation coincidesw ith {23)
{ however, the advantage ofthe V illain approxin ation is
that it willallow us to obtain explicit expressions for the
core energies E i(b) In term s of the coupling constants of
the originalH am iltonian {14).

D enoting the sites ofthe blue Iattice by = (x;vy), the
partition function of the m odel can be w ritten as

|
Z y " x h

Z = d exp J (coslrg )+ cosiry ))

i
+2))
A 19)

+ Ji2( ) (cos( +z2+9 )+ cos( +y

where the lattice operator r is de ned according to
r f@) = f f., and coe cients J 1, ( ) denote J;
(or J,) if is in the lower left comer ofa red (or black)
plagquette.

In Villain approxin ation the exponent of a cosihe is
replaced by a sum of G aussian exponents that has the
sam e periodicity 2

x1 )
(2 nj]

exp[ cos 1 R ()

n= 1

& 20)

The ttihg functions vy ( ) and Ry ( ) are determ ined
by the requirem ent that the lowest Fourier coe cients of
the two functions coincide. In particular, the finction
v () hasthe ollow Ing asym ptotic behavior for low and
high tem peratures:
8
< or 1

1
v () . om

@ 21)

The sum over n in (:3:_) can be transform ed by de-

coupling the quadratic tem in the exponent via the
H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ation:
% 1
exp[ cos 1/ exp [
2v ()

n= 1

n2+in]

& 22)

By jnt:cpglgcjng Integer eldsuy ( Jruy ()andw () to

apply (@ 22) to the cosine tem s in @ 19) we obtain:

X X ZY P w2y wZ(Hrw? ()
7 = d e 230 2J§2<)
u w
P
ei m ()r +ws ()( + 2+ Yy )+ w ()¢ + ¥y +2)] .
14
(A 23)
where = x;y,and coe cientsJ 1, ( ) and J%arede ned
as

%= v ) @24)
Ji2 ()= v J12()) (A 25)
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T he Integration overtheangles  can beperform ed after
applying the discrete analog of the integration by parts
to the sum s iIn the last exponent .n @ 23):

X X
f()rxg()= f()gl +R) g())
* X * X
= (£ ( R) £()g()= rf()g()

A 26)

N ote that we distinguish between the \right di erence"
operatorr and \left di erence" operatorr . Integration
over the phases yields the follow Ing expression for the
partition fiinction:

X P wZoruZo) wZoww? O
e 230 239, () (? v+ )
Uy juy W
@a27)
wherer v ( ) denotestwo-din ensional lattice divergence

ofv ( ) and dots denote

We () Wy ( RN+ W R)  w( ):
W e rew rite the constraint appearing as the K ronecker
delta function in the sum as

r v+wh;w )=0 ;

wherew = @Wy;wy,) denote the follow ing linear combi-
nations of nteger eldsw ( ):

W=w+()+w+( ) w o ()+w ( 9)
* 2 2
(A 28)
wy ()+ wq ( R) w ()+w ( R)
Wy = 2 * 2
A29)

T he constraint can then be resolved as

v=Db wiu;w ];
w here

b=y ;i rx) (@ 30)
and ( ) has the meaning of the tin e-lke com ponent

of a vector potential. At this point it is usefiil to pause
and establish a sim ple geom etrical Interpretation of the
various elds we have ntroduced. Variables uy ( ) and
uy, ( ) are coupled to thephasedi erences 4 ¢ and
+y and therefore they reside on the links em a—
nating from  in positive x and y directions respectively.
Integers ( ), on the other hand are related to link vari-
ablk uy () through the di erence () ( ¥). Con—
sequently wem ust associate ( ) with the centers ofthe
blue plaquettes, which coincide w ith either red or black



sites. N evertheless, we w ill continue to use notation ( )
tacitly In plying that refers to the lower keft comer of
the (red or black) plaquette associated wih . Having
resoled the constraint, we nd that the partition func—
tion Z can be written In temm s of ntegervalued elds
w ()and ()onlk:
X X ©l]

wiv D2 wi()+w?()
exp :

230 23% ()

A 31)
To obtain the description in tem s of continuous rather
than Integervalied elds ( ), we use the Poisson sum —
m ation formula:

ey @ 32)

1 = 1
T he partition function Z assum es the follow ng form :

ZLY X X

d () exp 2 il()
1 1)

()gexpfF b [ ()1

(A 33)
w here we have de ned a functionalexpfF b ( )]g accord—
ng to Y 4
X X b wiv )2 wi()+w?()
=P 230 239 ()

& 34)

In the lim it when constants J; and J, are in nites-
Inally anall, only the con gurationsw () = 0 con-
tribbute to the F b ]. This lim i, which corresponds to the
usual 2D XY m odel, is described by partition fiinction
Z o given by

nw #
z Y X X (? )2
d 2 il _
() exp () ) 530
1 ()

(A 35)

For nite J1, wem ust resort to approxin ate evaluation
of the functionalF ®( )):

X hxXop wy
expfF by ( )by ()lg= exp 230
2 + w2 i
w+()O we ()  36)
237, ()

T he quadratic temm s containingb can be decoupled using
the H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ation:

Z
fhOI= dZ ( )2y ()
X hX JOZ2()
w exp 2
, w2 ()+w? () T
+3iZ ()b () w () ;. @37)
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where = x;y. Ushhg explicit expressions orw we
obtain
2y
e Pl dZy ( )Zy ()
X hx J0g, 2 ) wz()+w2()
exp 2( +2JO() +iZ ()b ()
w 12
Elm()(zx(wzx( SO+ Ty () Ty ( + R)
, i
Elw ()0 Z() Z( + P+ 2y ()+Zy( +2)

(A 38)

The sums over w () can be perform ed by em ploying
the Villain approxin ation (i_—\_2£i) backward. Note that
the coupling constants J° are restored to the orighal
values of coupling constants J

2y
PO dZ, ()dZ, ()
X %2
exp 2 +3iz ()b ()
+J12()Ooszx(nzx(+s7)+2zy(>+zy(+se)
e ) B PEZ(IF Ty (+R) +

2
& 39)

To quadratic order, the expression in the exponent is
X g2
2

+3Z2 ()b () J2()

Cr )+ B+ 9P+ @y () F 2, ( + 22T
f :

& 40)

Note that Z; and Z, com ponents are com pletely decou-—
pled at the quadratic kevel. To prooceed, one can double
the unit cell, in which case the expression in the exponent
becom esdiagonalin them om entum space. A fematively,
one can use an equivalent, but technically sin pler proce—
dure of keeping the originaluni cell. In this latter case,
the m om entum space problem reduces to the diagonal-
ization ofa2 2m atrix connectingm odes at w avevectors

gandg g,whereg= g+ 9).
Tt is convenient to represent J;, ( ) as
Ji1+ J o J — :
le():7122+e1g71 & J+ J&

A fter Fourder transform ation, the exponent in &_A-_él-g) be-
com es

J% J (1 + cosg,)
2

Zy @ ( 9) Z@2Zx( q)

i J
lTSjnqux(g D% @+ &S y) = @4l



SinceZ ( )andb ( ) arereal, theirFourier com ponents
satisfy
Z (g)=2 @ A 42)
b ( g=Db@ (A 43)

In the last expression for the partition finction we found
that the temm sw ith Z, and Z, decouple and we thus can
Integrate overZ, ( ) and Zy ( ) separately.

T he expressions in this and especially the next sub-—
section can be signi cantly econom ized by using a check
m ark to denote tw o-com ponent vectors:

!

b@)

b) =
b@ g)

U sing this notation, the contrdbution due to Z, ( ) can
be w ritten as

i T l T
be( q¥x @) ZZX ( g)(::2x@): (A 44)
where (:::) = J(’+E+E<::osqy 3+ Jsing » and super-

script T denotes the transpose ofa m atrix. Now Z can
be integrated out. Apart from the overall nom alization
constant, F b ] is given by:

Z
1 dg T
Fb()l= 2 2 )2 by ( 9 G @@+ ®$ v) ;
(A 45)
wherem atrix G isde ned as
1 _
G = g%+ g J cosq Jsing 2) (@A46)
@y)
and the determm inant equals
@y) = T+ 20)+ T + ( JP)si’q :  @47)

WhenJd= J=Owe nd

1
E)b @b ( q) ;

which restores the Iin it of an ordinary 2D XY model
@39). L

Retuming to the partition function @ 33) and using
the expression (;_A-_4-_5) forF pb]we just found, we are now
In position to integrate out the gauge eld ( ) and cb-
tain the analogue of the C oulomb gas representation for
ourm odel. N ote that (r_A_SQ) inplies

Fb@]l!

h@= 1 e (@ (®48)
b@= 1 e @ @ 49)
T he partition fiinction now becom es
X %1y
Z = d ()
1wy Ut
Z
dq . T .
exp 2 7 i1l ( g @ (. gM @) i
(A 50)
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where 2 2 matrixM™ is given by
M ! a )y 3%+ T @ )
= COs CcOs
2 @y) 3 % 3 %Y
+ 1 Jsifq) + &®$ y) : @51)
A fter Integration over ( ) we obtain
z2= ep - o )21T< QM @l@) ; @®52)

1)

where m atrix M is the nverse of M. The elem ents of
matrix M satisfy the follow Ing sin ple identities:

(A 53)
A 54)

Minp@=Mx g)
Mi2@) =M Q)

C onsequell'l‘_dy, the integrand in the exponent of partition
function @_EJ_j) can be w ritten as

2 10 gMui1 @l@)+ g 9Mi2 @)l@) & 55)
The explicit Hm of M = M ! is rather cumbersom e.
Fortunately, wew illonly need the leading and sublading
order term s in the long wavelength (q! 0) expansion:

4%+ 27)
E+ I

@° 43+ 18 O)@+ o)+ 12 I¢G

37%¢ + ¢)?

M@ =

+ 0 ()

M@ = J+0@& :

(A 56)
A 57)
The tem s of order O (f) correspond to M ( % de-

creasing at least as fast as %3 4, Retuming to the
real space representation, we ocbtain

X 2 X
expf — 1( )M 11 ( 91( 9+

1() i 0

e 1( M 15 ( 9( % g ; @58)
where

z d z d

_ % Y iqg (9
M 0 = — —F M
( ) > Se @
@ 59)

The two tem s in the exponent of ('E:_S-_é) are easy to In-—
terpret. Recall that integers 1( ) coupled to () e ec—
tively reside at the centers of the plaquettes of the blue
lattice corresponding to either black or red sites in Fig.
:_2. The tem s containing M ;; clkarly describe the av—
erage interaction between two plaquettes irrespective of
their \color", while the term swith M 1, re ect thedi er-
ence between the red and black sites. For exam ple, the



strength of Interaction between two black sites separated
by two lattice spacingswih = 0and = 2R willbe
di erent from interaction between two red sitesat = %,
9= 32 due to the factor exp (ig ) that m ultipliesM, .
At large distances the Fourder transform can be evalu—
ated by com parison to the standard lattice G reen’s func—
tion In two dim ensions. The di erence

1
4  2c00sg

M@ 4@+ 23)

2 cosg

is nite at g = 0, and therefore the Fourder transform of
this di erence vanishes at Jarge distances. T hus

M ()= 4@°% 27)
Z a Z a i g
e
& S + 11 @ (@A60)
2 2 4 2cosg 2cosq

Using the well known asym ptotic behavior of the last
integra?, we nd

M (o %9=M1; 0

43%+ 23) . o

— Niely j+ 0+ 2] 3 @6l)
where C; can be related to the Eu | ascheroni con—
stant 05772 as G = + In 2 2 . Note that

M 11 ( ) fom ally Jogarithm ically divergesbecauseM 11 ()
is proportionalto g 2 at sm allm om enta. The di erence,
Mi11() Miq1(0), however, is nite. The overallin nite
additive constant has a sin ple physical interpretation,
Just like for an ordinary two-din ensional XY m odel, as
w illbecom e clear In a m om ent.

T he real space expression ©orM i1, can be easily calcu—

lated directly:

M 12 ( 0 = J o+ ::3 (A 62)
where ::: denotes temm s tl_lgt_ dec_rea_pe at Jeasl': as fast
as J %5 4. Combiing A5Y), R6L), and @6), we

obtain the follow ng expression, after separating o the
temswih = 0

X h 2 X
zZ = exp 7M11(0) )+
1() .
X X 1
+ M g1 ( 91()1( 9 J &9 P()
éo
@ 63)

By applying the long distance expansion of M 1; ( ) in
the sum containing temswih €6 °we nd that the
partition fiinction Z becom es

X h o2 X 2 X
exp  — M0 1() J &9 P()
1()
4@%+ 27) X o o +
- = 1)U % ;i j+ C1
2 6 o
@ 64)
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W e now retum to the discussion of the form ally di-
vergent constant M ;7 (0). This divergence is a re ection
of the logarithm ic dependence of a single vortex energy
on the system size. If the number of the sites N were

nie, we would have obtained a constant of order n N
forM 11 (0) Instead of an outright divergence. A Ithough
nite, this constant becom es lJarge in the them odynam ic
ImiEN ! 1 ,wih the e ect of suppressing allcon gu-—
rations of the integervalued eld 1( ) except those that
satisfy
X

1()=0 (@ 65)

T his isnothing but the charge neutrality condition in the
partition finction ofa 2D Coulomb plasn a. R estricting
ourselves only to such con gurations, we obtain:

X h2 4go+ 27) X oo
7 = exp — —— () ) InJ J
2 2
1) 6 0 ,
X i 1
+Ci + J &9 () @ 66)

A further sin pli cation is achieved by noticing that
|
X . X X
() )= 1)
S 0
Since the _rst temm on the right hand side vanishes by
virtue of A 65), the partition function equals

()

X Dz o4 23) X o o
Z= ep— ———— 1)U Oh7J 3
2 2
1() 6 0
4c, @%+ 2J) X X .
71(2 )T 2(e g e B()
& 67)

T his is the C oulom b gas representation of ourm odelde-
scribing charges 1( ) residing on black and red plaquettes
and Interacting w ith long-ranged forces. C ondition @-_6-5)
therefore is sin ply an expression of the overall neutral-
ity ofthe system { only the con gurationsw ith the sam e
num ber ofvortices and antivortices contribute to the par-
tition finction.

T he H am iltonian ofthe system can be nally recast as

X
Hi= P+ 3+3%) 10U O9n3 %
éo
X X
+E  FP()+EY  F(); ®68)
2R 2B

w here the core energies of the vortices on red R ) and
black B) plaquettes are expressed through the original
param eters of the m odel as

2
— J

2 T &)

2
C1@°+ J1+ J2) + - @

Ci1WT%+ J1+ J2) @ 69)

3) : @ 70)



The Ham iltonian (A 68) is of the orm equivalnt to Eq.
C_2§I) derived in them ain text from the continuum formu-
lation. Note that in the \low temperature" ImiJ__ 1,
coe cients J and J =y (J) coincide (see Eq. @ 21)),
and the agreem ent w ith the continuum form ulation is
com plte: the e ective strength of the long range inter-
action betw een vortices is

J=J+ J1 + J,

b. Quantum phase uctuations

T he derivation in 2+ 1 din ensions follow s closely the
steps of the two-din ensional case considered in the pre—

vious subsection. D enoting the in aginary tineby , the
partition fiinction ofthe m odel is
n #
Zy z X
Z = D ( )exp d Ly ) i

where isde ned precisely lke n the 2D caseand r =
( ; ). The Lagrangian of our quantum m odel is de ned
as

KO 2 P
L(; )= 7—r+ if ++ J cos(tx )+ cos(ry )
)

+ J12 ( r+2) °

@1)

COS( r+ R+ ¢ r)+ OOS( r+y

T he sign of the Berry phase is chosen to be positive for
later convenience; obviously the partition function isnot
a ected by the change. It is convenient to replace the
Integralsover continuousvariable by sum soverdiscrete
n (@bbreviated often as below ) separated by intervals
of \length" . For breviy, we willuse .~ to denote
(i + ).
The tem s containing tin e derivatives can be trans—
form ed as ollow s:

Z .
h X Ko _ i
exp d 7—; + :I.f—;
- exphx Ko o r2, % iF ¥l
2
r r
@72)
A fter com pleting the square we have
" #
- 2 —2
X K o £ f
-9 — -
exp 2 r+ r Ko 2K0

N ote that this expression can be form ally replaced by a

" B _2#
* expX Ko L 2mef —
— @ i m (r —_—
2 Ko 2K o
m (r) r
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sihce, clearly, only the term m = 0 survives in the lin it
ofsmall . The latter form is convenient because now the
P oisson identity

hr h a i
2 .
exp —n°+ in
n= 1 2
r__
2 % ( 2m¥
= — exp —— A73)
a 2a
m= 1
can be applied. The result is
Z .
h X Ko , _ i
exp d 7—’ +:|.f—,
X hx ,
/ ex —u (r
9 2K (x)
u (r) r
+ I (p) it EZ : ®74)
n (r N — —
r+ r Ko 2K0
whereu (r) isan integervalued eld. U sing the identity

the partition function Z can now be rew ritten as

x x %2y h x
d,exp i ui(ri »
u w r r i
+ Wi (@©)( rr 2ty )t w (g r+2)
DX w2 wio+wie @ £F T
exp 5 +
v 2JO 2J12( ) 2K0
A 75)

T he reader should bear in m ind that throughout the ap-
pendix the G reek indices exclusively denote the space-
like com ponents x;y ofa threevector, while Jatin indices
denote both space-like and tin elke com ponents, as the
casem ay be. The coe cients J ® and J%, ( ) are de ned
as

@76)

Jiz ()= v Tiz( ) @)

W e now proceed to transform the above expression by
shifting the di erences of the phases , onto the dif-
ference of the elds u (r) and w (r) by using discrete
Integration by parts &_A-_Z-_é), Jjust as it was done in the
tw o-din ensional case:

X X %2y h -
7 = d, r u (@) +w,s ()
u w r i
weE R P+ w R wEe 9
h X w2 @ £ wi@+w?@ t
exp + ’

2J0 2K 235, ()

@18)

where bold letters stand for threedim ensional vectors
and r u denotes three-dim ensional divergence.



In the absence of the next-nearest oouphng temm s rep—
resented by w , the -function constraint in -(A 753) is re—
solved by u = r a, where the lattice curl is de ned
as

u; = ijk?j e &) ; e= R;¥;i")

In our case ofa d-wave superconductorand niew ,we
rew rite the constraint as

@+ wh;w =0 ; A79)

T (6!

wherew = Wy;wy;0) an_d_vgx(y) are de ned in the pre—
vious subsection section @ 2§). T he solution is clearly

u=r W jw ]
O ne can easily check that the choice of isnotunique:
for arbitrary scalar function (v)

r (+r @, r =

5k 3rx (@ k)= ixrsrx @=0 @A80)
T his gauge invariance im plies that a gauge- xing tem
m ust be introduced when replacing the sum s over Integer
eld u by summ ation over in order to avoid multiple—
counting. The next step is m ost easily derived iIn the
tem poralgauge:
Y
(3) 3 (r);0
r

A fterw ards, the results will be generalized to an arbi-
trary gauge- xing condition. W e proceed by rew riting
the partition function as

,_ X ¥ b x @ F i )2
w p r 2JO
2 2 i
— —2 Wi @+ w ()
+— (@ T S L @50
2K o 23% ()

A 81)

and apply the Poisson form ula in order to obtain a the-
ory depending on continuous rather than integer valued
gauge ed

X y %
(15 2@; 3@)= 1 (d 2 (@)
© X P -
& W BEC@); 5 );0)
5L ()L (r)
Yy %21
= d;@d @d 3@ (3)
1
X r‘P
&t P SEE L @); 20 s@) : B82)

1(r)

In perform ing the last step, we orm ally Introduced 13 3
and an additional sum over L (r). The delta function
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( 3 (r)) ensures that the exponent is not a ected. ALl
term s In the sum over L are therefore equal, and in or-
der to avoid m ultiple-counting we need to In pose a con—
straint, chosen asr 1= 0, by assigning

L= (r3) '@iL+ ryb)

N ote that the result ofapplying operator rs;) 'toanin-
teger eld isanother integer. T he Integervalued eld 1(r)
w ith zero divergence describes non-backtracking closed
loops on the 2+ 1 spacetine lattice. The ed (r) is
now continuous and the tem poral gauge condition
Y
[1= (3@)

r

can be rep]aoed'iq by an arbitrary gauge- xing condition
[ examplesarer = 0 (Landau gauge) orr, -, =
0 (radiation gauge):

X
3(m) =

;;0E(C 1@ 2@;

1Y X P

d @© [ ©] & bt Wy —

A 83)

This nalidentity allow sus to rew rite our partition finc—
tion as

ZlY P

A 84)

whereF [(c A ) ]hasalready been calculated in @ 45)
and can be used as is, provided that proper de nitions
@77 of 3%and 7Y, ( ) are replaced.

T he rem aining steps leading to the \C oulom b" gas rep—
resentation of 3D vortex loops are conceptually sin flarto
the 2D case from the previous subsection. T he algebra,
however, is considerably m ore involved. W e therefore
will go slow Iy and rst wade through the derivation for
the sinple case J; = J, = 0. This is just the ordinary
(2+1)D XY m odel, appropriate for our s-wave pedagog—
ical exercise from the main text and the beginning of
this Appendix {A2). Only the con gurannsw x =0
contrbute to the.ﬁmct:onalF [ {_A 45{) and we
recover the usuali anisotropic 3D XY model in a uni
form magnetic edH = £":

Z

Y X
Zo= d @ [ ©] —
1 r 1(r)
h 2 ,1
P . = 3 — -
e s TE BT e & f : (A85)

To obtain the lattice loop gas representation, we need
to Integrate out the gauge eld . Them ost trangparent



connection w ith the resuls ﬁ)£ the 2D m odel is obtained
by using the radiation gauge r = 0:
X X

€ = Ex y& 9 1 L B

(A 86)

E xpanding the square and shifting the di erence opera—
tors via {A26) we have

(? )g = y (r y)rx?x y (r 9)
x @ Xs&)ry?y @ R) 2 y Prx € R)
= @Wr r (@© & @7 @®87)

r

W e introduce the follow Ing notation for the lattice ana-
logues of wavevectors q; appearing from discrete left-
sided or right-sided derivatives after Fourier transform a-
tion:

et 1
Q5@ = 5 (A 88)
— 1 ia
Q@)= (A 89)
3 elm 1
Qi@ =054 g)=7i (A 90)
—qg — 1+ e 195
Q;@=05@ 9= - @ 91)
i
®92)

The argum ents of Q y and aj is assum ed to be g unless
speci ed otherw ise.
W e de ne the Fourder transform ation as
Z
1X da,
_ Lelq f(q)

Sl e 7

D

where the sum over frequencies ¢ runs through ¢ =
0;2-;::32% and the Integralsoverq, ;q, extend from
to .Ushhgthede nition and propertiesthat ollow from

X Z d
£@) = o £q) @ 93)
o (2 )
z
2 1 X dq:
£2@) = — _E@E( @ ; @ 94)
@)
o
we obtain in the radiation gauge:
X X _
T )5 = @r r @)
r Z r
_F T (900 @ @9%)
2 3 q dJ)

o

37

@ )= o@r r

@roro () 2rg ot Nr @ e) ;

& 96)

where the last tem vanishes due to our choice of the
gauge. In the m om entum space we have:

X X 2 g

25 ol @) o@Q Q

+ (@) @QoQ @ 97)

T he above de nitions are generally valid but now we
ocus again on the sinple case of J; = J, = 0. The
partition fiinction Zg, given by (13_8_5), can be w ritten as

Z1Y

d (r)

ke @ 98)

In arriving at the expression above we perform ed a shift
ofvariable ! + £, where ¢ isa tine independent
vectorpotential corresponding to a constant and uniform
m agnetic eld £~ . A frer Fourier transform ation the ex—
pression in the exponent can be w ritten as

Z R
X dg, D o( @) o@Q Q
q o7 2 e (@ 559
1 1 %
(9 @ F)QOQ()"' WQ Q (A 99)

N ote that tem poraland space-like com ponents are inde—
pendent and can be integrated out separately. Integra—

tion over | istrivialand yields
h X i
exp 2230 dodg, 1o ( CI_)B} @)
o (2 ; Q Q
h i
- exp 223° do, dg, L( a9)d@) :
@ 2 ¥4 2cosg 2cosg
(A 100)
T he ram aining Integral
21y - hx
d @ B Jexp 2 i1(¢a @
1 g .
 — 1 — 1
2—JOQ0Q0+ WQ Q (a) @ A 101)

can be com puted by sw itching to 2D transverse and lon-—
gitudinalcom ponentsof , which we de ne on the lattice



as
0, x@+Q, y@
L @) = i 5 y Y @®102)
+
@)= i Q x@+9x y@ ; ®103)
Q-
w here
q — q — —
Q.= QO = 0,0x+0Q,0y
The  (r)and  (r) can beexpressed through the trans-

verse and longiudinal com ponents of the gauge ld
as

@) = le r@ 9 T @ @ 104)
Q-
+

L@ iQy L (CI)Q Q, 1 @) @ 105)

Now observe that the Jacobian of the transform ation

( xi y)! (17 7)isuniy, 2D divergence of ispro-

portionalto 1 asexpected:
Q = i.0: ;
and
1 @@=k r1@+L2@ @

The Integral @_1_5]_:) can be w ritten as

Z

1Y hy dg, d
d 1 () exp S o i (9 @
1 @ ¥
q o .
1 — 1 _ i
F)QOQO"' WQ Q T ( 9) @) ;
(A 106)
which nally gives
X h X
Zo / — ep 2 dqx;iqyg 50k D@
1(r) Qo ( Q Q
i
N ( 2t @ . @107

770,0Q0 + 570 O

T his is the desired vortex loop gas representation of our
m odel. Rather than Integrating out the gauge eld i
@_85), one can partially perform the sum over over the
Integers 1(r) and arrive at yet another (dual) representa—
tion of partition finction Z . The constraint r ~ 1(r) = 0
in the partition finction Z, @ 85) is rew ritten using aux—
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iliary variables (r) as
" P #
X ; 2 () .X
T &P 5t 2 1 1l (r) =
2 v (9
1(r) r
x v %2 h X
d Wexp —— ¥ (r)
0 2 v (9
1(xr) T .
X X o i
+ 2 i 1(x) )+ i (r)r 1(x)=
X Yy %2 h X
d r)ex e I
0 P2 0
L) r .
X i
+1i L@ i@ ri @)
* 2 3
y %2 X
d @ exp4 cosr; @ 2 ;)5
r 0 r;i
(A 108)

The last equation describes a lattice superconductor.
N ote that the partition function €A:8§) does not contain
quadratic tem s P (r). Instead, one introduces a vortex
core energy tem

1 X

2

2y (9 re
by hand, and then, In the nal lattice superconductor
representation,a limi ! 1 istaken. Such a system is
called a frozen superconductor. A ltematively, term s pro-—
portionalto P can be kept nite. Such \unfrozen lattice
superconductor" is equivalent to an ensem ble of vortex
loops, nam ely an XY -m odel augm ented wih an addi-
tional core energy that m akes om ation of vorticesm ore
di cuk. Thus, applying (Z{:l()_8_)' to @A 85) we cbtain the
partition function Z, describing lattice superconductor
Ina ed f coupld to uctuating gauge eld

v %2 Z

d (@ d @ [ @]
0 1

hy
exp Ycoscy @® 2 )
X 1 — 5 1 — —2 7
) ﬁ(r )3 + m (r )o f
A 109)

The last step of our derivation is the standard®d
G inzburg-Landau expansion of the action and for com —
plteness we reproduce here the derivation follow ing
K leinert£s .

First, we Introduce a complex ed U, = exp @i (r))
and de ne covariant derivative operatorsD ;, D ; accord—
ing to
2 i, )

Dy (r)=

= (@ (r

(r+ R)e @110)

D, R)e? 1= 2 @A111)



The_ :fo]Jow Ing dentity, which expresses the cosine in
@.109) through U,, can be proved easily:

X X
cwsxx @ 2 ax)= U

r r

1
@+ ED xD x)Ur

r

Thus, for a given xed con guration of dualgauge eld
in (109), the sum over all con gurations of angular

variables (r) is
Z
P 0
Zyx vy [ ]: D (]:’)e i cosrs () 2 )
and can be transform ed into
’ OX A

Zxy [ 1= D exp[3 U,DU,] @®112)

whereD' = 1+ iDD; . OperatorD isHem itian, and

therefore allow s decom position D = K2. Let us show
that Zyx y is proportionalto
Z

D[;;

1 . j2 1P A A
e 12 o 3Tt g 00 KppoUpot U Ko po)

@A113)

w here notation

dRe ,dIm , :::

v 1

isused. To establish the equivalence, we group the tem s
In the exponent as

OX A OX
( r 6 UrOKrOr)( r 6
r0 r
X X N N
+30 U oK r00, K rr0U o

r  10y00

12 0 Ié\rorUrO)

0

@Aa114)

A fter a shift ofvariables and integrating out the auxiliary
elds . the result coincidesw ith {_A-_l-_l-_Z) up to an unin -
portant proportionality factor. To obtain the equivalent
description In tem s of eld , we now integrate over
the angularvariables .. To sin plify notation, we de ne
1= I{\ =2 and 2 = K\T

=2, orm ore explicitly,
8 1X
% 1 (x) = E Kpro o

rO

X N
% 2 (r) = — Kror r0

Integration over the phases In ('z-\-_ 1-_1-_2) now am ounts to
calculation of disentangled integrals at separate r:
Z

i(x) i(x)
d (r)ee 2 (x)te

1 (r) P——
=2 Lh( 410 20@) ;
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where Iy denotes the m odi ed Bessel function. Thus,
om itting non-essential overall prefactors the expression
for Zy y [ ]assum es the Hllow ing fom :

Z

, P P p—
D[; J =7 LieFr ML (41 2 @)

F inally, after applying the Taylor expansion

2 X4

Nl &) = = T
0 4 s T

and retaining only the lading tem s, we obtain

Zy
Zg = d @d @d @ [ @]
hXiCD_)(D)JrEi 13 @F
exp . 24 i i 2 30 J @3]
i@ 01—, 1 -
F e Top® txoe o b f
@ 115)

T he partition function (;_A-_l-}-ﬁ) is the desired dual rep-—
resentation of our initial anisotropic X Y m odelw ih the
Berry phase, n the smpl case J; = J, = 0.

A m ed w ith the experience from the above derivation
we now retum to the partition function Z of the ull-

edged model @ 84) containing J; and J,. Aswe will
dem onstrate, the e ect of the next nearest neighbor in—
teractions will be rather m odest: to the lkading order
only the temm proportionalto j (r)j? willbe m odi ed.
T he prefactors of this term w ill be m odulated, having
di erent values on the red and the black plaquettes.

To arrive at the dual representation of Z , we seck a
gauge that will ensure the decoupling of the tem poral
and spatial com ponents of (q), sim ilarly to the radi-
ation gauge in the sin ple exam ple above. The bilinear
tem s In appearing in the exponent can be classi ed
as llow ing: rst, there is a contrdbution from the tem
@ A% which in an arbitrary (yet unknown) gauge has
been already caloulated in (A 87)

Q0 (a @
@Alle)

— (a) @Q Q

2K ©

To facilitate the bookkeeping of various tem s resulting

from F [(r )2 ] we use the ollow ing set of identities:
|
H( q= @ T(q 2 + 0, T( q) s
0 0%
@a117)
!
o 5y 0 S
bx(CI)= ie? —g o @) e yQo 3 x @)
0 9,

(A 118)



The expressions for by, (q) can be obtained by replacing
x $ y and the overall change of sign. U sing these iden—
tities the bilinear form

|
G11 @) Gz ()

B, ( be@+ &5 y)

Go1 (@) G2z ()
can be written as a sum of two groups: the diagonal
tem s are

5YQ yG 11 (CI_/) 63Q yG 12 (O_[y)

o = = 0 @)
° Q3Q3G21 @) QgQngz @) '
+ T 50Q 0G 11 (@) EOQ 0G 12 (@) p
Y A o v @
QuQ0G21 @) QQ0G22 (g)
+ xS y) A119)

In addition, we obtain crosstem sthat couple the spatial
and tem poral com ponents of

Qo o( AP (@) y@+P @) x@ +cxc:;

@A 120)

where cxc: denotes com plex conjugation and m atrices
P (g ) arede ned as

0 Gi2()
0’ G @)

0Gun@Q)

Pa)= —
QgG21(CI)

Note that the tem s diagonalin o are exactly what we
encountered in {_A_S_Zl:) when we considered the 2D exam —
plk. The o diagonaltem s can be elin nated altogether

by choosing a gauge de ned by the follow Ing relation be-

tween 4 (@) and ,(@):
Pl y@+Px) x@=0 ®121)
The matrix equation can be resolved by (@)

@) x (@) where matrix is dened as (@) =
P '(g)P (&). The spatial part of the action in m o-
m entum space becom es
Z
X dogda, 1
% i T+l @ @ <@
o i
< aK @ <@ ; @®122)
where 2 2 matrixX isde ned as
A\l ! ! #
1 0z 0 T 02 0
o o @i ¥ g g @
) 1
L1 eu@ G
4 Go1 (@) Gzz(?x)
T G (&) Giz () (q)l: @123)
Go1 (&) Gaz2 (&)
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Note that we om itted the second temm in ('_A-_l-_l-f;) as it
is only of the ordeng’ and can be safely neglected for
extracting the long distance behavior. A ffer ntegrating

out 4,we obtain
ho2x ® agag
=P 2 3
o .
1
T ( q)+JST,( a) @ X L@+ T agk@ ;
@ 124)

whereX = X 1. Expandjn'.g_tjljsexpressjon In the region
of smallmomenta as in @55) and retaining only the
lading order tem s, as in the two-din ensional exam ple,
we nd

x Z
2 dag, dg, 1
o (2 ¥%T05+ ﬁq?z
Fk( a) g ( 9) gk@ gk @)
Z (A 125)

O bserve that there are no cross-tem s that couple m odes
at wavevectorsq and g g to the order of d and q 2.
The spatial part of the action affer ntegrating out the
gauge eldsisequivalent to the result {_A_l_Oj) obtained in
the fram ework of sinple m odel Z, where J° is replaced
by the e ective coupling constant J'= J°+ J, + J,.

Combining ('Z-\-_l-_2-'§) and é:6:8), the nalform ofthe ac—
tion Z in tem s ofclosed vortex loops 1(r) can be w ritten
as

X hx
z = T &P 2 il@) 2@ EX()LE
1(r) r
X
2 dg, dg, 2Jlo( Qi @)
@ ¥ %
Qo .
1 1
+t—————k@k( @ ; @126
27 2x 0% 2
whereEJ( ) = 21 3)=4 depending on whether

corresponds to a black or a red plaquette.

W e had intentionally used m om entum representation
forthe last two tem s in the exponent. It is in portant to
recognize that these tem s are precisely what one would
have obtained for the usual3D XY m odelw ith no next
nearest neighbors interaction and the e ective nearest
neighbors coupling constant equalto I = J%°+ J; + J,.
Thus, we may introduce a dual gauge eld A (r) and
present the partition finction as

X %1y
Z = dA ) A @] &
1(r) 1 r
hy
exp 2 1ilx) @A @©+ 2({@)
i — 1
EC( )T (r) € A% €_A¥ @ 127)

2F 2K 0



By shiftingA ! A Af back we obtain

21y hy
— A @) B (@)]exp 2 il) A @
1 r r
@ A% [ a)y £t
0 12 ?
E0( )P () ~ —
@128)

Note that In the absence of the next nearest neighbors
Interactions, a sin ilar expression {_A-_8-§) oontajned no
quadratic temm s 2 (r) and the core energy — 0)].2 (®)
was Introduces by hand. In the present case, the di er-
ence E { ofthe core energies on the black and red sites
is nite due to the anisotropic next nearest neighbors in—
teractions. However, the average m agniude is still zero
w ithin our m odel, and here we also need to Introduce a
constant average core energy tem —0— P (r). Thereby

n @128) by

we]:ep]aerC(

1 | 1 +EO()-
(o) v (Y c ’

where the finction () is mplictly de ned by this
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equation.

_T he rem aining steps repeat the derivation leading from
B 108) to @115) with the replacement °!  °( ) and
result in the G Inzburg-Landau expansion ofour dualthe-
ory:

Y
7 = d ©d @md @ [ @]
r h N L
exp i Z(Di) Oi)
£ 2 ! 13 o7+ ®3*
— T X
4 39() TR
1 — 5, 1 — — 2%t

Thisisour nalresult { the partition finction @ 129)
represents the G Inzburg-Landau functional of a dual
type-IT superconductor appropriate for our m odel and
sub cted to a constant dualm agnetic eld £.
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T here isa Jarge and grow ing eld-theory literature on non—
com pact parjty—preservmg QED 3 which isthe low —energy

frontier issues and usefuil source of additional references.
Representinga asaU (1) gauge eld constitutesthe \nat—
ural" gauge choice for this problem due to the follow ing
fundam ental feature ofa spin-singlet superconductor: con—
sider a system m ade up of tw o distinct species of ferm ions,
\up" () and \down" (d).The nom alpart has the fom
consisting entirely of bilinears uYu and d’d so that u and
d avors are separately conserved. N ote that we are not at
all concemed here w ith the symm etry w ith respect to ro—
tationsbetween u and d { such symm etry m ay orm ay not
be present and the relevant sym m etry of the nom alpart
is just the global Uy (1) Ug (1). The inclusion of pairing
tem s of the orm ud and d*uY (ut not uu or dd and their
com plex conjigates!) breaks this symm etry by violating
the conservation law for the total ferm ion num ber, the sum
of \up" and \down" avors. T here rem ains, however, an
intact continuous U, 4 (1) symm etry associated with the
relative fermm ion num ber, the di erence between \up" and
\down" avors. T his continuous sym m etry signals the re—-
m aining conservation law (spin conservation in spin-singlet
superconductors) . A ctually, our lattice d-wave supercon-—
ductor m odel (3) is a sin ple illustration of this general
feature: consider screening thebond phase factorof ;5 by
site phase factors arising from the gauge transform ed elec—
tron eldsg : there are 2N bond phase factors exp (i i)
versusonly N site phasesexp ( i’ ;i).Them ost natural so—
Iution isto introduce 2N site phase factorsexp ( i’ iv) and
exp ( i’ ;#) and attach them wvia gauge transfom ation to
¢ and ¢ . In this wayrene can com plktely elin inate the
center-ofm ass exp (i i3 )28: from {:_LZ}) by a Judicious choice
ofexp(i’; ): exp@ iy)exp( v 1 54) ! exp( iaiy);
exp (i i5)exp( 1 i 4n) ! exp(iaij), where ai5 is a
bond phase antisym m etric under "$ # exchange. This is
nothing but the tightfinding lattice version of the FT
transfom ation and leads directly to the U (1) represen—
tation of the Berry gauge eld a $ aj.Here exp (2iaij)
is determm ined by exp (l’ in i’ i T+ i’ J# ), where
exp (I’ ; ) are ound iIn tem s of center-ofm ass ;;’s from
exp (I jw+ i yn+ 17 4+ 17 54) S exp (i i3).Note also that
the hopping tenn in the H am iltonian acquires a gauge eld
factor exp (i w4y i 5n ) Orspin " #) ferm ions, with
T y being the lattice equivalents of the gauge
elds ) featured in the continuum FT transfomm ation.
Since aij is ultim ately given by the (half of) phase di er-
ences (" in 7 4n ("1 " 44) { expressed in tem sof i5’'s {
its con gurations are non-com pact, i.e.m onopolk free, by
construction. N ote that these argum ents do not generally
apply to superconductors which are not spin-singlkt. For
exam ple, if we have a single avor of spinless ferm ions £,
the nom alpart m ade up of £ £ bilinears has only a single
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U (1) symm etry { pairing tem s of the form £YfY and ff

(in the odd angular m om entum channel) break this U (1)

sym m etry down to discrete Z%

In short, the gauge theory @, .9 is non-com pact by con—
struction . R ecently, there has been m uch interest in quan-
tum spin system swhere theunderlyinge ective gauge the—
ory is com pact but itsm onopole (instanton) con gurations
are dynam ically irrelevant at a criticalpoint or in a critical
phase. In such cases, one is again back to a non-com pact
QED3 wji'h m assless bosons or ferm ions; see M . Hem ele,

ThJS ctha]Jy sym m etric \a]gebrajc Fem i liquid" phase
has unusual them odynam ic and transport properties; see
O .Vafek and Z. Te sanovic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 237001
(2003) . For exam ple, its speci c heat TZ‘, Just as in a
neighboring superconducting state (see F ig. :}) .Thistrans-
Jates into heat transport sin ilar to that of a nodald-wave
superconductor, ie.the critical pseudogap state is a \ther—
malmetal'. On the other hand, since vortex-antivortex
pairs are unbound, the sam e state is also a \charge -
sulator", as emphasized in R efE and detailed in this
m anuscript. This In plies breakdown of the W iedem ann-
Franz law in the pseudogap state. The T? speci c heat
and heat transport are due to soin excitations carried by
nodalBdG fermm ions. Rem arkably, the pseudogap is also a
\soin dielectric" in the sense that Pauli spin susceptibility
vanishes as qz, in contrast to g in a supercon—
ductor. Consequently, the W ilson ratio also vanishes as
tem perature goes to zero. .

In general, the Ham iltonian (14) will also contain tem s
which do not nvolve the standard XY phase di erences of
bond phasesbut are instead dueto  j5 itselfbeing a \hop-—
pihg term " In a d-wave superconductor (unlke the case of
a sin ple s-w ave superconductor) . T he leading such tem is
K cos( 12 23+ 34 41) amundap]aquetteoftheCuOZ
lattice. Such tem s are down by a factor 2=t ? relative
to the XY tem s kept In Cl4) and one can neglct them
in cuprates, where rem ainssigni cantly sm aller than t
for m ostyef the underdoped regim e, judged by the ratio of
v tovr2%.However, such tem sm ight becom e in portant,
a]ong w ith_m any other longer range temn s excluded from
C_l4) and (36), in the calculation of vortex core energies
later In the text since K is not necessarily an aller than
Ji Jz.
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