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C ooper pair charge-density-w ave in underdoped cuprates
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W e introduceand study an XY-typem odeloftherm aland quantum phase  uctuationsin a two-

dim ensionalcorrelated lattice d-wave superconductor based on the Q ED 3 e� ective theory ofhigh

tem perature superconductors. G eneralfeatures ofand selected results obtained within thism odel

were reported earlier in an abbreviated form at (Z.Te�sanovi�c,cond-m at/0405235). The m odelis

geared toward describing not only the long distance but also the interm ediate lengthscale physics

ofunderdoped cuprates. In particular,we elucidate the dynam icalorigin and investigate speci� c

featuresofthecharge-density-waveofCooperpairs,which weargueisthestatebehind theperiodic

charge density m odulation discovered in recent scanning-tunneling-m icroscopy experim ents. W e

illustrate how M ott-Hubbard correlations nearhalf-� lling suppresssuper uid density and favoran

incom pressiblestatewhich breakstranslationalsym m etry oftheunderlyingatom iclattice.W eshow

how the form ation ofthe Cooper paircharge-density-wave in such a strongly quantum  uctuating

superconductorcan naturally be understood asan Abrikosov-Hofstadterproblem in a type-IIdual

superconductor,with theroleofthedualm agnetic� eld played by theelectron density.Theresulting

Abrikosovlatticeofdualvorticestranslatesintotheperiodicm odulation oftheBogoliubov-deG ennes

gap function and the electronic density.W e num erically study the energeticsofvariousAbrikosov-

Hofstadter dualvortex arrays and com pute their detailed signatures in the single-particle local

tunneling density ofstates. A 4� 4 checkerboard-type m odulation pattern naturally arises as an

energetically favored ground state at and nearthe x = 1=8 doping and producesthe localdensity

ofstatesin good agreem entwith experim entalobservations.

PACS num bers:

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

Severalrecent experim ents1,2,3 support the proposal

thatthepseudogap statein underdoped cupratesshould

be viewed as a phase-disordered superconductor4. The

e�ective theory based on this viewpoint was derived in

Ref.5:O nestartswith theobservation6 thatin a phase

uctuating cuprate superconductor the Cooper pairing

am plitude is large and robust,resulting in a short co-

herence length � � k
� 1
F

and sm all,tightcoresforsingly

quantized (anti)vortices. As a result,the phase uctua-

tions are greatly enhanced,with hc=2e vortex and an-

tivortex excitations, their cores containing hardly any

electrons,quantum tunneling from place to place with

thegreatestofease,scram bling o�-diagonalorderin the

process{ incidentally,this is the obviousinterpretation

ofthe Nernst e�ect experim ents2. Sim ultaneously,the

largely inert pairing am plitude takes on a dualrespon-

sibility ofsuppressing m ultiply quantized (anti)vortices,

which require largercoresand costm ore kinetic energy,

while continuously m aintaining the pseudogap e�ect in

the single electron excitation spectrum . The theory of

Ref. 5 uses this large d-wave pairing pseudogap � to

setthe stageupon which the low-energy degreesoffree-

dom ,identi�ed aselectronsorganized into Cooperpairs

and BdG nodalferm ions,and uctuating hc=2e vortex-

antivortexpairs,m utuallyinteractviatwoem ergentnon-

com pactU(1)gauge�elds,v� and a�.v and a coupleto

electronic charge and spin degrees of freedom , respec-

tively,and m ediateinteractionswhich areresponsiblefor

thethreem ajorphasesofthetheory5,7:A d-wavesuper-

conductor,an insulating spin-density wave(SDW ,which

athalf-�lling turnsinto a M ott-Hubbard-Neelantiferro-

m agnet),and an interm ediate\algebraicFerm iliquid",a

non-Ferm iliquid phase characterized by critical,power-

law correlationsofnodalferm ions.

In the context ofthe above physicalpicture,the re-

centdiscovery in scanning tunneling m icroscopy (STM )

experim ents8,9,10 of the \electron crystal", m anifested

by a periodic m odulation of the local density of

states (DO S),and the subsequent insightfultheoretical

analysis11 ofthism odulation in term softhepairdensity-

wave,com es notentirely unexpected. Such m odulation

originates from the charge Berry phase term involving

v0
5,12, the tim e-like com ponent of v�, and the long-

distance physics behind it bears som e resem blance to

thatoftheelem entary bosons,like4He (Ref.13).Asthe

quantum phaseuctuationsbecom everystrong,they oc-

casionasuppressionofthecom pressibilityoftheunderly-

ingelectron system ,viathephase-particlenum beruncer-

tainty relation �’�N >
� 1,whosee�ectivetheory m ani-

festation isprecisely theabovechargeBerry phase.O nce

the o�-diagonalorderdisappears,the system inevitably

turns incom pressible and the diagonalpositionalorder

setsin,leading to a M ottinsulating state.Theresulting

charge-density-waveofCooperpairs(CPCDW )12 causes

aperiodicm odulation oftheelectron density and thesize

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408344v4
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0405235
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ofthe pseudogap � and induces a sim ilarly m odulated

localtunneling DO S.In thiscontext,theobserved \elec-

tron crystal" state9 should be identi�ed asa CPCDW .

W hile the aboveCPCDW scenario isalm ostcertainly

qualitatively correct,the ultim ate test ofthe theory is

whether it can explain and predict som e ofthe speci�c

details ofthe m odulation patterns as they are actually

observed in cuprates. Thisbringsusto the m ain them e

ofthispaper. Typically,when constructing an e�ective

low energy theory ofa condensed m attersystem ,weare

solely concerned with the long distance,low energy be-

havior.In thepresentcase,however,thiswillnotsu�ce.

Them odulation in question isassociated with length and

energy scaleswhich are interm ediate,between the short

distance scale physicsofa single lattice spacing and the

ultim atelong distancebehavior.O uraim should thusbe

to construct a description which willbe valid not only

oververy long lengthscalesbutalso on the scale ofsev-

erallatticespacings,which aretheperiodicitiesobserved

in experim ents8,9,10. Furtherm ore,we ideally should be

aim ing for a \bosonized" version ofthe theory,within

which a m ean-�eld type approxim ation forthe CPCDW

state could be gainfully form ulated. A naturalquestion

that needs to be answered �rst is what should be the

objectsthatplay the roleofthese bosons?

O ne choice is to designate real-space pairs of elec-

trons(orholes)assuch \elem entary" bosonsand to en-

dow them with som e \m anageable",i.e. pairwise and

short-ranged,e�ectiveinteractions.Such a m odelindeed

generically leads to a phase diagram with com pressible

superuid and incom pressibleW ignercrystalstatesjust

asour long-distance argum enthas suggested. This pic-

ture of real-space pairs arises within the SO (5)-based

theory14,15, where the low energy sector ofthe theory

assum es the form of hard-core plaquette bosons with

nearest and next-nearest neighbor interactions. W hen

one isdealing with extrem ely strongly bound realspace

s-wave or d-wave pairs this is undoubtedly the natural

choice.In ourview,however,in cupratesoneisfaced not

with the real-space pairsbutwith the m om entum space

Cooperpairs. Apparently,one encountershere an echo

ofthe greathistoricaldebate on Blatt-Schafroth versus

BCS pairs{ while certain long distance featuresare the

sam e in both lim its,m any crucialproperties are quite

di�erent16. To be sure, the Cooper pairs in cuprates

arenotfarfrom thereal-spaceboundary;thecoupling is

strong,theBCS coherencelength isshort,and theuctu-

ationsaregreatlyenhanced.Still,thereisasim plelitm us

testthatplacescupratessquarely on theBCS side:they

ared-wavesuperconductorswith nodalferm ions.

Thisbeingthecase,constructingatheorywith Cooper

pairsas\elem entary"bosonsturnsintoadauntingenter-

prise.Cooperpairsin nodald-wavesuperconductorsare

highly non-localobjectsin the realspace,and the e�ec-

tive theory in term s oftheir center-of-m asscoordinates

willreectthisnon-localityin an essentialway,with com -

plicated intrinsicallym ulti-body,extended-rangeinterac-

tions. The basic idea behind the Q ED 3 theory
5 is that

in these circum stances the role of\elem entary" bosons

should be accorded to vortices instead ofCooper pairs.

Vortices in cuprates,with their sm allcores,are sim ple

realspace objects and the e�ective theory ofquantum

uctuating vortex-antivortex pairscan be written in the

form that is localand far sim pler to analyze. In this

duallanguagetheform ation oftheCDW ofCooperpairs

translates{ via the charge Berry phase discussed above

{ to thefam iliarAbrikosov-Hofstadterproblem in a dual

superconductor12,17. The solution ofthis problem inti-

m ately reects the non-localcharacter ofCooper pairs

and their interactions,and the speci�c CPCDW m odu-

lation patternsthatarisein such theory aregenerallydif-

ferentfrom thoseofareal-spacepairdensity wave.These

two lim its,theCooperversusthereal-spacepairs,corre-

spond to two di�erentregim esofa dualsuperconductor,

rem iniscentofthestrongly type-IIversusstrongly type-I

regim es in ordinary superconductors. This di�erence is

fundam entaland,whileboth descriptionsarelegitim ate,

only onehasa chanceofbeing relevantforcuprates.

A well-inform ed reader willim m ediately protest that

thekey tenetoftheQ ED 3 theory isthatwecannotwrite

down a useful\bosonized" version ofthe theory atall{

the nodalBdG ferm ions in a uctuating d-wave super-

conductorm ustbe keptasan integralpartofthe quan-

tum dynam icsin underdoped cuprates.This,whiletrue,

m ostly reectsthe centralrole ofnodalferm ionsin the

spin channel. In contrast,the form ation ofCPCDW is

predom inantly a charge sectora�airand there,provided

the theory is reexpressed in term s ofvortex-antivortex

uctuations { i.e. properly \dualized" { the e�ect of

nodalferm ions is less singular and de�nitely treatable.

This gives one hope that a suitably \bosonized" dual

version ofthe chargesectorm ightbe devised which will

provide us with a faithfulrepresentation ofunderdoped

cuprates. This is the m ain task we undertake in this

paper.

To thisend,following a briefreview oftheQ ED 3 the-

ory in Section II,we proposein Section IIIa sim ple but

realisticXY-typem odelofa therm ally phase-uctuating

d-wavesuperconductor.Starting from thism odelwede-

rive itse�ective Coulom b gasrepresentation in term sof

vortex-antivortex pairs.Thisrepresentation isem ployed

in Section IV to construct an e�ective action for quan-

tum uctuationsofvortex-antivortexpairsand deriveits

�eld theory representation in term sofa dualtype-IIsu-

perconductor,incorporating thee�ectofnodalferm ions.

In Section V,we discuss som e generalfeatures ofthis

dualtype-IIsuperconductorand relateourresultsto the

recentSTM experim ents8,9,10.Thissection iswritten in

the style that seeks to elucidate basic concepts at the

expense ofoverbearing m athem atics;we hope the pre-

sentation can be followed by a general reader. After

this we plunge in Section VI into a detailed study of

the dualAbrikosov-Hofstadter-likeproblem which arises

in them ean-�eld approxim ation applied to a dualsuper-

conductorand which regulatesvariouspropertiesofthe

CPCDW state.ThisparticularvariantoftheAbrikosov-
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Hofstadter problem arises from the said charge Berry

phasee�ect:In thedualrepresentation quantum bosons

representing uctuating vortex-antivortex pairs experi-

encean overalldualm agnetic�eld,generated by Cooper

pairs,whoseux perplaquetteofthe(dual)CuO 2 lattice

is setby doping: f = p=q = (1� x)=2. Finally,a brief

sum m ary ofourresultsand conclusionsarepresented in

Section VII.

II. B R IEF R EV IEW O F T H E Q ED 3 T H EO R Y

Thepurposeofthissection ism ainly pedagogical:Be-

fore we m ove on to our m ain topic, we provide som e

background on the Q ED 3 e�ective theory ofthe pairing

pseudogap in underdoped cuprates. This willserve to

m otivate ourinterestin constructing an XY-type m odel

ofuctuating d-wavesuperconductorsand to m akea ca-

sualreader aware ofthe connection between the theo-

reticalnotions discussed in the rest of this paper and

the actualphysicsofrealelectronsin CuO 2 planes.The

readerswellversed in the artofconstruction ofe�ective

�eld theoriesorthosealready fam iliarwith theapproach

ofRef.5 can safely jum p directly to Section III.

The e�ectivetheory5 ofa strongly uctuating dx2� y2-

wave superconductor represents the interactions of

ferm ions with hc=2e vortex-antivortex excitations in

term softwo non-com pactem ergentgauge�elds,v� and

ai�.The Lagrangian L = Lf + L0 is

�	[D 0 + iv0 � ieA0 +
(D + iv � ieA )2

2m
� �]	

� i�	 T
�2�̂	+ c:c:+ L 0[v;a] ; (1)

where �	 = ( � ";� #),�i’sarethePaulim atrices,� isthe

am plitudeofthedx2� y2 pairing pseudogap,A � istheex-

ternalelectrom agneticgauge�eld,D � = @� + i2ai�(�i=2)

isSU(2)covariantderivativeand �̂ � D2x� D2y.L0[v;a]is

generated by the Jacobian ofthe Franz-Te�sanovi�c (FT)

singulargaugetransform ation:

exp
�
�

Z �

0

d�

Z

d
2
rL0[v�;a

i
�]
�
=

Z

d
 n̂

X

A ;B

Z

D ’(r;�)

� 2� N l�[(w=�)� (nA + nB )]�[(~F
i
=�)� G

i
A ;B ] ; (2)

where2�nA ;B = @ � @’A ;B ,w = @ � v,~F i
�
= 1

2
����F

i
��,

F i
�� = @�a

i
� � @�a

i
� + 2�ijkaj�a

k
�,G

i
A ;B = 
(̂n)ijm j,m j =

(0;0;(nA � nB )),
(̂n)rotatesthespin quantization axis

from ẑto n̂,and
R
d
 n̂ istheintegraloversuch rotations.

Itsm enacing appearancenotwithstanding,thephysics

behind (1) is actually quite clear. In Lf,which is just

thee�ectived-wavepairingLagrangian,theoriginalelec-

trons c�(x),with the spin quantized along an arbitrary

direction n̂,have been turned into topologicalferm ions
�	 = ( � ";� #) through the application ofthe FT trans-

form ation: (�c";�c#) ! (exp(i’A )� ";exp(i’B )� #),where

exp(i’A (x)+ i’B (x)) equals exp(i’(x)),the center-of-

m ass uctuating superconducting phase (see Ref. 5 for

details). The m ain purpose of this transform ation is

to strip the awkward phase factor exp(i’(x)) from the

center-of-m ass gap function, leaving behind a d-wave

pseudogap am plitude � and two gauge �elds, v and

ai,which m im ic the e�ects ofphase uctuations. The

Jacobian given by L0[v;a
i] (2) insures that the uc-

tuations in continuous �elds v and ai faithfully repre-

sentcon�gurationsofdiscrete (anti)vortices. Note that

topologicalferm ions do not carry a de�nite charge and

are neutral on the average { they do, however, carry

a de�nite spin S = 1

2
,reecting the fact that the spin

SU(2) sym m etry rem ains intactin a spin-singletsuper-

conductor. Asa consequence,the spin density operator

Sz = �c"c" � �c#c# = � " " � � # # is an invariantofthe

FT transform ation.

The two gauge �elds,v and ai,are the m ain dynam i-

calagentsofthe theory. They describe the interactions

offerm ionic BdG quasiparticles with vortex-antivortex

pairexcitationsin theuctuating superconductingphase

’(x). A U(1)gauge �eld v� isthe quantum uctuating

superow and entersthe non-conserved charge channel.

In the presenceofthe externalelectrom agnetic�eld A �,

onehasv� ! v� � eA� everywherein Lf (1)(butnotin

L0),to m aintain the localgauge sym m etry ofM axwell

electrodynam ics. The Jacobian L0 (2) is the exception

since it is a purely m athem aticalobject,generated by

thechangeofvariablesfrom discrete(anti)vortex coordi-

natesto continuous�eldsv (and ai).v� appearing in L0

containsonly the vortex partofthe superow and isin-

trinsically gaugeinvariant.Thispointisofm uch im por-

tancesinceitisthestateoftheuctuating(anti)vortices,

m anifested through L0[v;a
i],which determ inesthestate

ofoursystem asa whole,aswewillseem om entarily.

By com parison to v, an SU(2) gauge �eld ai� is of

a m ore intricate origin. It encodes topologicalfrustra-

tion experienced by BdG quasiparticles as they encir-

cle hc=2e vortices; the frustration arises from the � 1

phasefactorspicked up by ferm ionsm oving through the

spacetim e�lled with uctuating vortex-antivortex pairs.

Thesephasefactors,unlikethoseproduced by superow

and em ulated by v,are insensitive to vorticity and de-

pend only on thespacetim econ�guration ofvortexloops,

not on their internalorientation: ifwe picture a �xed

setofclosed loopsin 2+ 1-dim ensionalspacetim ewe can

changetheorientation ofany oftheloopsany which way

withouta�ecting thetopologicalphasefactors,although

the ones associated with superow willchange dram at-

ically. This crucialsym m etry of the originalproblem

dictates the m anner in which ai couples to ferm ions in

the above e�ective theory5. Itstopologicalorigin isbe-

trayed by its coupling to a conserved quantum num ber

{ in spin-singlet superconductors this is a quasiparticle

spin { and the absence of direct coupling to the non-

conserved charge channel. By strict rules ofthe e�ec-

tivetheory,such m inim alcouplingto BdG quasiparticles

is what endows ai� with its ultim ate punch at the low-
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FIG .1: The phase diagram ofcuprates following from the

Q ED 3 theory. Under the TN ernst dom e, the Nernst e� ect

experim ents2 indicate strong vortex-antivortex  uctuations;

this is where the conditions for the applicability ofthe the-

ory are m et. Asthe doping is reduced,the superconducting

ground stateisfollowed by an \algebraic" Ferm iliquid,anon-

Ferm iliquid statedescribed by thesym m etricphaseofQ ED 3

and characterized by critical,power-law correlations23.Atyet

lowerdoping,theBdG chiralsym m etry isbroken,resultingin

an incom m ensurateantiferrom agnet(SDW ),which eventually

m orphsinto theNeelantiferrom agnetathalf-� lling.D epend-

ing on m aterialparam eters (anisotropy,strength ofresidual

interactions,degree ofinterlayercoupling,etc.) ofa particu-

larHTS system ,thetransition between a superconductorand

a SDW could be a directone,withoutthe intervening chiral

sym m etricground state.Theway CPCDW ,them ain subject

ofthispaper,� tsinto thisphase diagram isdetailed laterin

the text.

est energies. W hile in this lim it v� { which couples to

ferm ions in the non-m inim al, non-gauge invariant way

{ turns m assive and ultim ately irrelevant,ai� ends up

generating the interacting infrared (IR)criticalpointof

Q ED 3 theory which regulatesthe low energy ferm iology

ofthe pseudogap state.

L (1) m anifestly displays the U(1) charge and SU(2)

spin globalsym m etries,and isusefulforgeneralconsid-

erations. To perform explicit calculations in the above

theory one m ust face up to a bit ofalgebra that goes

into com puting L0[v;a
i]. The m ain technicalobstacle

is provided by two constraints: i) the sources of ai�
should be an SU(2) gauge equivalent ofhalf-ux Dirac

strings,and ii) these sources are perm anently con�ned

to the sourcesofv�,which them selvesare also half-ux

Diracstrings.Thecon�ned objectsform ed by thesetwo

half-string speciesarenothing butthe physicaluctuat-

ing hc=2e vortex excitations. These constraintsare the

m ain source oftechnicalhurdles encountered in trying

to reduce(1)to a m orem anageableform { nevertheless,

it is im perative they be carefully enforced lest we lose

the essentialphysics ofthe originalproblem . The con-

straintscan be solved by introducing two dualcom plex

�elds �(x) = j�je i� and �s(x) = j�sje
i�s to provide

coherent functionalintegralrepresentation ofthe half-

stringscorresponding to v� and ai�,respectively.In this

duallanguage the half-stringsare sim ply the worldlines

ofdualbosons � and � s propagating through (2 + 1)-

dim ensionalspacetim e. It is im portant to stress that

this is just a m athem aticaltoolused to properly cou-

ple vortex-antivortex pair uctuations to the electronic

degreesoffreedom { readerslessintim atewith the tech-

nology ofdualization will�nd it explained in detailin

the Appendix. The con�nem ent ofthe two species of

half-stringsinto hc=2e (anti)vorticesisaccom plished by

dem anding j�(x)j= j� s(x)j. This �nally results in L 0

expressed as

exp
�
�

Z �

0

d�

Z

d
2
rL0[v�;a

i
�]
�
!

Z

d
 n̂

Z

D [�;� s;A d;�
i]

� C� 1[j�j]expf

Z

d
3
x(i2A d � w + i2�i�~F i� Ld)g ;

(3)

whereLd[�;A d;�
i]isa dualLagrangian given by

m
2
dj�j

2 + j(@� � i2�Ad�)�j
2 +

g

2
j�j4

+ j�j2(@��s � 2�
i3�i�)
2
; (4)

and C[j�j]isa norm alization factordeterm ined by

Z

d
 n̂D [a
i
;�s;�

i]expfi2�i�~F i+ j�j2(@��s � 2�
i3�i�)
2g :

(5)

HereA d and �
i arethechargeand spin dualgauge�elds,

respectively,having been introduced to enforce the two

�-functionsin (2).Relativeto ournotation here,in Ref.

12 both gauge�eldsarerescaled asA d(�
i)! 2�Ad(�

i).

Notice thatA d and �i couple to v and ai asexp
�
i2A d �

w + i2�i�~F i
�
= exp

�
i2A d� (@� v)+ i�i�����(@�a

i
�� @�a

i
� +

2�ijkaj�a
k
�)
�
(3).

At this point,one should take note ofthe following

convenientproperty ofL (1,3),onethatwillprovehandy

repeatedly aswe go along: A d and �i provide { via the

above coupling to v and ai { the only link ofcom m u-

nication between the ferm ionic m atter Lagrangian Lf

and the vortex-antivortex state Jacobian L0. This way

of form ulating the theory is m ore than a m ere m ath-

em atical nicety: It is particularly well-suited for the

strongly uctuating superconductor which nonetheless

does notbelong to the extrem e strongly bound lim it of

real-space pairs,when they can be viewed as \elem en-

tary" bosons. Such extrem e lim it of\preform ed" pairs

orpair\m olecules"isfrequentlyinvoked,inappropriately

in ourview,to describethecuprates.W erethecuprates

in this extrem e lim it,there would be no gapless nodal

quasiparticleexcitations,thesituation m anifestlyatodds
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with the available experim entalinform ation19. In addi-

tion,such dem ise ofnodalferm ionswould rob the e�ec-

tive low-energy theory ofany spin degreesoffreedom ,a

m ostundesirabletheoreticalfeaturein thecontextofall

weknow aboutthe cuprates.

In a superconductor,the vortex-antivortex pairs are

bound and the dual bosons representing vortex loop

worldlinesarein the\norm al"(i.e.,non-superuidstate):

h�i= h� si= 0 (see the Appendix).Consequently,both

dualgauge �elds are A d and �i are m assless;this is as

itshould be in the dualnorm alstate.Thisim pliesthat

upon integration over A d and �i both v� and ai� will

be m assive: L0 ! M 2
0v

2
0 + M 2

? v
2 + (v ! a), where

M 2
0 / M 2

? � �d, the dualcorrelation length. As ad-

vertised above,the m assive character ofv im m ediately

m akes the system a physicalsuperconductor: Ifwe in-

troducea staticexternalsourcevectorpotentialA ex(q),

the response to this perturbation is determ ined by the

ferm ionic \m ean-�eld" sti�nessoriginating from L f and

the \intrinsic" sti�ness setby L 0,whicheveris sm aller.

In a strongly uctuating superconductorthisin practice

m eans L0. The m ass M 2
? (x;T) of the Doppler gauge

�eld v in L 0 is e�ectively the helicity m odulus ofsuch

a superconductor and determ ines its superuid density

�s,reduced farbellow whatwould follow from Lf alone.

In a sim ilarvein,the m assM 2
0(x;T)ofv0 setsthe com -

pressibility ofthe system �c,again farsm allerthan the

value for the non-interacting system ofelectrons at the

sam edensity:

�s � lim
q! 0

�2E 0

�Aex(q)�Aex(� q)
=

�
jj

f
(q)M 2

?

�
jj

f
(q)+ M 2

?

� M
2
?

�c � lim
q! 0

�2E 0

�Aex0 (q)�Aex0 (� q)
=

�
��

f
(q)M 2

0

�
��

f
(q)+ M 2

0

� M
2
0

;

(6)

whereE 0 istheground stateenergy and �
jj

f
(q;x;T)and

�
��

f
(q;x;T)are the current-currentand density-density

responsesofthe ferm ionicLagrangian Lf,respectively.

Evidently,the \intrinsic" sti�ness ofv as it appears

in L0 encodes at the level of the e�ective theory the

strong M ott-Hubbard short-rangecorrelationswhich are

the rootcause ofreduced com pressibility and superuid

density and enhanced phase uctuationsin underdoped

cuprates.Thisisentirely consistentwith thespiritofthe

e�ective theory and should be contrasted with the ap-

plication ofa G utzwiller-type projector to a m ean-�eld

BCS state,to which it is clearly superior: In the latter

approach oneissuppressing on-sitedoubleoccupancy by

a localprojectorm im icking correlationsthatarealready

included at the levelof the renorm alized \m ean-�eld"

ferm ionic Lagrangian Lf in (1), i.e. they are built-in

into �
jj

f
and �

��

f
(6).In thisapproach thesuperconduc-

tivity is always present at T = 0 as long as the dop-

ing is �nite, albeit with a reduced superuid density.

In contrast,within the e�ective theory (1),the m icro-

scopicM ott-Hubbard correlationsareadditionallyechoed

by theappearanceofwell-de�ned vortex-antivortex exci-

tations,whose core size iskeptsm allby a large pairing

pseudogap �.Such vortex-antivortexexcitationsfurther

suppresssuperuid density from itsrenorm alized \m ean-

�eld" value and ultim ately destroy the o�-diagonallong

range order (O DLRO ) altogether { even at T = 0 and

�nite doping { allthe while rem aining sharply de�ned

with no perceptible reduction in �.

As the vortex-antivortex pairs unbind,the supercon-

ductivity isreplaced by thedualsuperuid order:h�i6=

0, h�si 6= 0, and v� and ai� turn m assless: L0 !

c0�(r v0)
2+ c�(r � v)2+ (v ! a),where�(x;T ! 0)isthe

superconducting correlation length,c0 and carenum eri-

calconstants,and wehaveused radiationgauger � v = 0.

Physically,them asslesscharacterofv� and a
i
� describes

the adm ixing offree quantum vortex-antivortex excita-

tionsintotheground stateofthesystem which started as

a d-wave superconductor. Now,itisclearfrom Eq. (6)

thattheresponsetoA ex(q)isentirelydeterm ined by L0.

Them asslesscharacterofv in L0 im pliesthevanishingof

the helicity m odulusand superuid density,despite the

factthatthecontribution from Lf to both rem ains�nite

and hardlychangesthrough thetransition.Sim ilarly,the

responsetoA ex
0 (q)vanishesaswell,sincev0 isnow m ass-

less.Thus,thesystem sim ultaneously losessuperuidity

(�s ! 0) and turns incom pressible (�c � c0�jqj
2 ! 0)

fordoping sm allerthan som ecriticalxc.

Notethatthetheory5 predictsa universalrelation be-

tween the superuid density �s and the uctuation dia-

m agnetic susceptibility �dia in underdoped cuprates,as

T ! 0. Rightbefore the superconductivity disappears,

for x > xc,the discussion surrounding Eq. (6) im plies

�s � M 2
? � 1=�d.Sim ilarly,in theregion ofstrongsuper-

conducting uctuationsforx < xc,M
2
? in (6)isreplaced

by c�q2 as is clear from the previous paragraph. The

prefactorc� isnothingbutthediam agneticsusceptibility

�dia � c�. Assum ing that the superconducting correla-

tion length and its dualare proportionalto each other,

� � �d,one�nally obtains�dia � �� 1s .In thecasewhere

strong phase uctuationsdeviate from \relativistic" be-

havior,the dynam icalcriticalexponent z 6= 1 needs to

be introduced and the above expressions generalized to

�s � M 2
? � 1=�zd,�dia � �2� z,and �dia � �

(z� 2)=z
s . Ex-

perim entalobservation ofsuch a universalrelation be-

tween �s and �dia would providea powerfulevidencefor

thedom inanceofquantum phaseuctuationsin thepseu-

dogap state ofunderdoped cuprates.

In the \dualm ean-�eld" approxim ation h�i= h� si=

� one �nds:

L0 =
1

4�2j�j2
(@ � v)2 + La

0[a
i];

e
�
R
d
3
xL

a

0 = C� 1
Z

D �iexpf

Z

d
3
x
�
i2�i�~F i+ R [�i]

�
g ;

(7)

where
R
d3xR � ln

R
d
 n̂ exp(� 4�2

R
d3xj�j2(�i� n̂i)

2).

La
0[a

i]appearssom ewhatunwieldy,chiey through its
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non-localcharacter. The non-locality is the penalty we

pay forstaying faithfulto theunderlying physics:W hile

thetopologicalorigin ofai dem andscoupling to thecon-

served SU(2)spin three-currents,itssourcesare perm a-

nently con�ned to Dirac half-strings of the superow

Doppler �eld v, which by its very de�nition is a non-

com pact U(1) gauge �eld (see below). The m anifestly

SU(2) invariantform (1) subjected to these constraints

isthereforeeven m oreelegantthan itisuseful.

The situation,however,can be rem edied entirely by a

judiciouschoiceofgauge:a1� = a2� = 0,a3� = a�.In this

\spin-axial" gauge { which am ountsto selecting a �xed

(but arbitrary)spin quantization axis { the integration

over�i can beperform ed and L
a
0 (7)reducesto a sim ple

localM axwellian:

L0[v;a]!
1

4�2j�j2
(@ � v)2 +

1

4�2j�j2
(@ � a)2 ; (8)

where � is the dualorder param eter ofthe pseudogap

state, i.e. the condensate of loops form ed by vortex-

antivortex creation and annihilation processesin (2+ 1)-

dim ensional Euclidean spacetim e. This is the quan-

tum version ofthe K osterlitz-Thoulessunbound vortex-

antivortex pairs and is discussed in detail in the Ap-

pendix. The e�ective Lagrangian L = L f + L0[v;a]of

the quantum uctuating d-wave superconductor �nally

takesthe form :

�	[D 0 + iv0 � ieA0 +
(D + iv � ieA )2

2m
� �]	

� i�	 T
�2�̂	+ c:c:+ L 0[v;a] ; (9)

where D � ! @� + ia��3,otherquantitiesrem ain asde-

�ned below Eq.(1),and L 0[v;a]ofthe pseudogap state

is given by Eq. (8). M ore generally,the fullspin-axial

gauge expression for L0[v;a]in (9), valid both in the

pseudogap (h�i 6= 0) and superconducting (h�i = 0)

states,is:

exp
�
�

Z �

0

d�

Z

d
2
rL0[v�;a�]

�
!

Z

D [�;� s;A d;�]

� C� 1[j�j]expf

Z

d
3
x(i2A d � w + i2� �~F � Ld)g ;

(10)

wheredualLagrangian Ld[�;A d;�]is

m
2
dj�j

2 + j(@� � i2�Ad�)�j
2 +

g

2
j�j4

+ j�j2(@��s � 2���)
2
; (11)

and norm alization factorC[j�j]equals

Z

D [a;�s;�]expfi2� �~F + j�j2(@��s � 2���)
2g : (12)

Again,A d and� arethechargeandspin dualgauge�elds,

respectively,which,in the spin-axialgauge,couple to v

and a asexp
�
i2A d � w + i2� �~F

�
= exp

�
i2A d � (@ � v)+

i������(@�a� � @�a�)
�
(10).

Theaboveisjustthestandard form oftheQ ED 3 the-

ory discussed earlier5. Itresurfaceshere asa particular

gauge edition ofa m ore sym m etric, but also far m ore

cum bersom e description { fortunately,in contrastto its

high sym m etry parent,the Lagrangian (9)itselfisem i-

nently treatable20.

A com m itted readershould notethattheultim atenon-

com pactU(1)gaugetheoryform ofL (9)arisesasanatu-

ralconsequenceoftheconstraintsdescribed above.O nce

the sources ofv and a are con�ned into physicalhc=2e

vortices,the non-com pact U(1) character is the shared

fateforboth.W hilewedohavethechoiceofselectingthe

singulargaugein which torepresenttheBerrygauge�eld

a,there isno sim ilarchoice forv,which m ustbe a non-

com pactU(1)gauge �eld.Itisthen only naturalto use

theFT gaugeand representaasanon-com pactU(1)�eld

aswell,in orderto straightforwardly enforcethecon�ne-

m entoftheirrespectivesources21.Thenon-com pactness

in thiscontextreectsnothing butan elem entary prop-

erty ofa phase-uctuating superconductor:The conser-

vation ofatopologicalvortexcharge@� n = 0 = @� nA ;B
22.

W eend thissection with thefollowing rem arks:In ex-

plicitcalculationswith (9)oritslattice equivalent,itis

often usefulto separatethelow energy nodalBdG quasi-

particleexcitationsfrom therestoftheelectronicdegrees

offreedom by linearizing Lf nearthe nodes. The nodal

ferm ions  �;�,where � = 1, �1, 2 and �2 is a node in-

dex,can then bearranged into N four-com ponentBdG -

Dirac spinorsfollowing the conventionsofRef.5,where

N = 2 fora singleCuO 2 layer.Thesem asslessDirac-like

objects carry no overallcharge and are at zero chem -

icalpotential { reecting the fact that pairing in the

particle-particle channelalways pins the d-wave nodes

to the true chem icalpotential{ and can be thought of

as the particle-hole excitations of the BCS \vacuum ".

They,however,can be polarized and their polarization

willrenorm alize the uctuations ofthe Doppler gauge

�eld v,the point which willbe em phasized later. Fur-

therm ore,the nodalferm ions carry spin S = 1

2
and in-

teractstronglywith theBerrygauge�eld a towhich they

are m inim ally coupled. In contrast,the restofthe elec-

tronic degrees offreedom ,which we label\anti-nodal"

ferm ions,  �;h��i, where h��i = h12i, h2�1i, h�1�2i, and

h�21i,arecom bined into spin-singletCooperpairsand do

notcontribute signi�cantly to the spin channel. O n the

otherhand,theseanti-nodalferm ionshave�nitedensity

and carry theoverallelectriccharge.Theircoupling to v

isthedynam icaldrivingforcebehind theform ation ofthe

CPCDW .M eanwhile,thenodalferm ionsarenota�ected

by the CPCDW atthe leading order{ theirlow energy

e�ectivetheory isstillthesym m etricQ ED 3 even though

thetranslationalsym m etry isbroken by the CPCDW 12.

The presence ofthese m assless Dirac-like excitations

in Lf is at the heart ofthe Q ED 3 theory ofcuprates5.

Q ED 3 theory is an e�ective low energy description ofa

uctuating dx2� y2-wave superconductor, gradually los-
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ing phasecoherenceby progressiveadm ixing ofquantum

vortex-antivortex uctuationsinto itsground state. All

the while,even asthe O DLRO islost,the am plitude of

the BdG gap function rem ains �nite and largely undis-

turbed asthedoping isreduced toward half-�lling asde-

picted in Fig. 1. How isthispossible? A nodaldx2� y2-

wave superconductor { in contrast to its fully gapped

cousin or a conventionals-wave superconductor { pos-

sesses two fundam entalsym m etries in its ground state;

the fam iliar one is just the presence of the O DLRO ,

shared by allsuperconductors. In addition,there is a

m ore subtle sym m etry ofitslow energy ferm ionic spec-

trum which isexclusively tied to the presence ofnodes.

Thissym m etry isem ergent,in the sense thatitisnota

sym m etry ofthe fullm icroscopic Ham iltonian but only

ofitslow energy nodalsector,and islittlem orethan the

freedom intrinsictoarrangingtwo-com ponentnodalBdG

spinorsinto four-com ponentm asslessDirac ferm ions5 {

by analogy to the�eld theory wecallthissym m etry chi-

ral.The Q ED 3 theory �rstform ulatesand then answers

in precise m athem atical term s the following question:

can a nodaldx2� y2-wave superconductor lose O DLRO

butnonethelessretaintheBdG chiralsym m etryofitslow

energyferm ionicspectrum 5? In conventionalBCS theory

the answerisa straightforward \no":asthegap goesto

zero allvestigesofthe superconducting state are erased

and one recoversa Ferm iliquid norm alstate. However,

in a strongly quantum uctuating superconductor con-

sidered here,which loses O DLRO via vortex-antivortex

unbinding,theanswerisarem arkable\yes".Thechirally

sym m etric,IR criticalphase ofQ ED 3 isthe explicitre-

alization ofthisnew,non-Ferm iliquid stateofquantum

m atter,with thephaseorderofa dx2� y2-wavesupercon-

ductor gone but the chiralsym m etry offerm ionic exci-

tations left in its wake. W hile these excitations are in-

coherent,being strongly scattered by them asslessBerry

gauge �eld,the BdG chiralsym m etry ofthe low energy

sectorrem ainsintact23.Im portantly,asinteractionsget

too strong { thecasein pointbeing thecupratesatvery

low dopings{theBdG chiralsym m etrywillbeeventually

spontaneouslybroken,leadingtoantiferrom agnetism and

possibly other fully gapped states5,7. Nonetheless,the

BdG chiralsym m etry breakingisnotfundam entally tied

to thelossofO DLRO :di�erentHTS m aterialsarelikely

to have di�erent T = 0 phase diagram s with larger or

sm allerportionsofa stablecritical\norm al" state{ de-

scribed by thesym m etricQ ED 3 { sandwiched between a

superconductorand an antiferrom agnet(SDW )(Fig.1).

In allcases,provided ourstarting assum ption ofthepre-

dom inantly pairing nature ofthe pseudogap is correct,

thesym m etricQ ED 3 em ergesastheunderlying e�ective

theory ofunderdoped cuprates,echoing the role played

by Landau Ferm iliquid theory in conventionalm etals.

III. T H ER M A L (\C LA SSIC A L") P H A SE

FLU C T U A T IO N S

O ur�rstgoalisto introducean XY m odeltyperepre-

sentation oftherm al(or \classical")phase uctuations.

Tothisend we�rstobservethatin cuprates,wearedeal-

ing with a d-wave superconductor on a tightly bound

two-dim ensionalCuO 2 lattice (the black lattice in Fig.

2). The sim pleststarting pointisthe lattice d-wave su-

perconductor(LdSC)m odeldiscussed in detailby Vafek

etal.18.The m odeldescribesferm ionshopping between

nearest neighbor sites hiji on a square lattice with a

renorm alized m atrix elem ent t� and contains a nearest

neighborspin-singletpairing term with an e�ective cou-

pling constant�e� adjusted to stabilize the dx2� y2 state

with the m axim um pairing gap �:

H LdSC = � t
�
X

hiji;�

c
y

i�cj� +
X

hiji

� ij[c
y

i"
c
y

j#
� c

y

i#
c
y

j"
]+ (c:c:)

+ (1=�e�)
X

hiji

j� ijj
2 + (� � � ) ; (13)

where (� � � ) denotes various residualinteraction term s.

c
y

i�
and ci� are creation and annihilation operators of

som e e�ective electron states, appropriate for energy

scalesbelow and around �,which already include renor-

m alizations generated by integration of higher energy

con�gurations,particularly those associated with strong

M ott-Hubbard correlations.Thise�ectiveLdSC m odelis

phenom enologicalbutcan bejusti�ed within a m orem i-

croscopicapproach,an exam plebeing theonebased on a

t� J-stylee�ectiveHam iltonian.Thecom plex gap func-

tion isde�ned on the bondsofthe CuO 2 (black)lattice:

� ij = A ijexp(i�ij). The am plitude A ij is frozen be-

low the pseudogap energy scale� and equalsA ij = � �

alonghorizontal(vertical)bonds.Thus,thed-wavechar-

acter ofthe pairing has been incorporated directly into

A ij from the start.

W hatrem ainsare the uctuationsofthe bond phase

�ij. It is advantageous to represent these bond phase

uctuations in term s ofsite uctuations by identifying

exp(i�ij)! exp(i’k),where ’k is a site phase variable

associated with the m iddle of the bond hiji. Conse-

quently,we are now dealing with the set ofsite phases

’k located at the vertices ofthe blue lattice in Fig. 2.

Notethatthebluelatticehastwiceasm any sitesasthe

originalCuO 2 lattice or its dual. This is an im portant

pointand willbe discussed shortly.

W e can now integrate overthe ferm ions in the LdSC

m odeland generate variouscouplingsam ong phase fac-

torsexp(i’k)residing on di�erent\blue" sites. The re-

sultisthem inim alsiteXY-typem odelHam iltonian rep-

resenting a uctuating classicallattice d-wavesupercon-
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FIG .2: CuO 2 lattice represented by thick black lines (ver-

ticesare copperatom sand oxygensare in them iddle ofeach

bond). The nodesofthe blue lattice (thin solid lines)repre-

sent sites ofour \e� ective" XY m odel(14),with the phase

factor exp(i’i)located at each blue vertex. The dualofthe

copperlatticeisshown in red dashed lines.Thenearestneigh-

bor coupling on the blue lattice is denoted by J (blue link)

and thetwo next-nearestneighborcouplingsareJ1 (red link)

and J2 (black link).G enerically,J1 6= J2 and thetranslational

sym m etry ofthebluelattice isbroken by the\checkerboard"

array of\red" and \black" plaquettes,asisevidentfrom the

� gure. This doubles up the unit cellwhich then coincides

with thatoftheoriginal(black)CuO 2 lattice,asitshould be.

ductor:

H d
X Y = � J

X

nn

cos(’i� ’j)� J1

X

rnnn

cos(’i� ’j)

� J2

X

bnnn

cos(’i� ’j) ; (14)

where
P

nn
runsovernearestneighborson the blue lat-

tice while
P

rnnn
and

P

bnnn
run over red and black

next-nearestneighborbondsdepicted in Fig. 2,respec-

tively.The couplingsbeyond next-nearestneighborsare

neglected24 in (14).Such m oredistantcouplingsarenot

im portant for the basic physics which is ofinterest to

ushere,and theire�ectcan be sim ulated by a judicious

choice ofJ1 and J2 { the readershould be warned that

thesituation changeswhen T ! 0 aswillbediscussed in

the nextsection. K eeping J1 and J2,however,isessen-

tial.Ifonly J iskeptin (14),thetranslationalsym m etry

ofthebluelatticewould beleftintactand wewould �nd

ourselvesin a situation m ore sym m etric than warranted

by the m icroscopic physicsofa d-wave superconductor.

In this sense J1 and J2 or,m ore precisely,their di�er-

ence J1 � J2 6= 0,are dangerously irrelevant couplings

and should be included in any approach which aim s to

describethe physicsatinterm ediate lengthscales.

In general,near half-�lling,J,J1 and J2 tend to be

allpositive and m utually di�erent. This ensures that

theground stateisindeed a d-wavesuperconductor(the

readershould recallthatd-wave signshad already been

absorbed into A ij’s so the ground state isan XY ferro-

m agnetinstead ofan antiferrom agnet{theantiferrom ag-

net would be an extended s-wave state.). The explicit

valuesofJ,J1 and J2 can be com puted in a particular

m odel.In thispaperwetreatthem asadjustableparam -

eters.

A . V ortex-antivortex C oulom b gas representation

ofH
d
X Y

The factthatJ1 6= J2 breakstranslationalsym m etry

ofthe blue lattice.Thisisasitshould be since the blue

lattice hastwice asm any sitesasthe originalCuO 2 lat-

tice.Thisisan im portantpointto which we willreturn

shortly.Now,however,letusassum eforthem om entthat

J1 = J2.Thisassum ption isused strictly forpedagogical

purposes. Then,the blue lattice hasa fulltranslational

sym m etry and it is straightforward to derive the e�ec-

tive Coulom b gas representation for uctuating vortex-

antivortex pairs. Here we follow the derivation ofRef.

25.The cosinefunctionsin (14)areexpanded to second

orderand one obtainsthe e�ectivecontinuum theory:

H cont =
1

2
~J

Z

d
2
rjr ’(r)j2 + (� � � ) ; (15)

where ~J = J + J1+ J2 and ’(r)isthecontinuum version

ofthe site phase ’i on the blue lattice. (� � � ) denotes

higher order term s in the expansion ofthe cosine func-

tion.Asusual,thesuperuid velocity partv(r)= r ’(r)

is separated into a regular (XY spin-wave) part and a

singular(vortex)part(r ’)v:

v(r)= r �(r)+ 2�(̂z� r )

Z

d
2
r
0
n(r0)G (r;r0) ; (16)

where � isa regularfree �eld and n(r)isthe density of

topologicalvortexcharge:n(r)=
P

i
�(r� rvi)�

P

j
�(r�

raj),with r
v
i and r

a
j being thepositionsofvortex and an-

tivortex defects,respectively. W e are lim iting ourselves

to � 1 vortex charges but higher charges are easily in-

cluded. G (r;r0)isthe 2D electrostatic G reen’sfunction

which satis�es:

r 2
G (r;r0)= �(r� r

0) : (17)

Farfrom system sboundaries,the solution of(17)is:

G (r;r0)=
1

2�
ln(jr� r

0j=a)+ C ; (18)
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wherea istheUV cuto�,oftheorderofthe(blue)lattice

spacingand C isan integrationconstant,tobeassociated

with the coreenergy.

Thisultim ately givesthe vortex partofthe Ham ilto-

nian as:

H v = 2�2 ~J

Z

d
2
rd

2
r
0
d
2
r
00
n(r0)n(r00)r G (r;r0)� r G (r;r00);

(19)

After integration by parts this results in the desired

Coulom b gasrepresentation ofH v:

� �~J

Z

d
2
rd

2
r
0
n(r)n(r0)ln(jr� r

0j=a)+ E c

Z

d
2
rn

2(r) ;

(20)

whereE c � C isthecoreenergy.Notethattheintegrals

in the �rstpartof(20)include only the regionsoutside

vortex cores(the sizeofwhich is� a2).

How istheabovederivation a�ected ifwenow restore

J1 6= J2,as is the case in realcuprates? The long dis-

tance part rem ains the sam e since J1 � J2 enters only

at the O (k4) order ofthe gradient expansion ofcosine

functionsin (14),i.e.J1 � J2 6= 0 a�ectsonly the term s

denoted by (� � � ) in Hcont (15). So,the strength ofthe

Coulom b interaction between (anti)vorticesin H v (20)is

stillgiven by ~J = J + J1 + J2.Thecoreenergy changes,

however. This change can be traced back to (17) and

(18);depending on whetherthe vortex core isplaced in

a red (i.e.,containing the red crossin Fig.2)ora black

plaquette ofthe blue lattice,the constantofintegration

C willgenerally bedi�erent.Thisisjustthereection of

the factthatforJ1 6= J2 the originaltranslationalsym -

m etry ofthe blue lattice isbroken down to the checker-

board pattern as is obvious from Fig. 2. So,Eq. (18)

m ustbe replaced by:

G (r;r0)=
1

2�
ln(jr� r

0j=a)+ Cr(b) : (21)

G (r;r0)isjusttheelectrostaticpotentialatpointrpro-

duced by a vortex chargeatr0.Sincenotalllocationsfor

r0 are equivalent,there are two constantsofintegration

Cr 6= Cb (Cr � Cb � J1 � J2),corresponding to whether

r0 is in the red or black plaquettes ofthe blue lattice

(Fig.2).Retracingthestepsleading to theCoulom b gas

representation we�nally obtain:

H d
v = � �~J

Z

d
2
r

Z

d
2
r
0
n(r)n(r0)ln(jr� r

0j=a)

+ E
r
c

Z

d
2
rn

2(r)+ E
b
c

Z

d
2
rn

2(r) ; (22)

whereE
r(b)
c arethecoreenergiesof(anti)vorticeslocated

in red (black)plaquettesand E r
c � Ebc � J1 � J2. E

r(b)
c

are treated asadjustable param eters,chosen to bestre-

produce the energeticsofthe originalHam iltonian (14).

The explicitlattice version of(20)followsfrom Ref.26,

whereaduality transform ation and aM igdal-stylerenor-

m alizationprocedurehavebeen applied totheXY m odel:

H d
v = � �~J

X

r6= r0

s(r)s(r0)ln(jr� r
0j=a)

+ E
r
c

X

r2R

s
2(r)+ E

b
c

X

r2B

s
2(r) : (23)

In (23)s(r)= 0;� 1(� 2;� 3;:::)and r aresum m ed over

the red (R ) and black (B) sites ofthe lattice dualto

the blue lattice in Fig. 2. Eq. (23)can be viewed asa

convenientlattice regularization of(22). It is rederived

in the Appendix with thehelp ofVillain approxim ation.

W ecan alsorecastH v in aform which interpolatesbe-

tweenthecontinuum (22)andlattice(23)Coulom bgases.

Forconvenience,we now lim itourattention to only � 1

vortex charges(vorticesand antivortices)sincetheseare

the relevant excitations in the pseudogap regim e. The

underlying lattice in (23) is \sm oothed out" into a pe-

riodic potentialV (r) whose m inim a are located in the

plaquettesofthebluelattice(atverticesofthedualblue

lattice). The precise form ofV (r) can be com puted in

a continuum m odelofrealistic cuprates involving local

atom icorbitals,self-consistentcom putationsofthepseu-

dogap �,etc. and is not im portant for our purposes;

only itsoverallsym m etry m attersand the factthatitis

su�ciently \sm ooth".This�nally produces:

H d
v = � �~J

Z

d
2
r

Z

d
2
r
0
n(r)n(r0)ln(jr� r

0j=a)

+

Z

d
2
rV (r)�(r) ; (24)

where n(r) is the vortex charge density as before and

�(r)=
P

i
�(r� rvi)+

P

j
�(r� raj)isthevortex particle

density irrespective ofvortex charge. IfE r
c = E b

c,the

periodicity ofV (r)coincideswith thatofthebluelattice

{thevalueatthem inim um isbasically E r
c = E b

c.O n the

other hand,ifE r
c 6= E b

c as is the case in realcuprates,

V (r) has a checkerboard sym m etry on the blue lattice,

with two di�erentkindsoflocalextrem a;thered one,at

energy setby E r
c and a black one,atenergy E b

c (thisis

alldepicted in Fig.2).

Them ostim portantconsequenceofthesetwodi�erent

localextrem a ofV (r)isthatthere are two specialloca-

tions for the position ofvortices;on the originalCuO 2

lattice ofFig. 2 these correspond to vortices either re-

siding in its plaquettes or at its vertices. O n general

grounds,weexpectoneofthesepositionsto betheabso-

lutem inim um whiletheotherassum estheroleofeithera

locally stablem inim um ora saddlepointwith an unsta-

bledirection.W hetherE r
c < E b

c ortheotherway around

and whetherthe higherenergy is a localm inim um ora

saddle point,however,can be answered with certainty

only within am odelm orem acroscopicthan theoneused

here. In particular,a speci�c analysis ofthe electronic

structureofastrongly correlated vortexcoreisnecessary
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which goes far beyond the XY-type m odelused in this

paper. For our purposes E r
c and E b

c can be treated as

adjustable param etersand it su�cesonly to know that

them icroscopicphysicsselectseitherthered ortheblack

plaquettesin Fig.2 asthe favored vortex coresitesand

relegatesthe otherto eitherthe m etastable ora weakly

unstable status.

IV . Q U A N T U M P H A SE FLU C T U A T IO N S

The previous discussion pertains to the therm al(or

classical) 2D XY m odel. The key di�erence from the

usualCoulom b gas representation for vortex-antivortex

pairs turned out to be the inequivalence ofvortex core

positions on the blue lattice (Fig. 2),which served to

recoverthetranslationalsym m etry ofthe originalCuO 2

lattice. This e�ect was represented by the blue lattice

potentialV (r)in the vortex Ham iltonian (24).

To obtain thequantum version oftheuctuation prob-

lem oran e�ective(2+ 1)D XY-typem odelweneed toin-

clude the im aginary tim e dependence in ’i ! ’i(�). In

general,this willresultin vortex-antivortex pairsprop-

agating through im aginary (Euclidean) tim e,as vortex

coresm ove from one plaquette to anotherthrough a se-

quence ofquantum tunneling processes. There are two

aspectsofsuch m otion:The �rstisthe tunneling ofthe

vortex core.Thisisa \m icroscopic"process,in thesense

that a detailed continuum m odel,with self-consistently

com puted core structure,isneeded to describe itquan-

titatively.Forthe purposesofthispaper,allweneed to

know isthatone ofthe �nalcom ponentscharacterizing

such a tunneling processisthe \m ass" M ofthe vortex

coreasitm ovesthrough im aginary tim e27.Thisim plies

a term

1

2

Z �

0

d�
X

i

M

�
dr

v(a)

i

d�

�2
(25)

in thequantum m echanicalvortex action,wherer
v(a)

i
(�)

isthe position ofthe ith (anti)vortex in theCuO 2 plane

attim e�.NotethatM isherejustanotherparam eterin

thetheory which,likeJ,J1,and J2,ism orem icroscopic

than our m odel27. However,the m icroscopic physics of

the cupratesclearly pointsto M being farsm allerthan

in conventionalsuperconductors. Cupratesare strongly

coupled system s,with a shortcoherence length � � k
� 1
F

and the vortex core ofonly severallattice spacings in

size.Consequently,thereareonly a few electrons\inside

a core" atany given tim e,m aking (anti)vortices\light"

and highly quantum objects,with strong zero-pointuc-

tuations.Furtherm ore,thecoreexcitationsappearto be

gapped28 bythecom bination ofstrongcouplingand local

M ott-Hubbard correlations29,30,31,32,33. Thishasan im -

portantim plication forthesecond com ponentofthecore

tunneling process,the fam iliarBardeen-Stephen form of

dissipation,which is such a ubiquitous and dom inating

e�ect in conventionalsuperconductors. In conventional

system sthe core ishundredsofnanom etersin diam eter

and containsthousandsofelectrons. M islarge in such

a superconductorand,asa vortex attem ptsto tunnelto

a di�erentsite,itsm otion isdam ped by thesethousands

of e�ectively norm al electrons, resulting in signi�cant

Bardeen-Stephen dissipation and high viscosity.Them o-

tion ofsuch a huge,strongly dam ped objectise�ectively

classical. Vortices in underdoped cuprates are precisely

the opposite,with sm allM ,the Bardeen-Stephen dissi-

pation nearly absent and a very low viscosity. In this

sense,the quantum m otion ofa vortex core in under-

doped cupratesiscloserto superuid 4Hethan to other,

conventionalsuperconductors34. W e are therefore justi-

�ed in assum ing thatitisadequately described by (25)

and ignoring sm allvortex core viscosity for the rest of

this paper35. The specialfeature ofthe cuprates,how-

ever,isthepresenceofgaplessnodalquasiparticlesaway

from thecoreswhich generatetheirown peculiarbrand of

(weak)dissipation { such e�ectisdiscussed and included

laterin thissection.

The second aspectofthe vortex propagation through

im aginary tim e involvesthe m otion ofthe superow ve-

locity �eld surroundingthevortexoutsideitscore,i.e.,in

theregion ofspacewherethem agnitudeof� isapprox-

im ately uniform . Thisisa long range e�ectand,unlike

thevortex coreenergies,m ass,orBardeen-Stephen dissi-

pation,exhibitscertain universalfeatures,shared by all

superconductorsand superuids.Forexam ple,in super-

uid 4Hethise�ectwould resultin aM agnusforceacting

on a vortex. In a superconductor,the e�ectarisesfrom

thetim ederivativeofthephasein theregionsofuniform

�. The origin ofsuch tim e derivative and its physical

consequencesarem osteasily appreciated by considering

an ordinary(�ctitious)stronglyuctuatings-wavesuper-

conductorwith a phasefactorexp(i�i(�))ateach siteof

the CuO 2 lattice. For reader’s bene�t we discuss this

case�rstasa pedagogicalwarm -up forwhatliesahead.

A . Pedagogicalexercise: quantum uctuating

s-w ave superconductor

Afterperform ingtheFT transform ationand forgetting

thedoublevaluednessproblem (ignoringtheBerry gauge

�eld a)sinceweareconcentratingon thechargechannel,

thequantum action willcontain a purely im aginary term

(seeSection II):

i

2

Z �

0

d�
X

i

(ni"(�)+ ni#(�))@��i ; (26)

where ni� � � i� i�. It is usefulto split the electron

density into its average and the uctuating parts: n =

n" + n# ! �n + �n. The average part is unim portant

for the spin-wave phase due to the periodicity of�i(�)

in the interval[0;�]. In the vortex part ofthe phase,

however,thisaveragedensity actsasa m agnetic ux 1

2
�n

seen by (anti)vortices13.This�rsttim ederivativeisjust
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the charge Berry phase and it couples to (halfof) the

totalelectronic charge density. After the ferm ions are

integrated out,the uctuating part ofthe density will

sim ply generate a _�2i term whose sti�ness is set by the

ferm ioniccom pressibility.

For sim plicity, we will�rst ignore the charge Berry

phase and set �n = 0 (m od 2). Thisresultsin a (2+ 1)D

XY m odel:

LX Y =
1

2
K 0

X

i

_�2i � J
X

nn

cos(�i� �j) ; (27)

whereK 0 ise�ectively theferm ionicchargesusceptibility

(com pressibility): K 0 � �c � h�n2ii. Again,we expand

the cosineto the leading order(the sam eresultsareob-

tained in the Villain approxim ation,see Appendix)and

separate the regularand singular(vortex)contributions

to @�� ! @�� + (@�’)v Asa result,LX Y istransform ed

into

1

2
K �(@��)

2 ! iW �@�� + iW �(@��)v +
1

2
K

� 1
� W

2
� ;

(28)

where K � = (K 0;K ;K ) and W is a real Hubbard-

Stratonovich three-vector �eld. The integralover the

free �eld � can be carried out,producing the constraint

@ � W = 0. The constraintissolved by dem anding that

W = @ � Ad,whereA d willsoon assum ethe m eaning of

thedualgauge�eld.Thevortexpartisnow m anipulated

into:

LX Y ! i(@ � Ad)� (@�)v +
1

2
K

� 1
� (@ � Ad)

2
�

! � 2�iAd � n +
1

2
K

� 1
� (@ � Ad)

2
� ; (29)

wheretheintegration by partsand @� (@�)v = 2�n have

been used and n� is the vorticity in the (2+ 1) dim en-

sionalspacetim e (vorticity, by its very nature, is con-

served: @ � n = 0). Now,we use the standard transi-

tion from Feynm an path integralsto coherentfunctional

integrals36. A relativistic vortex boson com plex �eld

�(x) is introduced, whose worldlines in (2+ 1) dim en-

sionalspacetim e coincide with uctuating vortex loops

(see the Appendix for a m ore detailed account). The

�rstterm in (29)isjustthe currentofthese relativistic

vortex particles coupled to a vector potentialA d. Fur-

therm ore,vorticeshavesom eintrinsiclineaction
R
dsS0,

com ing from core term s (and/or lattice regularization)

which supply the (2+ 1) kinetic term . In the end,one

obtainsa dualLagrangian:

Ld = j(@ + i2�Ad)�j
2 + m

2(r)j�j2 +
g

2
j�j4 +

K � 1
�

2
(@ � Ad)

2
�;

(30)

where g > 0 is a short range repulsion describing the

penalty for vortex core overlap. The m ass term willin

generalbespatially m odulated,reecting theunderlying

lattice potential,asin (24).A detailed derivation ofthe

abovedualLagrangian can be found in the Appendix.

Itisusefultounderscorethefollowingrelation between

thestepsthatled to (30)and theform alism discussed in

Section II,which is coached in the language closer to

theoriginalelectrons:O nly thefam iliarlong rangeBiot-

Savart(anti)vortex interactions,m ediated by dualgauge

�eld A d,arisefrom theferm ionicaction in Section IIand

Refs. 12,38. This correspondsto large regionsofspace

where the pseudogap � islarge and approxim ately uni-

form .In contrast,sm all(anti)vortex coreregions,where

� m ight exhibit signi�cant non-uniform ity,supply the

the core kinetic part (25),vortex core energy and the

shortrangecorerepulsion term (g),which areallstored

in the\Jacobian"forv and a gauge�elds.Thisissignif-

icantsince itenablesusto dealratherstraightforwardly

with thechargeBerryphasewhich now m ustberestored.

First,noticethattheself-actionofA d,which wasintro-

duced in thissectionthroughaHubbard-Stratonovichde-

coupling in Eq. (28),actually follows\m icroscopically"

from theintegration overtheferm ionsand thegauge�eld

v in Section IIand12.ThereA d wasintroduced asa �eld

enforcing a �-function constraint�[(@� v)=� � n]butthe

physicsisprecisely thesam e,theform aldi�erencebeing

justtheorderin which weintegratetheferm ionicm atter.

O ncewerestoretheBerryphaseterm (i=2)
R
d3x�n(@��)v

back to theaction,wenotethatin theform alism ofSec-

tion II and12 none ofthe �elds in the dualLagrangian

(30)couplestoitdirectly.Instead,itisv0 thatentersthe

Berry phasevia the�-function constraint@�� ! v0.The

Berry phase term willthen a�ect (30) via the coupling

ofv0 to the spatialpart ofA d,i.e.,the dualm agnetic

induction B d = r � Ad.

The aboveobservationssuggestthatitusefulto sepa-

rate out the saddle point part ofv as: v ! � i�v + �v.

The saddle point part �v is determ ined by m inim izing

the totalaction (the \� " sign ischosen so that �v0 cou-

plesto the electron density asa chem icalpotential).O f

course,iftherewereno Berry phaseterm wewould have

�v = 0. W ith the Berry phase term included �v = 0 but

�v0 is now �nite. O bserve from Eqs. (1,2) ofRef. 12

thatthe saddle pointequation for �v0 sim ply reducesto:
1

2
�n = B d = r � Ad (note that,relativeto ournotation,

dualgauge �eld in Ref. 12 is rescaled as A d ! 2�Ad).

So,with the Berry phase included,the �nalform ofthe

dualtheory stillrem ainsgiven by Eq.(30)butm ustbe

appended by the constraint 1

2
hn(x)i= hB d(x)i.

Ifwenow apply thedualm ean-�eld approxim ation to

(28)oneobtainsFm f given by:

j(r + i2�A d)�j
2 + m

2(r)j�j2 +
g

2
j�j4 +

K
� 1
0

2
B
2
d ;(31)

with the constraint taking the form B d(r) = 1

2
hn(r)i.

O ne im m ediately recognizes (31) as the Abrikosov-

Hofstadter problem for a dual type-II superconductor

{ we are in type-IIregim e37 since sm allcom pressibility

im plies large dualG inzburg param eter �d � 1=
p
K 0 �

1=
p
�c { subjected to the overall(dual) m agnetic �eld
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ux per plaquette ofthe duallattice,f,given by f =

p=q = (1� x)=2,where x is doping. Note thatat half-

�lling �n = 1 ) f = 1=2. The solution that m inim izes

(31) at half-�lling is a checkerboard array of vortices

and antivortices in �, with the associated m odulation

in B d(r) =
1

2
hn(r)i,as discussed in Refs. 12,38. This

is nothing but the dualequivalent ofa CPCDW in an

s-wavesuperconductorathalf-�lling,with a two-fold de-

generate array ofalternating enhanced and suppressed

chargedensitieson sitesofthe originallattice.An over-

whelm ing analytic and num ericalsupportexistsforthis

state being the actualground state ofthe negative U

Hubbard m odel39,theprototypicaltheoreticaltoy m odel

in thiscategory.Thisgivesuscon�dencethatthem ean-

�led approxim ation capturesbasic featuresofthe prob-

lem .

B . Q uantum uctuating d-w ave superconductor

Theabovepedagogicalexerciseappliesto an idealized

strongly uctuating s-wavesuperconductorand itsasso-

ciated ordinary (2+ 1)D XY m odel. W hataboutourd-

wavelatticesuperconductor(LdSC)and itse�ectiveXY-

typem odel(14),with thebond phasesm apped into site

phaseson the blue lattice? Again,we go from exp(i�ij)

to exp(i’k)asbefore.Thecosinepartof(27)isreplaced

by H d
X Y (14)and ishandled in the sam e way asforthe

classicalcase.Thiswillultim ately resultin a m odulated

potentialV (r) ofEq. (24). In the context ofthe dual

theory (30)thiswilltranslate into a position-dependent

m assterm m 2(r)j�(x)j2 in the dualLagrangian (30)ex-

ceptnow thism assterm hasthecheckerboard sym m etry

on the blue lattice,with m 2
r in the red plaquettesdi�er-

entfrom m 2
b in theblackplaquettes(m

2
r� m2b � Erc� Ebc).

Includingtheconstrainton theoveralldualinduction B d

seem sto com pletethe process.

Alas,the situation is a bit m ore involved. First,the

tim e derivative partand the Berry phasearem orecom -

plicated. The di�culty arises since the bond supercon-

ducting phase �ij of a LdSC couples in a m ore com -

plicated way to the site ferm ionic variables. However,

we can stilldealwith this by enlisting the help ofthe

FT gauge transform ation which screens the long-range

partof�ij by
1

2
�i+

1

2
�j,where�i arethe phasesin the

ferm ionic �elds.Afterthistransform ation (we areagain

ignoring a� which we can put back in at the end) one

obtainsi1
2
ni@��i ateach site ofthe CuO 2 lattice. This

translatesinto i

8
ni@��i+

i

8
nj@��j foreach bond hijiof

theCuO 2 lattice.Thisbond expression can berewritten

as:

i

8
[ni+ nj]

1

2
(@��i+ @��j)+

i

8
[ni� nj]

1

2
(@��i� @��j)

�=
i

8
[ni+ nj]@��ij + (� � � ) ; (32)

where(� � � )containshigherorderderivativesand istypi-

cally notim portantin thediscussion ofcriticalphenom -

ena (but see below). In the end,following our replace-

m ent ofbond phases on CuO 2 lattice with site phases

on the blue lattice �ij ! ’k we �nally obtain the Berry

phaseterm ofourlatticed-wavesuperconductor:

i

8
[ni+ nj]@�’k !

i

8
[�ni+ �nj]@�’k +

i

8
��ij@�’k :

(33)

The expression (32)seem stoo good to be true and it

is{ thereplacem ent�ij !
1

2
�i+

1

2
�j holdsonly faraway

from vortices,when the phases change slowly between

nearby bonds(sites). In general,the bond phase ofthe

LdSC willnotcoupleto theelectron densitiesin a sim ple

way suggested by (32). Still,we have gained an im por-

tantinsight;its coupling to the overallelectron density

represented by the leading term in (33)ise�ectively ex-

act.Thisfollowsdirectly from theelectrodynam icgauge

invariancewhich m andatesthatboth regularand singu-

larcon�gurationsofthe phase m usthave the sam e �rst

tim e derivative in the action. For arbitrarily sm oothly

varying phase,with no vorticespresent,thereplacem ent

�ij !
1

2
�i +

1

2
�j is accurate to any desired degree and

theBerryphasegiven by theleadingterm in (33)follows.

Incidentally,this result is not spoiled by the higher or-

derterm s,represented by (� � � )in (32),sincethey do not

contributeto theoveralldualm agnetic�eld,by virtueof

�ni� �nj = 0. W e,however,cannotclaim with the sam e

degree ofcertainty that��ij is in a sim ple relationship

to variations in the electronic densities on sites iand j

as (32) would have it40. Instead,we should view ��ij
in (33)asa Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld used to decouple

the _�2ij term in thequantum action.Thism akes��ij in-

herently a bond �eld whosespatialm odulation translates

into variation in the pseudogap � and willbe naturally

related to the dualinduction B d below41. This is dif-

ferent from our pedagogicals-wave exercise where the

m odulation in B d wasdirectly related to thevariation in

the electronicdensity.

The second source of com plication is m ore intricate

and relatesto the factthat,asT ! 0,we m ustbe con-

cerned aboutnodalferm ions.In thes-wavecaseand the

�nite tem perature d-wave XY-type m odel(14)we know

that coupling constants J,J1,J2,and so on,are �nite

oratleastcan bem adeso in sim ple,reasonably realistic

m odels. In general,we need to keep only severalofthe

nearby neighborcouplingsto capture the basic physics.

Thereisatacitassum ption thatsuch expansion isin fact

well-behaved.In thequantum d-wavecase,however,the

expansion in near neighbor couplings is not possible {

at T = 0 its presum ed analytic structure is obliterated

by gaplessnodalferm ions.Naturally,afterthe electrons

areintegrated outwewillstillbeleftwith som ee�ective

action forthephasedegreesoffreedom �ij(�)butthisac-

tion willbe both non-localand non-analytic in term sof

di�erencesofphaseson variousbonds. The only option

appears to be to keep the gapless ferm ionic excitations

in the theory. This in itselfofcourse is perfectly �ne

butitdoesnotadvance ourstated goalof\bosonizing"
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the CPCDW problem a least bit. Note that the issue

here is not the Berry gauge �eld a and its coupling to

nodalferm ions { even when we ignore coupling ofvor-

tices to spin by setting a ! 0 and concentrate solely

on the chargesectoraswe have done so far,the gapless

BdG quasiparticles stillproduce non-analytic contribu-

tions to the phase-only action. In short,what one has

here is m ore than a problem ;it is a calam ity. The im -

plication isnothing lessbutthatthere isno usable XY-

type m odelfor the charge sector ofa quantum d-wave

superconductor,the optim istictitle ofthepresentpaper

notwithstanding.

Fortunately, there is a way out of this conundrum .

W hile indeed we cannot write down a sim ple XY-like

m odelfor the uctuating phases it turns out that the

dualversion ofthetheory can bem odi�ed in a relatively

straightforward way to incorporate the non-analyticity

caused by nodalferm ions. To see how this is accom -

plished we go back to Section II and use our division

of electronic degrees of freedom into low-energy nodal

( �;�) and \high-energy" anti-nodal ferm ions, tightly

bound into spin-singletCooperpairs( �;h��i). Im agine

fora m om entthatwe ignore nodalferm ionsaltogether,

by,forexam ple,settingthenum berofDiracnodalavors

N ! 0 (in a single CuO 2 plane N = 2). Exactintegra-

tion overanti-nodalelectronsc�;h��ileadstoan XY-type

m odelprecisely ofthe type discussed at the beginning

ofthis subsection. Since anti-nodalelectrons are fully

gapped the e�ective Ham iltonian has the conjectured

form (14) with �nite couplings J,J1 and J2,and with

higherorderterm swhich decay su�ciently rapidly.The

explicitvaluesofJ,J1 and J2 atT = 0m ightbedi�cult

to determ ine butnotm ore so than foran s-wavesuper-

conductor.Furtherm ore,sinceanti-nodalferm ionscarry

allthe charge density,the Berry phase term rem ainsas

determ ined earlier and so does the tim elike sti�ness of

’i.Derivation ofthedualtheory proceedsasenvisioned,

with alltheshortrangee�ectsstored in vortexcoreterm s

and ultim ately in m 2(r),and with only rem aining long

range interactionsm ediated by the dualgauge �eld A d.

W e now restore nodalferm ions(N 6= 0);asalready em -

phasized,theonly coupling ofnodalferm ionsto thedual

theory is via the gauge �elds v and a. Since we are ig-

noring the spin channelwe can neglecta. Asfarasv is

concerned,including nodalferm ionsleadsto a non-local,

non-analyticcorrection to itssti�ness,expressed as

v�K �v� ! v�(K ���� + N Q ��)v� ;

whereK � isdeterm ined by anti-nodalelectrons.Q ��(q)

is the contribution from nodal ferm ions, linear in q

and in general quite com plicated. W e give here few

sim pler lim its: Q 00(0;!n) = cj!nj, Q 0i = Q i0 = 0,

Q xx(q;0)= Q yy(q;0)= � cq> ,Q xy(q;0)= Q yx(q;0)=

� cq< sgn(qx;qy), where q> = m ax(jqxj;jqyj), q< =

m in(jqxj;jqyj)and c� �2=16
p
243.

In the language ofdualtheory,this translates into a

m odi�ed self-action forthe dualgauge�eld:

1

2
(@ � Ad)�K

� 1
� (@ � Ad)�

!
1

2
(@ � Ad)�[K ���� + N Q ��]

� 1(@ � Ad)� ; (34)

where[K ����+ N Q ��]
� 1 isthetensorinverseofK ����+

N Q ��. Thisaction isclearly m ore com plicated than its

M axwellian s-wave counterpart but nevertheless decid-

edly m anageable { m ost im portantly, the part of the

dualaction involving dualboson �eld � rem ains unaf-

fected. Note that nodalferm ions induce subleading but

stilllong-ranged interactions between vortices,in addi-

tion to the fam iliar Biot-Savartinteractions. These in-

teractionshavesquaresym m etry on the blue lattice,re-

ecting theirnodalorigin. Furtherm ore,when A d isin-

tegrated over,they willproduce a peculiar dissipative

term � j!njv
2
0 which describesthe dam ping ofcollective

quantum vorticityuctuationsbygaplessnodalquasipar-

ticles.Theim portanceofthise�ectissecondary relative

tothem assterm forv0 which isalwaysgeneratedbyanti-

nodalferm ions,basically because the density ofstates

N (E ) for nodalferm ions vanishes as E ! 0. However,

given the sm allnessoftraditionalBardeen-Stephen core

viscosity this\nodal" m echanism isan im portantsource

ofdissipation ofvortex m otion in underdoped cuprates.

Since our focus in the present paper is dualm ean-�eld

theory,thisdissipativeterm willplay no directrole.

Arm ed with the above analysis we can �nally write

down theLagrangian ofthequantum XY-typem odelde-

scribing a LdSC:

Ld
X Y = i

X

i

fi _’i+
K 0

2

X

i

_’2i + H d
X Y + Lnodal+ Lcore

= i
X

i

fi _’i+
K 0

2

X

i

_’2i � J
X

nn

cos(’i� ’j)

� J1

X

rnnn

cos(’i� ’j)� J2

X

bnnn

cos(’i� ’j)

+ Lnodal[cos(’i� ’j)]+ Lcore ; (35)

where the sum s run over sites iofthe blue lattice and

the notation is the sam e as below Eq. (14), fi =
1

8
(�nk + �nj) with k;j being the end sites ofbond i,the

tim e-like phase sti�ness K 0 results from the Hubbard-

Stratonovich integration over��ij asdetailed above,and

Lcore contains core term s com ing from a sm allregion

around the (anti)vortex where � itself is signi�cantly

suppressed,an exam ple being (25). The explicit form

ofLnodal[cos(’i� ’j)]in the XY m odellanguage isun-

known but it is a non-analytic,non-localfunctionalof

cos(’i� ’j);itse�ectwillbeincorporated oncewearrive

atthe dualdescription,following the above argum ents.

Note thatthe shortrange partsofcosine functions and

tim e derivative in (35)willbe subsum ed into Lcore once

wegotocontinuum orVillain representationsoftheprob-

lem ,as described elsewhere in the paper. Furtherm ore,
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observethatathalf-�lling the dualux perplaquetteof

the blue lattice has an intrinsic checkerboard pattern:

f = 1=2 forblack plaquettes and f = 0 forred plaque-

ttes. Thisisa directconsequence of’(�) being a bond

phase,residingon thebluelatticesitesin Fig.2,itsBerry

phasegiven by Eq.(33).Thus,in thequantum problem ,

theBerryphasecom bineswith thenext-nearestneighbor

bonds(forJ1 6= J2)in breaking translationalsym m etry

ofthe blue lattice down to the checkerboard pattern of

Fig. 2. The average ux through the unit cellon the

bluelatticeisf = 1=2 which isjustasitshould be since

therearetwoplaquettesofthebluelatticepersinglepla-

quette ofthe originalblack lattice and the dualux per

plaquette ofthe CuO 2 latticeisf = 1=2 athalf-�lling.

Itisnow straightforward to derive a dualrepresenta-

tion of(35)by retracing the path thatled from (27)to

(30).In thisfashion weobtain thedualLagrangianofthe

(2+ 1)D XY m odelappropriatefora strongly uctuating

d-wavesuperconductornearhalf-�lling44:

Ld = j(@ + i2�Ad)�j
2 + m

2(r)j�j2 +
g

2
j�j4

+
1

2
(@ � Ad)�[K ���� + N Q ��]

� 1(@ � Ad)� + (� � � ) ;

(36)

where @ � Ad satis�es the constraint arising from the

charge Berry phase. The dualLagrangian for a d-wave

superconductor (36)di�ers from its s-wave counterpart

(30) in the following im portant respects: i) the period-

icity ofthe m ass potentialis di�erent and reects the

checkerboard periodicity on the (dual) blue lattice set

by ourvortex core potentialV (r),ii)the self-action for

thedualgauge�eld containsnon-local,non-analyticcon-

tribution ofnodalferm ions,iii) the m odulation ofthe

dualux B d relates to the variation in the pseudogap

��ij (as opposed to the electronic density �ni) via the

constraint �Bd(r) � (1=16)h��ij(r)i, and iv) at dop-

ing x,the overalldualux through the unit cellofthe

blue lattice im posed by the Berry phase constraint is

f = p=q = (1� x)=2,com prised off = p=q = (1� x)=2

ata black plaquette and f = 0 ata red one. W e there-

fore expect the results for stable CPCDW states to be

di�erentfrom those ofa hypotheticalstrongly uctuat-

ing s-wave superconductor. Also,note that K 0 is now

set by K 0 � hj��ijj
2i,which is stillrelated to ferm ion

com pressibility40 and stillrelatively sm allsince the ba-

sicaspectofourapproach isthatam plitudeuctuations

in � ij are suppressed. This im plies our dualsupercon-

ductorrem ainsin thetype-IIregim e(�d � 1=
p
K 0 � 1).

Finally,(� � � )denoteshigherorderterm swhich havebeen

neglected.Forthose readerswho �nd the aboveroad to

(36)perhapsa bittoo slick,we give a detailed step-by-

step derivation in the Appendix.

An im portant point should be noted here: The ne-

glected higherotherterm s(� � � )involve higherorderki-

netic term s,additionalinterm ediate range interactions,

short range current-current interactions and num erous

other contributions. Allare irrelevant in the sense of

criticalbehavior. In our problem ,however,we are not

interested only in the criticalbehavior. In particular,

wewould liketo determ inethechargem odulation ofthe

CPCDW on lengthscales which are not extrem ely long

com pared totheCuO 2 latticeconstant.Theseadditional

term scould be im portantforthispurpose. Particularly

signi�cantin thisrespectarethehigherordercorrections

to the Berry phase (32) which,while not a�ecting the

value ofoverallf,do inuence the form ofthe e�ective

dualAbrikosov-Hofstadterproblem thatensues.

Thestrategy ofkeepingalargenum berofotherwiseir-

relevantterm sisnotapracticalone.W ewillthereforein-

troducea sim pli�cation herewhich isactually quitenat-

uraland allowsustoretain theessentialrealisticfeatures

oftheoriginalm odeland m aintain theparticle-holesym -

m etryaswell.Considerasituation wherem 2(r)in (36)is

very strongly m odulated.Thisisa \tight-binding"lim it,

universally considered appropriate for cuprates,and we

can sim ply view quantum (anti)vorticesasbeing ableto

hop only between the nearby plaquettesofthe blue lat-

tice,as is clearly im plicit in (35). Furtherm ore,we as-

sum ethatthetwo extrem a in m 2(r)areseparated by an

energy scalelargerthan such hopping.Thisisaperfectly

reasonableassum ption sinceitillustratesan already im -

portantcharacteristicofoure�ectivem odel,thefactthat

red and black plaquettesofthe blue lattice are intrinsi-

cally notequivalent(by theform oftheBerry phaseand

J1 6= J2).Underthese circum stanceswe can rewritethe

dualLagrangian in a tight-binding form :

Ld =
X

r

j(@� + i2�Ad0)�rj
2 +

X

b

j(@� + i2�Ad0)�bj
2

�
X

hrr0i

trr exp(i2�

Z r
0

r

ds� Ad)�
�
r�r0

�
X

hrbi

trbexp(i2�

Z b

r

ds� Ad)�
�
r�b � (c:c:)

+
X

r

(m 2
rj�rj

2 +
g

2
j�rj

4)+
X

b

(m 2
bj�bj

2 +
g

2
j�bj

4)

+
1

2
(@ � Ad)�[K ���� + N Q ��]

� 1(@ � Ad)� + (� � � ) ;

(37)

where vortex boson �elds � r(b) reside on red (black)

plaquettes of the blue lattice, trr(b) is the vortex

hopping between the nearest red-red(black) neighbors,

exp(i2�
Rr0(b)
r

ds� Ad)aretheappropriatePeierlsfactors,

jm 2
r � m2

b
j� trb (coreenergieson red and black plaque-

ttes are signi�cantly di�erent),and r � A d in the last

term isthe lattice ux ofthe dualm agnetic �eld,equal

f = p=q= (1� x)=2perunitcelloftheoriginalCuO2 lat-

tice.W e have also assum ed thatitisthe red plaquettes

thatare favored by vortex cores,m aking itunnecessary

to include tbb explicitly. The assum ption E r � E b ap-

pearsnaturally warranted by theoverallsym m etry ofthe

problem but,should the details ofm icroscopic physics
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intervene and reverse the situation in favorofthe black

plaquettes,allone needsto do isexchange labelsr $ b

(note thatm 2
r < 0,m 2

b > 0 in a dualsuperconductor).

The resulting tight-binding dualHam iltonian:

H d = �
X

hrr0i

trr exp(i2�

Z r
0

r

ds� Ad)�
�
r�r0

�
X

hrbi

trbexp(i2�

Z b

r

ds� Ad)�
�
r�b � (c:c:)+

+
X

r

(m 2
rj�rj

2 +
g

2
j�rj

4)

+
X

b

(m 2
bj�bj

2 +
g

2
j�bj

4)+ (� � � ) (38)

willbe analyzed in two lim its: fortrr � t2rb=jm
2
r � m2bj,

in which case we can sim ply set trb ! 0,the e�ective

Hofstadter problem assum es the form equivalent to the

standard s-wavecase de�ned on the sitesofthe red lat-

tice(Fig.2).Im portantly,however,therelation between

the m odulation in B d and ��ij rem ains di�erentfrom

the s-wave case and peculiar to a d-wave,as explained

above. W e willcallthis lim it an H1 m odel. Sim ilarly,

in the opposite case trr � t2
rb
=jm 2

r � m2
b
j we can set

trr ! 0 and obtain an e�ectiveHofstadterproblem with

hoppingsbetween red and blacksitesonly.Notethatthis

situation is notequivalent to the standard s-wave case:

In orderto hop from onered plaquetteto anothera vor-

tex m ust go through a black site,picking up a Peierls

phase factor di�erent from the one for a conventional

direct red-to-red 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�nitesim ally displacing thesaid ux,oneisback to the

situation whereallclosed pathsofhopsarecom posed of

uxes f = p=q = (1 � x)=2 through black and f = 0

through red plaquettesoftheblue lattice.Theresulting

Ham iltonian hasan exactparticle-holesym m etry around

half-�lling (x ! � x),asitshould. W e callthisthe H2

m odel.Finally,stillin thelim ittrr � t2
rb
=jm 2

r� m2
b
jwith

trr ! 0,wecan \spread" thedualux so itisuniform ly

distributed throughout each blue lattice plaquette and

equalf = p=q= (1� x)=4.In thissituation,dubbed an

H3 m odel,thex ! � x sym m etry isobeyed only approx-

im ately,forsm allx (nearhalf-�lling),butthisisallwe

are interested in. W e have established by explicit com -

putations that the H3 m odelsatis�es the particle-hole

sym m etry at som e Hofstadter fractions f while it does

notappear to do so atothers;itis for this reason that

wetend stay away from theH3 m odelin thispaper.The

readershould notethattheissueofhow todealwith dual

uxeswhen hoppingthrough black plaquettesarisesonly

in tight-binding m odelsH2 and H3 (butnotH1!) { the

originaldualLagrangian(36)isfreeofsuchissuesandhas

m anifestx ! � x sym m etry. The down side,ofcourse,

is that such a continuum theory is far m ore di�cult to

solve,both analytically and num erically.

TheHam iltonian (38),in itsthreeeditionsH1,H2,and

(to a lim ited extent!) H3,de�nesprobably the sim plest

dualversion ofthe Hofstadterproblem which appropri-

ately builds in the d-wave character ofthe uctuating

lattice superconductorand the essentialphenom enology

ofthe pseudogap state in underdoped cuprates.The ex-

tra term s (� � � )can stillbe used for�ne-tuning (for ex-

am ple,g ! gr;gb,additionalj�rj
2j�bj

2 repulsions,etc.)

but the im portant particle-hole sym m etry around half-

�lling isalready presentwithoutthem . Allthe detailed

num ericalcalculationsreported in thelatterpagesofthis

paper and described in Ref. 12 use the m ean-�eld ver-

sion of(38)and thethreem odelsbased on it,H1 (trr �

t2rb=jm
2
r � m2bj)and H2 and H3 (trr � t2rb=jm

2
r � m2bj),as

the pointofdeparture.

V . D U A L SU P ER C O N D U C T O R A N D C O O P ER

PA IR C D W IN U N D ER D O P ED C U P R A T ES

The previous sections concentrated on the derivation

ofthee�ectivequantum XY-typem odelforphaseuctu-

ationsin underdoped cupratesand its dualcounterpart

(36)and (37). In thissection we pause to take stock of

where we are with respectto the realworld and to con-

sider som e generalfeatures ofthe physicalpicture that

em erges from Eqs. (36,37). First,the dualsupercon-

ductor(36)describesthe physicsofstrongly uctuating

superconductors in term s ofa com plex bosonic �eld �,

which createsand annihilatesquantum vortex-antivortex

pairsviewed as\charged" relativisticparticles(vortices)

and antiparticles(antivortices){ thisisdepicted in Fig.

3.Theconserved \charge"isjustthevorticity associated

with thesetopologicaldefects,+ 1 forvorticesand -1 for

antivortices,and the gauge�eld coupled to itisnothing

butA d.Physically,A d describesthefam iliarlogarithm ic

interactions between (anti)vortices. W e stress that the

dualdescription isjusta convenientm athem aticaltool:

Itsm ain advantage isthatitallowsa theoristto access

a strongly quantum uctuating regim eofa superconduc-

tor,wherethesuperuid density �s atT = 0 can bevery

sm alloreven vanish,while the pairing pseudogap � re-

m ains large. According to the theory ofRef. 5 this is

the regim ethatgovernsthe propertiesofthe pseudogap

state in underdoped cuprates. This regim e is entirely

inaccessibleby m oreconventionaltheoreticalapproaches

which usethem ean-�eld BCS stateasthestarting point

around which to com pute uctuation corrections.

The dual superconductor description predicts two

basic phases of cuprates: h�i = 0 is just the fa-

m iliar superconducting state. Q uantum and therm al

vortex-antivortex paiructuationsarepresent(and thus

hj�j2i 6= 0) but these pairs are always bound, result-

ing in a �nite, but considerably suppressed superuid

density.Asvortex-antivortex pairsunbind atsom edop-

ing x = xc,the superuid density goes to zero and the

superconducting state is replaced by its dualcounter-
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FIG .3: Q uantum  uctuations of vortex-antivortex pairs.

xy-planeistheCuO 2 layerand �-axisshowsdirection ofim ag-

inary tim e. Vortices(arrows pointing upwards)and antivor-

tices(arrowspointing downwards)arealwayscreated and an-

nihilated in pairs.Notethatthestructuresarisingfrom linked

creation-annihilation eventsform oriented loops carrying � 1

vorticity.Theseloopsarejustthevirtualparticle-antiparticle

creation and annihilation processesin thequantum vacuum of

therelativisticbosonic� eld � (x),asdescribed in thetextand

theAppendix.� isourdualorderparam eter:In aphysicalsu-

perconductorsuch vorticity loopsare� niteand h� i= 0.Note

that the intersections ofsuch � nite loops with the xy-plane

at any given tim e � de� ne a set ofbound vortex-antivortex

dipolesin the CuO 2 layer.The superconducting orderislost

when vortex-antivortex pairs unbind and the average size of

theabovevorticity loopsdiverges{ som eoftheloopsbecom e

aslarge asthesystem size.Thisisthepseudogap state,with

h� i6= 0.Thereadershould notethefollowing am using aside:

The above � gure can easily be adapted to depictthe low en-

ergy ferm ionic excitations oftheory (1). The creation and

annihilation processesnow describe spin up (arrowspointing

upwards)and spin down (arrowspointing downwards)quasi-

particle excitations from the BCS-type spin-singlet vacuum .

The loops carry a well-de� ned spin and can be though ofas

relativistic BdG D iracparticles/antiparticles{ theirm assless

characterin a nodald-wavesuperconductorim pliesthe pres-

ence ofloops ofarbitrarily large size. These ferm ionic loops

m ovein thebackground of uctuating vortex loopsdiscussed

above,theirm utualinteractionsencoded in gauge� eldsv and

a.Thisisa pictorialrepresentation ofthe theory (1).

part,h�i6= 0.The m eaning ofdualO DLRO isactually

quitesim ple:Finiteh�im eansthatvortexloops(loopsof

vortex-antivortex pairsbeing created and annihilated in

(2+ 1)dim ensionalspacetim e)can now extended overthe

wholesam ple,i.e.theworldlineofa dualrelativisticbo-

son can m akeitsway from any pointto in�nity (seeFig.

3). The presence ofsuch unbound vortex-antivortex ex-

citationsdirectly im pliesvanishing helicity m odulusand

thus the absence ofthe M eissnere�ectand �s = 0 (see

Section IIfordetails). The phase diagram ofa dualsu-

perconductor as it applies to cuprates is shown in Fig.

4.

In thedualm ean-�eld approxim ation,justasin a con-

(AF)

������
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������
������
������
������
������
������

������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������

T

dSC

T*

x<Φ>=0 <Φ>=0

CPCDW

SDW

FIG . 4: The schem atic phase diagram of underdoped

cuprates in the theory ofRefs. 5,12. T
�
denotes the pseu-

dogap tem perature (T
�
� � ). D ualsuperconducting order

(� nite h� i) im plies the absence ofthe true,physicalsuper-

conductivity.Conversely,theabsenceofdualorder(h� i= 0)

correspondsto thephysicalsuperconductor.Theshaded area

represents the region ofcoexistence between a strongly  uc-

tuating superconductorand a CPCDW state,which willgen-

erally occur in the dualtheory. This region of\supersolid"

behaviorischaracterized by h� i= 0 but� nite hj� j
2
i,which

ism odulated within the CuO 2 layeraccording to ourtheory

ofa dualsuperconductor. The precise size ofa coexistence

region,however,is di� cult to estim ate from the m ean-� eld

theory and a m oreelaborate approach,including  uctuations

in � and Ad,needs to be em ployed. Finally,the � nite tem -

peraturephaseboundary oftheCPCDW (dashed-dotted line)

should notbetaken quantitatively apartfrom thefactthatit

islocated below T
�.

ventionalone,we ignoreuctuationsin � and m inim ize

the action speci�ed by (36) with respect to a com plex

function �(r). In a physicalsuperconductor (x > x c)

�(r)= 0. Forx < x c,the m inim um action corresponds

to �nite �(r). However,since the charge Berry phase

translatesinto a dualm agnetic �eld B d this�nite �(r)

m ust contain N d vortices, where N d is the num ber of

the dual ux quanta piercing the system . Note that

this num ber is nothing but halfofthe totalnum ber of

electrons N d = N =2,the factor ofone halfbeing due

to the fact that we are considering Cooper pairs. In a

tightbinding representation (37)thisim pliesa dualux

f = p=q= (1� x)=2 pereach CuO2 unitcell.The pres-

ence ofsuch vortex array in �(r) willbe accom panied

by spatialvariation in B d(r),which translates into the

m odulation ofthepseudogap ��ij and thusinto a CDW

ofCooperpairs(CPCDW ).Consequently,in the vocab-

ulary ofthedualm ean-�eld approxim ation,thequestion

ofform ation and the structure ofthe CPCDW isequiv-

alent to �nding the Abrikosov vortex array on a tight

binding lattice, i.e. the Abrikosov-Hofstadter problem

de�ned by (37,38).Theform ation ofCPCDW resultsin
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a m odulation ofthe localtunneling DO S and one isled

to identify the \electron crystal" state observed in STM

experim ents8,9,10 asthe CPCDW .

O urtask isto determ ine the speci�c pattern in which

the vorticesin �(r)arrange them selvesto m inim ize the

expectation value ofthe dualHam iltonian (38). O nce

this is known we can determ ine the m odulation in the

dualinduction B d and thestructureoftheCPCDW fol-

lows from the B d $ ��ij correspondence. In this sec-

tion we are interested in generalqualitative results and

we therefore focus on the H1 m odelwhere such results

are m ore transparent. The H2 and H3 m odelsturn out

to be m ore opaque and have to be studied num erically

assoon asoneisaway from half-�lling.

The solution ofthe Abrikosov-Hofstadter problem is

obtained asfollows:one�rstsetsg = 0 in (38)and �nds

the ground state ofthe resulting quadratic Hofstadter

Ham iltonian H d(g = 0)given by

�
X

hrr0i

trre
2�i

R
r0

r
ds� Ad��

r�r0 �
X

hrbi

trbe
2�i

R
b

r
ds� Ad��

r�b

� (c:c:)+
X

r

m
2
rj�rj

2 +
X

b

m
2
bj�bj

2
: (39)

At ux f = p=q the ground state is q-fold degenerate

and we denote it by �(q)(r). O ne then turns on �nite

g,form sa linearcom bination ofthese degenerate statesP

q
�q�

(q)(r),and determ inesvariationally thesetofco-

e�cientsf� qgwhich m inim izesthefullHam iltonian (38).

W ith f�qg�xed in thisfashion theonlyrem ainingdegen-

eracy in the ground state consistsoflattice translations

and rotations. O nce the ground state �(0) isfound,the

m agneticinduction B d followsfrom M axwellequation:

�Ld

�Ad

=
1

~K 0

�� �B d(r)� j
� = 0 ; (40)

where Ld isgiven by Eq. (37),�Bd = �� A ,and j� is

thecurrentin theground stateofdualHam iltonian (39)

with the uniform dualux f. Allquantitiesin (40)are

de�ned on thebluelatticeofFig.2:� isalatticederiva-

tive,j� and A d arelink variables,and B d = �� A d isa

sitevariable.Thedetailed de�nitionsofalltheseobjects

aregiven in thenextsection.Thenon-local,non-analytic

self-energy forthe dualgauge �eld in (37)wasreplaced

by an e�ective M axwellian (K � ! ~K �) { this approx-

im ation is valid for weak m odulation �Bd. W e should

stressthatthisway ofdeterm ining theground state�(0)

and dualinduction B d(r)isvalid only if ~K 0 issu�ciently

sm allso thatthedualG inzburg param eter�d � 1=
p

~K 0

is su�ciently large { in underdoped cuprates this is a

justi�ed assum ption sincestrong M ott-Hubbard correla-

tions strongly suppress allcharge density uctuations.

At higher m odulation, i.e. for interm ediate values of

�d,thenodalcontribution becom esm oresigni�cantand

itsintrinsicsquaresym m etry (seediscussion around Eq.

(34)) willact to orient �Bd relative to the blue lattice.

Ifthisisthe case,the interplay between this\nodal" ef-

fect and the one arising from the Abrikosov-Hofstadter

problem itselfcan lead to interesting new patterns for

theCPCDW state;a detailed study ofsuch an interplay

isleftforthe future. Finally,from �Bd(r)� Bd(r)� f

weobtain ��ij which can befed back into theelectronic

structurevia the expressionsgiven in Section II.

Notice thatthe above m ethod ofsolving the problem

correspondsto the strongly type-IIregim e ofa dualsu-

perconductor(�d � 1). In thislim it,the CPCDW pat-

tern is prim arily given by the dualsupercurrent j� in

the M axwellequation (40),itselfdeterm ined by the so-

lution to the Abrikosov-Hofstadter problem (39). The

m odulation in �Bd only reects this pattern ofvortices

in j� (40),and the dualm agnetic energy isonly a sm all

fraction of the Abrikosov-Hofstadter condensation en-

ergy. Im agine now that we ask the following question:

W hataretheinteractionsam ong vorticesin � thathave

resulted in �(0) being theground stateoftheAbrikosov-

Hofstadter problem ? This question is analogousto the

one inquiring about the interactions that have led to

the triangular lattice ofvortices in the continuum ver-

sion of the problem , i.e. the interactions inherent in

the fam ed Abrikosov participation ratio �A . In both

cases,thesearefarfrom pairwiseand short-ranged{they

arein factintrinsicallym ulti-body interactions,involving

two-,three-,and m ultiple-body term s,allofcom para-

ble sizes and alllong-ranged42. They can be thought

ofas the interactions am ong the center-of-m ass coordi-

nates ofCooper pairs. This should be contrasted with

thepictureofreal-spacepairs,interactingwith som esim -

ple, pairwise and short-ranged interactions. The pair

density-wave patterns in this case are determ ined not

by thechargeBerry phaseand theAbrikosov-Hofstadter

problem but by the W igner-style crystallization. This

is precisely the opposite lim it ofthe M axwellequation

(40),in which itisthe dualm agnetic energy thatdeter-

m inesthe pattern ratherthan sim ply reecting the one

setby theAbrikosov-Hofstadtercondensation energy,en-

coded in �(0),and com m unicated by j� . Thisisclearly

seen in the W igner crystallim it: consider an array of

real-space pairs �xed in their positions. Such particles

carry a unit dualux and are com pletely invisible to

vortices.Asa resultj� = 0 and (40)turnsinto them in-

im ization ofthe dualm agnetic energy.In the real-space

pair lim it this dualm agnetic energy is nothing but the

originalassum ed interactions between the pair bosons:
1

2

P

ij
V (ri� rj)=

1

2

R
d2rd2r0B d(r)V (r� r0)B d(r

0),since

B d(r)=
P

i
�(r� ri),wherefrig arethepairs’positions

{ thisisjustthem inim ization ofthe potentialenergy in

theW ignerproblem .Consequently,thetwodescriptions,

thatoftheCooperpairsversusthereal-spacepairs,cor-

respond to the two opposite lim its of(40,39),the �rst

to thestrongly type-II,thesecond to thestrongly type-I

lim it ofa dualsuperconductor. The density-wave pat-

ternsassociated with these two lim its are generally dif-

ferentand can be distinguished in experim ents.

W e now resum e our discussion of the Abrikosov-
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Hofstadter problem . The sim plest case,for allm odels,

isf = 1=2orx = 0.FortheH1 m odel,the(anti)vortices

preferred plaquette locationsand �r willbe largecom -

pared to �b,which can be safely ignored.The resulting

dualvortex array at half-�lling is depicted in Fig. 5.

The structure is a checkerboard with vortices in �r lo-

cated on alternating black plaquettes. There isa single

dualvortex per two unit cells ofthe CuO 2 lattice, as

expected for f = 1=2. Such close packing ofdualvor-

ticesresultsin \em pty" black plaquettes actually being

occupied by dualantivortices(m anifestation ofthe fact

thatourf = 1=2 Hofstadterproblem doesnotbreak the

dualversion oftim e reversalinvariance).There is,how-

ever,no m odulation in bond variables ��ij located on

verticesofthe blue lattice due to itspeculiarrelation to

dualm agnetic induction B d { allblue sitesarein a per-

fectly sym m etric relation to the dualvortex-antivortex

checkerboard pattern on black plaquettes,as is obvious

from Fig.5.Thisim plies��ij = 0 and thepseudogap �

rem ainsuniform despite �(r)6= 0.From thisone would

tend to conclude thatthere willbe no CPCDW and no

m odulation in the localDO S.Still,there is a clear lat-

tice translationalsym m etry breaking in the dualsector

as evident from Figs. 5 and 6. Consequently,ifwe go

beyond theleading derivatives,forexam pleby including

correctionsto theBerry phasediscussed around (26),we

expectthataweakcheckerboardm odulation willdevelop

in quantitiesliketheelectron density �ni.Theaboveisa

specialfeatureoftheuctuatingLdSC which,however,is

altered when weincludethespin channelin ourconsider-

ation.TheBerry gauge�eld a� m ustthen berestored {

itscoupling to nodalferm ionsinducesantiferrom agnetic

order at half-�lling and thus breaks the above sym m e-

try in theleading orderby a com m ensuratespin-density

wave(SDW )7,5.

Asthesystem isdoped f decreasesaway form 1=2 ac-

cordingto f = p=q= (1� x)=2.Theground stateenergy

of(38) is particularly low for dopings such that q is a

sm allinteger,(integer)2 ora m ultiple of2,reecting the

square sym m etry ofthe CuO 2 planes. Such dopingsare

thus identi�ed as \m ajor fractions" in the sense ofthe

Abrikosov-Hofstadterproblem .In thewindow ofdoping

which isofinterestin cuprates,thesefractionsare7=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),0:111 (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, like 1=4, 1=3, 2=5, or

3=8,areassociated with dopingsoutsidetheunderdoped

regim e ofstrong vortex-antivortex uctuations. In gen-

eral,we expect that particularly low energy states cor-

respond to fractions such that the pattern ofdualvor-

ticesin � can beeasily accom m odated by theunderlying

CuO 2 lattice. Furtherm ore,we expect that the quartic

repulsion in (38)willfavorthem ostuniform arrayofdual

vorticesthatcan be constructed from the q-dim ensional

degenerate Hofstadterm anifold. In the window ofdop-

ings one deals with in cuprates,these conditions single

outdopingx = 0:125(f = 7=16)asaparticularly prom i-

nentfraction.Atx = 0:125(q= 16),thedualvortexpat-

tern and the accom panying m odulation in B d can take

advantage ofa 4� 4 elem entary block which,when ori-

ented along thex(y)direction,�tsneatly into plaquettes

ofthe duallattice,asdepicted in Fig. 5. This4� 4 el-

em entary block em bedded into theoriginalCuO 2 lattice

and containing 7 dualvortices(f = 7=16)isclearly the

m ostprom inentgeom etricalstructuream ongalltheones

wehavefound in ourstudy,both in itsintrinsicsim plic-

ityand itsfavorablecom m ensuration with theunderlying

atom iclattice.Itisbound to be am ong the highly ener-

getically preferred statesin underdoped cuprates,asitis

indeed found in the nextsection.

Beforeweturn to the detailsofthisenergetics,wein-

vestigate the signature in the electronic structure ofthe

above 4� 4 elem entary block. Such signature could be

detected in the STM experim entsofthe type perform ed

in Refs.8,9,10.To thisend,wecom putethedualinduc-

tion B d associated with thepattern of7 dualvorticesin

Fig.5 and from itthe spatialm odulation ofthe d-wave

pseudogap ��ij on each bond within the4� 4 supercell.

W ith �thus�xed,weevaluated thelocaldensity ofBdG

ferm ion statesofourLdSC m odel.Theresultsareshown

in Figs. 7-9. Note that we do our com putations in the

\supersolid" region ofthephasediagram in Fig.4.This

enablesusto usetheBdG form alism with only m oderate

sm earing in the coherence peakscom ing from the gauge

�elds v and a and it also allows for rather direct com -

parison with experim ents.Thedownsideisthatwehave

to assum ethatthem odulation pro�lein B d rem ainsthe

sam easdeterm ined from ourdualm ean-�eld argum ents.

Considering the high sym m etry ofelem entary block in

Fig.5 thisappearsto be a ratherm inorassum ption.

V I. D U A L A B R IK O SO V -H O FSTA D T ER

P R O B LEM

In thissection wepresenttheresultsofnum ericalanal-

ysisoftheH1m odel.W ithin thism odelthevaluesofthe

m atter�eld �(r)on theblacksitesaresuppressedbyvery

largem 2
b,and �(r)e�ectively liveson thelatticedualto

theoriginalcopperlattice,thatison thered sitesin Fig.

2.Therefore,thedualuxesresideinsidethered plaque-

ttes,shown in Fig. 11. In this section we willdrop the

subscriptd in orderto m akenotation m orecom pactand

useA (r)forthevectorpotentialcorresponding to a uni-

form dualm agnetic ux equalto f = p=q. M odulation

ofthe �eld,which willbe determ ined num erically,isde-

scribed by �A (r).W ithin m ean-�eld approxim ation,our

problem then isreduced to m inim ization ofthefollowing
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FIG .5: Leftpanel:the circlesdepictthe checkerboard array ofvorticesin � form ing the ground state ofHam iltonian H1 at

half-� lling (f = 1=2 perplaquetteoftheatom iclattice).Theem pty black plaquettesareactually occupied by dualantivortices,

broughtinto existence by a sim ple geom etric constrainton the phase of� in such a checkerboard array.The fullgreen circles

denote \dualvortex holes"
5
,i.e. the dualvortices that are m issing relative to the half-� lling checkerboard pattern once the

system isdoped to x = 1=8 (f = 7=16).Thecentersofthesegreen circlesform a squarewhich de� nesthe4� 4 elem entary block

of7 dualvortices(black circles)per16 sitesofthe CuO 2 lattice discussed in text.Rightpanel:the m ostgeneraldistribution

ofm odulations��ij consistentwith thevortex pattern justdescribed.Thegreen \crosses" correspond to \dualvortex holes".

In general,therearesix48 phenom enologicalparam eters��ij shown in di� erentcolors.Thenum berofinequivalentsitesofthe

black lattice isalso six (see Fig.7).

G inzburg-Landau lattice functional:

H d = � t
X

r;�

e
iA

r;r+ �+ i�Ar;r+ ���(r)�(r+ �)

+
X

r

�

m
2j�(r)j2 +

g

2
j�(r)j4

�

+
�2
d

2

X

r

�B
2
d(r) ; (41)

where m 2 = m 2
r,� = f� x̂;� ŷg,the link variablesA are

de�ned as

A r;r+ � =

Z r+ �

r

dr� A : (42)

Notethatfrom thispointon,weabsorb thefactorsof2�

into the de�nition ofA for num ericalconvenience and

to conform with theAbrikosov dim ensionlessnotation37.

Them odulated partoftheux �Bd(r)isgiven by thecir-

culation ofthe corresponding �A around each plaquette

as

�Ar;r+ x̂ + �Ar+ x̂;r+ x̂+ ŷ + �Ar+ x̂+ ŷ;r+ ŷ + �Ar+ ŷ;r :

(43)

Them inim ization ofH d with respecttothelink variables

�A is equivalent to the solution ofthe following set of

equations:

0= 2tj�(r)jj�(r+ x̂)jsin(A r;r+ x̂ + �Ar;r+ x̂ + �r+ x̂ � �r)

+ �
2
d(�Bd(r)� �Bd(r� ŷ))

0= 2tj�(r)jj�(r+ ŷ)jsin(A r;r+ ŷ + �Ar;r+ ŷ + �r+ ŷ � �r)

+ �
2
d(�Bd(r� x̂)� �Bd(r)) ;

(44)

where�r isthephaseofthedualm atter�eld �(r).Since

thelastterm sin equations(44)can beidenti�ed asx and

y com ponents ofthe lattice curl, these are the lattice

analogsofthe (dual)M axwell’sequationsin two dim en-

sions,providing explicitlatticerealization ofEq.(40).

Beforewepresenttheresultsofthenum ericalcom pu-

tation, we will discuss briey the structure of the so-

lutions that should be expected on general sym m etry

grounds. In the lim it ofin�nite �d the gauge �eld �A

does not uctuate, and only �(r) should be varied in

m inim izing H d. To understand why the solution for a

general�lling is inhom ogeneous consider �rst a case of

g = 0.Then thefunctionalH d sim plydescribesaparticle

on a tight-binding lattice m oving in a uniform m agnetic

�eld f.The corresponding Ham iltonian is

Ĥ H of�(r)= � t
X

�= � x̂;� ŷ

e
iA

r;r+ ��(r+ �)+ m
2�(r) :

The m inim ization ofthe functionalH d is closely re-

lated to �nding the ground statesofHam iltonian Ĥ H of.
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FIG .6: The sam e asFig.5 exceptnow the role ofred and black plaquettesisreversed.Thiscorrespondsto eitherE
b
c < E

r
c

orthe(anti)vortex corelocation attheblack plaquettebeing a localm inim um ofthevortex latticepotentialV (r).In thelatter

case,the pictured array would be a m etastable con� guration ofdualvorticesatx = 0 and x = 1=8,ultim ately unstable to the

trueground stateatthosedopingsdepicted in Fig.5.Them ostgeneralpattern of��ij isshown on theright.In thiscase,the

\dualvortex holes" (solid green circles)correspond to thecentersof��ij bondsshown in green.Notethatin generalthereare

six
48

distinct param eters controlling m odulations ofthe pairing pseudogap � ij. The num ber ofnon-equivalent(black) sites,

however,isthree (see Fig.8).

Note that although the dualm agnetic �eld felt by the

particlesisperfectly uniform ,thegauge-�eld A (r)isnot,

regardless ofthe gauge used. Indeed, ifthis were the

casethecirculation ofthevectorpotentialA around the

prim itive plaquette would be zero by periodicity,which

is not possible as the circulation is equalto the ux of

the m agnetic �eld 2�p=q through the plaquette. Thus,

the Ham iltonian H H of doesnotcom m ute with the usual

latticetranslation operators.Instead,asnoted by Peierls

long tim eago,m agnetictranslation operatorsTR ,gener-

ating latticetranslationscom plem ented by sim ultaneous

gauge transform ations,m ustbe constructed in orderto

com m utewith Ĥ H of.

Unlike the ordinary translations,operatorsTR do not

com m ute. Rather, operators TR form a ray represen-

tation of the translation group. The theory for irre-

ducible ray representationsofthe translation group was

constructed by Brown45. Alternatively,one can use the

m agnetictranslation group introduced by Zak46,and use

theordinary representationsofthatgroup to classify the

eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian.

O n thelattice,theclassi�cation ofthestatesissim ple

and forcom pleteness,wedem onstratehow them agnetic

eigenstatescan beconstructed.Considerforexam plethe

Landau gauge A x = 0,A y = 2�xp=q,in which the unit

cellspansq elem entary plaquettes in x̂-direction. Then

thePeierlsfactorsA r;r+ �,shown in Fig.10,areperiodic

m odulo2� with enlarged q� 1unitcell.TheHam iltonian

now can be written as

Ĥ H of�(x;y)= m
2�(x;y)� t

�

�(x + 1;y)+ �(x � 1;y)

+ �(x;y+ 1)e
2�i

p

q
x
+ �(x;y� 1)e

� 2�i
p

q
x
�

:

The Ham iltonian, obviously, rem ains invariant under

transform ationsr! r+ ŷ and r! r+ qx̂.Consequently,

itcan be diagonalized with the usualBloch conditions

�(r+ qx̂)= e
iqkx �(r) (45)

�(r+ ŷ)= e
iky �(r) ; (46)

where(kx;ky)isthecrystalm om entum de�ned in aBril-

louin zone 2�

q
� 2�. Using these conditions,we rewrite

the equation forthe eigenstatesas

m
2
g(x)� t

�

g(x+ 1)+ g(x� 1)+ 2g(x)cos(ky + 2�xp=q)

�

= E g(x) ; (47)

where g(x) = �(x;0). Now we have one-dim ensional

equation forg(x),wherex = 0;1;2;:::;q� 1,thathasto

be solved with Bloch condition

g(x + q)= e
iqkx g(x) :

Thustheproblem ofdiagonalization isreduced to thedi-

agonalization ofq� q m atrix foreach k.Note,however,

thatwedid notexhaustalltheinform ation contained in

the m agnetic translation operators,apartfrom transla-

tions by q lattice spacings in x̂ direction. Consider an
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FIG .7: The localdensity ofstates(LD O S)ofthe lattice d-wave superconductorwith the m odulated bond gap function � ij

corresponding to the 4� 4 supercellstructure ofFig.5 atdoping x = 1=8.The calculationsare done within the LdSC m odel

ofphase  uctuations.Note thatthe uctuationsofthegauge � eldsv and a lead to sm allbroadening ofthepeaksbutproduce

no signi� cantchanges,aslong asone isin the superconducting state.The param etersare t� = 1:0,� = 0:1 and the variation

in � from theweakestto thestrongestbond is� 25% .Theportion enclosed within a rectangleisenlarged in thecentralpanel.

The num berscorrespond to the locationsofCu atom swithin a 4� 4 unitsupercellon the CuO 2 lattice depicted on the right

panel.NotethatCu atom labeled 1 coincideswith thelocation ofthe"dualvortex hole" in Fig.5 (fullgreen circle)where� is

the weakest,while the one labeled 6 correspondsto the Cu atom in the centerofFig.5 which issurrounded by fourstrongest

� ’s. The radiiofthe red circles indicate the m agnitude ofLD O S at E = � 0:27t
�
( dashed line in the centralpanel). This

pattern ofLD O S is very robust in our calculations and is precisely the tight-binding analogue ofthe checkerboard structure

observed by Hanagurietal
9
(notethaton a tight-binding lattice,theFouriertransform satwavevectors2�=4a0 and 3� 2�=4a0

arenotindependentsince3� 2�=4a0 and � 2�=4a0 areequivalent).Thesym m etry ofm odulationsin � ij corresponding to Fig.

5 im ply thatthere are only six non-equivalentsiteswithin the4� 4 unitcell.Note thatm odulation pattern atenergiesabove

� isactually reversed com pared to thepattern atenergiesbelow � .Finally,thenodesrem ain e� ectively intact,in accordance

with Ref.12.FiniteLD O S atzero energy isentirely dueto arti� cialbroadening used to em ulate� niteexperim entalresolution.

In the absence ofsuch broadening,the LD O S rem ainszero within num ericalaccuracy (see Fig.9).

eigenstate described by crystalm om entum k within the

Brillouin zoneand characterized with wavefunction g(x).

Then function g1(x)= g(x + 1)is also an eigenstate of

theHam iltonian Ĥ H of with thesam eenergybutwith m o-

m entum (kx;ky + 2�p=q). By repeating this operation,

one �nds that q states with crystalm om enta described

by the sam ekx butdi�erentky:

ky;ky + 2�p=q;ky + 4�p=q;:::;ky + (q� 1)2�p=q

allhave the sam e energy. Since p and q are m utually

prim e,thissetcoincideswith

ky;ky + 2�=q;ky + 4�=q;:::;ky + (q� 1)2�=q :

O ccasionally, in the theory of m agnetic translation

groups, this is expressed by using a reduced Brillouin

zone ofsize (2�)2=q2,then every band is said to be q-

fold degenerate. As a typicalexam ple,a dispersion for

p=q= 1=4 isshown in the rightpanelofFig.10.

In the gauge we just described, there are q degen-

erate m inim a described by wavefunctions �j(x;y) that

are located at kx = 0 and ky = 2�m p=q,where j =

0;1;2;:::(q � 1). Therefore, su�ciently close to the

transition,the m inim um ofthe functionalH d should be

soughtasa linearcom bination oftheq degeneratestates

�j(r) and our problem is equivalent to m inim izing the

Abrikosov participation ratio

m in

P

r
j�(r)j4

(
P

r
j�(r)j2)

2
; where �(r)=

qX

j= 1

Cj�j(r) :

(48)

Sincekx = 0forall�j(r),anylinearcom bination offunc-

tions�j(r)isperiodic in x-direction:�(r+ qx̂)= �(r).

In addition,foreach ofthe q ground states,ky isa m ul-

tiple of2�=q,and consequently �(r+ qŷ)= �(r).From

thesetwo propertieswe�nd thatany linearcom binationP

j
Cj�j(r)m ustbe periodicin the q� q unitcell.

The m inim ization problem can be form ulated equiva-

lently in term sofcoe�cientsC j:

H d = E 0

X

j

jCjj
2 +

X
�
(4)

j1;j2;j3;j4
C
�
j1
C
�
j2
Cj3Cj4 ;

(49)

where E 0 is the ground state energy of Ĥ H of following

from (47)and

�
(4)

j1;j2;j3;j4
=
X

r

��
j1
(r)��

j2
(r)�j3(r)�j4(r) : (50)
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FIG .8: Left panel: The localdensity ofstates (LD O S)ofthe lattice d-wave superconductorwith the m odulated bond gap

function � ij corresponding to the 4� 4 supercellstructure ofFig.6 atdoping x = 1=8.The param etersused are the sam e as

in Fig. 7. Rightpanel: the localdensity ofstates at energy E = � 0:27t(dashed line in the centralpanel). The radiiofthe

circlesare proportionalto the LD O S ata given Cu atom .Note thatinside the unitcell4� 4 there are three (ratherthan six,

asin Fig.7)non-equivalentsites.Even in absence ofany underlying theory,thispattern ofm odulation appearsto correspond

to CPCDW sim ply by visualinspection.
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FIG .9: The localdensity ofstates (LD O S) ofthe lattice d-wave superconductor with the m odulated bond gap function

� ij corresponding to the 4� 4 supercellstructure ofFig. 5 at x = 1=8,com puted underthe assum ption ofperfect particle-

hole sym m etry forlow-energy ferm ionic excitations.The param etersused are the sam e asin Fig.7,with the exception ofthe

broadening,which hasbeen suppressed herein ordertodem onstratethatthenodesrem ain essentially una� ected by CPCDW 12.

Note that (49) itselfhas G inzburg-Landau form with q

order param eters Cj. In our case,the form ofthe m a-

trix �(4) is dictated by our \m icroscopic" Ham iltonian

H d and corresponds to the Abrikosov participation ra-

tio (48).O ne could in principle generalizethe theory by

considering com pletely generalform of�(4) com patible

with theoverallsym m etry requirem ents.Such procedure

isequivalentto introducing long-ranged quartic interac-

tionswith generalkernelK (r;r0;r00;r000):

X
K (r;r0;r00;r000)��(r)��(r0)�(r00)�(r000) :

Equation (49) is the m ost direct and convenient repre-

sentation fornum ericalm inim ization ofH d in the lim it

ofin�nite �d. However,in orderto allow forinterm edi-

ate valuesof�d and to be able to analyze the im pactof

variousshort-ranged term sdescribing interaction ofdual

uxes�Bd(r),wealso haveopted to follow a slightly dif-

ferent route: The num ericalresults that are presented

below are produced by directnum ericalm inim ization of

functional(41)with respecttoboth thedualm atter�eld

�andthelinkvariables�A � byim posingperiodicbound-

ary conditionson N x � Ny blockswith varying N x and

N y.Atleastin the vicinity ofthe transition,the largest

unitcellonehastoconsiderisq� q.Itshould bestressed

that we found identicalresults using both approaches

wheneverdirectcom parison ispossible(su�ciently large

�d and no additionalshort-ranged interactionsbetween

the uxes).

W eperform num ericalm inim ization offunctional(41)

with respectto both the m atter �eld �(r) and the link
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FIG .10: Leftpanel:the Peierlslink variablesA ij in Landau gauge forq = 4.� denotes2�p=q.Both A r;r+ x̂ and A r;r+ ŷ are

periodic in ŷ-direction. Although A r;r+ ŷ increasesm onotonically with x,exp(iA r;r+ x̂)isperiodic with the unitcellshown by

the dashed rectangle. Rightpanel:the dispersion E (kx;ky)ofthe lowestHofstadterband forp=q = 1=4 in unitsoft
�
. There

are q = 4 ground states at kx = 0 and ky = 2�j=q,where j = 0;1;:::;q� 1. For q = 4 the energy ofthe ground states is

E 0 = � 2
p
2t.

variables�A� by im posing periodicboundary conditions

on n � m blockswith variablem and n.The num berof

independentvariablesgrowsas3m n and thelargestunit

cells we were able to consider are 8 � 8. W e used the

conjugategradientm inim ization techniquewith asm any

as104 � 105 random ly chosen di�erentstarting points.

W e rem ind the readerthatsince the dualm atter�eld

variables�(r)in the H1 m odellive on the on red sites,

the dualuxes �Bd(r) reside inside the red plaquettes,

shown in Fig.11.Notethateach link oftheoriginalcop-

perlattice isshared by two red plaquettesand therefore

the enhancem ent ofthe d-wave gap function � should

be interpreted as the average between the uxes at the

neighboring dualplaquettes. Thus,athalf-�lling f = 1

2

thereisno m odulation in � and no chargedensity m od-

ulation em erging from ourm odelH1 even though there

isa checkerboard pattern in the dualux.The checker-

board pattern rem ains the sam e for the entire range of

param eterswewereabletocheck.However,asexplained

in theprevioussection,sincethereisade�nitesym m etry

breaking in thedualsectorby thecheckerboard array of

�Bd(r)higherorderderivativesand otherterm snotin-

cluded in ourdualLagrangian are expected to generate

a weak checkerboard m odulation to accom pany �Bd(r).

At�eld characterizedby f = p=q= 7=16,which within

H1 m odelcorrespondsto doping x = 1=8,the structure

ofthecon�guration isconsiderablym orecom plex.W hen

restricted to a 4� 4 lattice,the resulting pattern isthe

square lattice of\crosses" separated by four unit cells,

shown in Fig. 12. This con�guration,however,is not

the true globalm inim um . Ifa largerunitcellfor m od-

ulationsofthe dualuxesisallowed,the energy can be

additionally lowered by � 0:5% by distorting the ideal

squarepattern.Thelowestenergy wefound corresponds

to the quasi-triangular lattice of crosses shown in the

rightpanelofFig. 12. The lowestenergy state thatwe

�nd has the sym m etry ofthis quasi-triangular pattern

forall�2d from 1:0 to 105.

Thesm allnessoftheenergy di�erences,involving only

few percentsofthe overallAbrikosov-Hofstadterenergy

scale,indicatesthatthestatethatem ergesvictoriouscan

be changed by the additionalshort range interactions

and derivativeterm swhich wehave routinely neglected.

Notsurprisingly,therefore,the precise energeticsofvar-

ious low energy Abrikosov-Hofstadter states is decided

by details. W e �nd that inclusion ofterm s j�(r)j6 and

dualdensity-density interactionsj�(r)j2j�(r+ �)j2 with
m oderate coe�cients does not change the patterns we

described.O n theotherhand,theinclusion oftheterm s

describing short-ranged interactions between the dual

uxes produces signi�cant e�ects. An exam ple of the

typicalpattern obtained by replacing theself-interaction

term

X

r

1

2
�
2
d(�Bd)

2 (51)

by

X

r

1

2
�
2
d(�Bd)

2 + �0

X

nn

�Bd(i)B d(j)+ �1

X

nnn

�Bd(i)B d(j)

(52)

is shown in Fig. 13. The param eters �0 and �1 in

(52)arechosen to m akethedistribution ofthedualux

som ewhatsm ootherthan whatisdem anded by (51)only.

Thissu�cesto bring theenergy ofthesquarepattern in

Fig. 13 from justabove to justbelow thatofthe quasi-

triangularpattern ofFig.12.Itistem pting to speculate

thatthisslightadditional\sm oothening"ofthedualux

represents the com bined e�ects of nodalferm ions and

Coulom b interactionspresentin realsystem s.Notethat

thesym m etry and thequalitativefeaturesofthispattern

coincidewith our4� 4\elem entary"block conjectured to

be the likely CPCDW ground state in the previoussec-

tion (seeFigs.5 and 6).O nce�Bd(i)aretranslated into

��ij the resulting pattern closely resem blesthechecker-

board distribution oflocaldensity ofstatesof\electron

crystal" observed in theSTM experim ents,asillustrated

in Fig.7.

Letusnow considerthisobserved STM checkerboard

pattern in m ore detail, in light of our theory. O bvi-

ously,ouranalysisbeingrestricted restricted tothetight-

binding lattice,we cannot describe the localdensity of
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FIG .11:Leftpanel:Any link oftheblack lattice(thick solid lines),which correspondsto � ij,isshared by two dualplaquettes

shown in red. W ithin H1 m odel,therefore,the enhancem entorsuppression of� ij isdeterm ined by the average ofthe  uxes

trough the neighboring plaquettesofthe duallattice (red dashed lines). Centralpanel: distribution of�Bd athalf� lling. In

unitsoft,theparam etersused are�
2

d = 30:0,m
2
= � 1:0,and g = 2:0.Theenergy persiteis� 3:695.Rightpanel:distribution

of�Bd atp=q= 1=4.In unitsoft,the param etersused are �
2

d = 30:0,m
2
= � 1:0,and g = 2:0.The energy persite is� 3:564.
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FIG .12: Leftpanel: The pattern ofthe dual uxes�Bd for p=q = 7=16 with periodic boundary conditions in 4� 4 unitcell.

Theunitcell4� 4 isrepeated fourtim esin horizontaland verticaldirectionsforpresentation purposes.Theenergy persiteis

� 3:193 in the unitsoftand the param etersofthe m odelare the sam e asin the previous� gure.The positive(negative)values

of�Bd are shown in red (black). Rightpanel: the sam e butwith 8� 8 unitcell. The square lattice is distorted towardsthe

triangularlattice.The energy persite is� 3:208tand islowerby 0:5% com pared to the square arrangem ent.

states(LDO S)atpositionsbetween the sites ofCu lat-

tice { the peaksin ourtheoreticalLDO S are alwayslo-

cated on top ofCu atom s. In contrast,the STM m ea-

surem entsby Hanagurietal.9,havem uch betterspatial

resolution and can im age the actualcontinuous atom ic

orbitals. O ur tight-binding lattice results for LDO S(r,

E)could beviewed as\coarse-grained"representation of

the LDO S g(r;E )observed experim entally:

LDO S(R ;E )/

Z

g(r;E )dr ;

where the integralextendsovera square ofsize a0 � a0

centered around Cu latticesiteR .Equivalently,thetrue

continuum LDO S signalcould beobtained bybroadening

ourlattice LDO S around each Cu lattice site.

A prom inent feature of the checkerboard pattern in

STM m easurem ents that has received m uch attention

is the presence ofa pronounced Fouriersignalnot only

atwavevectors 2�

a0
(1
4
;0)and 2�

a0
(0;1

4
),which correspond

to the 4a0 � 4a0 periodicity just described,but also at
2�

a0
(3
4
;0) and 2�

a0
(0;3

4
). W hile it is tem pting to asso-

ciate the 3=4 peaks with an entirely independent type

oforder,we note thatfor a periodic lattice ofidentical

4a0 � 4a0 tiles,theFouriertransform isa discrete series

with wavevectorsQ nx ;ny
= 1

4

2�

a0
(nx;ny),wherenx andny

are integers,irrespective ofhow com plex is the internal

structure ofeach tile. Fora generalstructure ofthe tile

alloftheharm onics(nx;ny)arepresent,and thereisno

a priorireason forthe Fouriercoe�cientswith n x = 3,

ny = 0 to be particularly sm all.The presence ofa large

signalatQ 3;0 is only natural,and no m ore unexpected

than theweaknessofFourierharm onicsatQ 2;0 and Q 0;2.

Next, in order to describe and com pare the Fourier

transform sofspatiallybroadened LDO S patternsin Figs.

(7-9)and tunneling LDO S observed in experim ents9,we

introduceasim plem odelwhich approxim ateseach bright

spotinside the prim itive4a0 � 4a0 tile as

�(r)= exp

h

J(cos
2�x

4a0
+ cos

2�y

4a0
� 2)

i

:

W hilethe speci�cfunctionalform ofthepeak isnotim -

portant,ourchoiceisconvenientsince g(r)hasa period
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FIG .13: Leftpanel:Thepattern ofthedual uxes�Bd fortheHofstadter-Abrikosov problem atf = 7=16 (x = 1=8)obtained

for the 8 � 8 unit cell. The param eters ofthe m odelare �2d = 30:0,�0 = 6:0,�1 = � 12:0,m 2 = � 1:0,and g = 2:0. The

4� 4 checkerboard sym m etry ofthepattern isprecisely whatisshown in Fig.7.Rightpanel:Thedistribution ofm odulations

in the pairing pseudogap ��ij corresponding to the pattern of uxesshown on the left panel. This\tartan" pattern hasthe

sym m etry ofFig.5 with \dualvortex holes" coinciding with black \crosses".

of4a0 � 4a0 and a gaussian shape,centered atpositions

r= (4N xa0;4N ya0),whereN x and N y areintegers.The

width ofthe gaussiansis� a0=
p
J.

Thereal-spacetunneling LDO S pattern ofHanaguriet

al.can now be represented by a function

g(r)= A�(r)+ B
X

�

�(r+ �)+ C
X

�0

�(r+ �
0) ; (53)

wherethe�rstterm representsthebrightestpeak ofeach

tile,theterm proportionalto B representsthesetoffour

second brightestpeakslocated at� = � (1+ �)ax̂;� (1+

�)aŷ and thelastterm representstheweak peaksat�0=
� a0(1 + �)̂x � a0(1 + �)̂y (see Fig. 14). Param eter �

equalszero ifthereal-spaceLDO S peaksarecentered at

the Cu lattice sites,while � = 1=3 ifthe m axim a ofall

peaks,exceptforthecentralone,aredisplaced from their

com m ensuratepositionson top ofCu atom s{thisishow

theexperim entaldatawereinterpreted in Ref.9.W ewill

show thatfora widerangeofparam etersJ;A;B ;C ,and

arbitrary 0 < � < 1=3 the Q3;0 peaksare m uch stronger

than peaks at Q 2;0,although to explain other features

ofFig. 2 in Ref. 9,the \com m ensurate" choice � = 0

appears to be m ore natural. For the m om entum -space

direction n = 0 shown asblack circlesin Fig. 2 ofRef.

9,the Fouriercoe�cientsare

gm ;0 =
1

16a2

Z 4a0

0

Z 4a0

0

dxdy G (x;y)e
� i 2�

4a0
m x

:

The integraliselem entary and the resultforgm ;0 is

�

A + 2B + (2B + 4C )cos
2�(1+ �)m

4

�

I0(J)Im (J)e
� 2J

;

(54)

whereIm istheregularm odi�ed Besselfunction.Im (J),

shown forseveralvaluesofJ in Fig. 14,isa m onotoni-

cally decreasing function ofm .Thenon-m onotonicpart

m � = 0 � = 1=3

m � 0 m od 4 A + 4B + 4C A + 4B + 4C

m � 1 m od 4 A + 2B A + B � 2C

m � 2 m od 4 A � 4C A + B � 2C

m � 3 m od 4 A + 2B A + 4B + 4C

TABLE I: Non-m onotonic dependence ~gm ;0 ofthe Fourier

transform ed LD O S g(r)de� ned in (53).

ofgm ;0,denoted by ~gm ;0,iscontained in the�rstfactorof

(54).W hen � = 0 (com m ensurateposition ofthepeaks),

thisfactorisa periodic function ofm with period four,

whilefor� = 1=3 thesaid period isequalto three.Table

Isum m arizesthe factors~gm ;0 forthe two cases.

W e start our analysis with the incom m ensurate case

� = 1=3. The third colum n ofTable I im plies that in

this case ~g1;0 and ~g2;0 are equaland sm aller than the

com ponent~g3;0,asshown in the third colum n ofthe ta-

ble.Experim entally,however,the Fouriercom ponentat

Q 1;0 (the1=4 peak)isroughly ofthesam em agnitudeas

Q 3;0,and itisthe com ponentatQ 2;0 thatisthe weak-

est.To accountforparticularly sm allg2;0 � g1;0 onehas

to selectthevalueofJ such thatthem onotonicfunction

Im (J)decreasesrapidly in theregion between m = 1and

m = 2,Fig. 14 indicatesthatthisisthe case for3 < J.

This choice,however,also dram atically suppresses the

Fouriertransform satm = 3 and m = 4,both ofwhich

areratherlargein experim ents.

W hile the qualitative features of the Fourier trans-

form ed experim entalLDO S could possibly be reconciled

with � = 1=3 by �ne-tuning param eters A;B , and C ,

thesituation m ightin factbebetterdescribed by assum -

ing the com m ensurate location ofthe peaks,in registry

with Cu atom s (� = 0);see the second colum n the Ta-

ble I. In this case, harm onic m = 2 is autom atically
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FIG .14: Leftpanel:Function g(r)used to em ulate the LD O S signalwith param etersJ = 7:0,a = 1:0,b= 0:5 and c= 0:2.

Centerpanel: Regularm odi� ed Besselfunction Im (J)shown asa function ofitsindex m forseveralvaluesof� xed J. Right

panel:Fouriercoe� cientsg(qx;0)forLD O S pattern shown in the leftpanel.The readershould com pare thiswith the sim ilar

plotin Fig.2 ofRef.9.

suppressed com pared to the 1=4 and 3=4 Fourier com -

ponents. The suppression ofFourier com ponent at 2=4

can be qualitatively understood asfollows:ThisFourier

com ponentisdeterm ined bytheoverlap oftheLDO S sig-

naland cos(2 2�

4a0
x).O bviously,them axim a oftheLDO S

signalcorrespond to alternating m axim a and m inim a of

cos(2 2�

4a0
x)and destructive interference ofthe two func-

tionsoccurs. Forharm onics1=4 and 3=4 (and ofcourse

for4=4)theoverlapsaresigni�cantand theirFourierco-

e�cients are larger. Peaks corresponding to larger val-

uesofm are strongly reduced due to the m onotonic de-

pendence Im (J) of the Fourier transform on m . This

suppression can serve as an estim ate of param eter J:

visually,the last discernible peak in Fig. 2 ofRef. 9

appears at Q 5;0,which places J in the range of5� 10

(see right panelofFig. 14). In the right panelofFig.

14 thespatialFouriertransform softheLDO S (53)with

param etersJ = 7,A = 1,B = 0:5,and C = 0 and com -

m ensurate placem entofthe peaks� = 0 isshown. This

exam pleillustratesthatthem ajorfeaturesoftheFourier-

transform ed LDO S obtained by Hanagurietal.9 are ro-

bustpropertiesofan elem entary tileofsize4a0� 4a0 and

ninepeaksoccupying com m ensurate locationsatsitesof

the Cu lattice as depicted in our Figs. (7-9): the large

m agnitude of3=4 peak is sim ply a higher harm onic de-

scribing the characteristicintra-tilestructure.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

O ur m ain goalin this paper is to devise a m ore re-

alistic description ofa strongly quantum and therm ally

uctuating d-wave 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 of5,butalso to interm ediate lengthscales,

oforder ofseverallattice spacings,and to energies up

to the pseudogap scale �. This enables us to use the

theory to addressthe experim entalobservationsofRefs.

8,9,10. The chargem odulation observed in those exper-

im entsisattributed to the form ation ofthe Cooperpair

CDW ,the dynam icalorigin ofwhich is in strong quan-

tum uctuationsofvortex-antivortex pairs.Thesequan-

tum superconducting phaseuctuationsreectenhanced

M ott-Hubbard correlations in underdoped cuprates as

doping approaches zero. Q uantum uctuating hc=2e

(anti)vortices \see" physicalelectron as a source of a

half-quantum dualm agnetic ux and the theory ofthe

CPCDW can beform ulated astheAbrikosov-Hofstadter

problem in a type-II dualsuperconductor12. An XY-

type m odelofsuch a dualsuperconductor appropriate

fora lattice d-wave superconductorisconstructed,both

fortherm aland quantum phaseuctuations.Thespeci�c

translationalsym m etrybreakingpatternsthatarisefrom

thedualAbrikosov-Hofstadterproblem arediscussed for

various dopings x, which determ ines the dualux per

unit cellofthe CuO 2 lattice via f = p=q = (1 � x)=2.

In turn,the spatialm odulation ofthe dualm agneticin-

duction B d correspondingto theseAbrikosov-Hofstadter

patterns is related to the m odulation in the gap func-

tion ofthe lattice d-wavesuperconductorand isused to

com pute LDO S observed in STM experim ents. A good

agreem entisfound forx = 1=8 (f = 7=16),which isthe

dom inant fraction ofthe Abrikosov-Hofstadterproblem

in the window ofdopingswhereourtheory applies.
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A P P EN D IX A :T W O A LT ER N A T IV E

D ER IVA T IO N S O F D U A L

A B R IK O SO V -H O FSTA D T ER H A M ILT O N IA N

In this Appendix we present two di�erent and self-

contained derivations ofthe dualAbrikosov-Hofstadter

Ham iltonian (37,38), either one of which can serve as

an alternative to the derivation given in the m ain text.

The �rst approach is som ewhat m ore detailed and in a

sensem ore\m icroscopic"sinceitusesaquantum vortex-

antivortex Ham iltonian as a springboard to derive the

e�ective dual�eld theory (36). In turn, such vortex-

antivortex Ham iltonian in principle can be derived from

the (stillunknown)fully m icroscopictheory ofcuprates.

Incidentally,thisderivation isthe(2+ 1)dim ensionalana-

logueofthe3D casepresented in theAppendix ofRef.6.

Thesecond derivation followsthefam iliarVillain approx-

im ation to the XY m odeland applies it to our speci�c

situation. The Villain approxim ation is less \realistic"

butprovidesa transparentand system atic way ofderiv-

ing dualrepresentationsofXY-likem odels.

In both derivations the starting point is the e�ective

(2+ 1)D XY m odelofa quantum uctuating d-wave su-

perconductor:

L
d
X Y = i

X

i

fi _’i+
K 0

2

X

i

_’2i � J
X

nn

cos(’i� ’j)

� J1

X

rnnn

cos(’i� ’j)� J2

X

bnnn

cos(’i� ’j)

+ Lnodal[cos(’i� ’j)]+ Lcore ; (A1)

where’i(�)istheuctuating phaseon a siteoftheblue

latticein Fig.2,the �rst(im aginary)term isthecharge

Berryphasecorrespondingtotheoverallux f through a

plaquette the blue lattice,J isthe nearestneighborXY

coupling,J1(2) are the next nearest neighbor XY cou-

plings along red (black) diagonals,Lnodal is the contri-

bution ofnodalferm ions,and Lcore denotescore contri-

butionsarising from sm allregionsaround vorticeswhere

the pairing pseudogap issigni�cantly suppressed { this,

forexam ple,generally includes the m ass term (25),the

energy cost of core-core overlap, the Bardeen-Stephen

core dissipation,etc. The reader should bear in m ind

thatthe laste�ect is sm allin cuprates,asexplained in

the m ain text,and willbe neglected in the Appendix.

Furtherm ore,we are neglecting vortex interactionswith

the spin oflow energy nodalferm ions, represented by

the Berry gauge �eld a;this is justi�ed away from the

criticalpoint. The results below are easily adapted to

the extended s-wave pairing sym m etry. Sim ilarly,both

derivationsarestraightforwardlyapplied to ayetsim pler

case,a uctuating s-wavesuperconductor:

LX Y = if
X

i

_�i+
K 0

2

X

i

_�2i � J
X

nn

cos(�i� �j)+ Lcore ;

(A2)

which wasused in the m ain textasa pedagogicalexam -

ple.

Justasthestarting pointsoftwo derivationscoincide,

their�nalproduct,the e�ectivedualtheory atlong and

interm ediate lengthscales,willalso turn out to be the

sam e.

1. H d from a \m icroscopic" vortex-antivortex

H am iltonian

Thequantum partition function ofa phaseuctuating

superconductoris:

Z
d
X Y =

Z

D ’iexp
�
�

Z �

0

d�L
d
X Y [’i(�)]

�
; (A3)

where the functionalintegral
R
D ’i(�) runs over phase

variables ’i(�) such that exp(i’i(�)) is periodic in the

interval� 2 [0;�].

The di�culty in com puting (A3) is twofold: the fact

that ’i(�) is a com pact phase variable, de�ned on an

interval[0;2�),rather than an ordinary real�eld tak-

ing values in [� 1 ;+ 1 ], and the cosine functions in

Ld
X Y that couple phases on di�erent sites in a non-

linear fashion. To dealwith the problem one approx-

im ates the cosines with quadratic form s. O ne popu-

lar approxim ation on a lattice is due to Villain and

willbe discussed in the nextsubsection. In continuum ,

the approxim ation am ountsto replacing cos(’i� ’j)!

1 � (a2=2)(r ’)2 + � � � , where a is the lattice spacing

and ’(x) isnow a function in continuous(2+ 1)dim en-

sionalspacetim e. Its com pact character is enforced by

writing @�’(x)! @��(x)+ (@�’(x))v,where� isan or-

dinary real�eld and (@�’(x))v is the partofthe phase

associated with vortices,de�ned via r � (r ’(r;�))v =

2�
P

�
�(r� rv�(�))� 2�

P

�
�(r� ra�(�)),with fr

v(a)
� (�)g

being (anti)vortex positions. Sim ultaneously with this

decom position of@�’(x),
R
D ’i isreplaced by the func-

tionalintegrations over �(x) and (anti)vortex positions

fr
v(a)
� (�)g.W e areassum ing herethatthe(anti)vortices

oftopologicalcharge� 1dom inatetheuctuation behav-

iorin the regim e where the am plitude ofthe pseudogap

� is large and sti�,allowing us to safely neglect topo-

logicaldefectscorresponding to vorticity � 2;� 3;:::due

to theirhighercoreenergies.Thisassum ption sim pli�es

the algebra considerably. Furtherm ore,this assum ption

is naturalwithin the theory ofRef. 5: The prolifera-

tion ofdefectsofhigh topologicalchargeisequivalentto

strong am plitude uctuations and the eventualcollapse

ofthe pseudogap { as long as we are in the pseudogap
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regim ethe� 1(anti)vorticesaretheonly relevantexcita-

tions.W ith thesechangesin place,thepartition function

(A3)�nally takesthe form :

Z
d
X Y !

1X

N v= 0

1X

N a = 0

1

N v!N a!

Z

D �

N v;N aY

�;= 1

Z

frv
�
(0)g= frv

�
(�)g

D rv�(�)

Z

fra

(0)g= fra


(�)g

D ra(�)exp
�
�

Z

d
3
xL

d
X Y [�;fr

v(a)
� (�)g]

�
;

(A4)

where
R
d3x =

R�
0
d�

R
d2r and the set fr

v(a)
� (�)g con-

taining N v(a) (anti)vorticesat� = 0 coincideswith the

oneat� = �,toensureproperperiodicityofexp(i’(r;�))

in im aginary tim e.Lastly,

L
d
X Y [�;fr

v(a)
� (�)g]= if(r)_’v +

K 0

2
(_� + _’v)

2

+
~J

2
(r � + r ’v)

2 + Lnodal+ L
d
core[fr

v(a)
� (�)g] ; (A5)

where f(r)=
P

i
fi�(r� Ri),fR ig are the sites ofthe

blue lattice, ~J = J + J1 + J2,K 0 has been rescaled by

a2,and

_’v(r;�)=
X

�

(r� rv�(�))� ẑ

jr� rv�(�)j
2

�_rv� �

X



(r� ra(�))� ẑ

jr� ra(�)j
2

�_ra =

Z

d
2
r
0(r� r0)� ẑ

jr� r0)j2
� J(r;�);

r ’v(r;�)= �
X

�

(r� rv�(�))� ẑ

jr� rv�(�)j
2

+
X



(r� ra(�))� ẑ

jr� ra(�)j
2

= �

Z

d
2
r
0(r� r0)� ẑ

jr� r0)j2
n(r;�):

(A6)

In (A6)we found itusefulto introduce vorticity density

and current:n(r;�)=
P

�
�(r� rv�(�))�

P


�(r� ra(�)),

J(r;�)=
P

�
_rv��(r� rv�(�))�

P


_ra�(r� ra(�)),in term s

of which, when com bined with vortex particle density

and current�(r;�)=
P

�
�(r� rv�(�))+

P


�(r� ra(�)),

j(r;�)=
P

�
_rv��(r� rv�(�))+

P


_ra�(r� ra(�)),wecan

write

L
d
core =

1

2

X

�

M

�
drv�

d�

�2
�(r� r

v
�)+

1

2

X



M

�dra

d�

�2
�(r� r

a
)+ H

d
core ; (A7)

where

H
d
core = V (r)�(r;�)+

1

2
�(r;�)

Z

d
2
r
0
V
(2)(r;r0)�(r0;�)

+
1

2
jk(r;�)

Z

d
2
r
0
V
(2)

kl
(r;r0)jl(r

0
;�)

+
1

2
n(r;�)

Z

d
2
r
0V(2)(r;r0)n(r0;�)

+
1

2
Jk(r;�)

Z

d
2
r
0V

(2)

kl
(r;r0)Jl(r

0
;�)+ (� � � ) : (A8)

(Anti)vortex m ass term s appearing in (A7) have been

introduced already in Section IV (seethediscussion sur-

rounding Eq. (25)),while H d
core representsa system atic

expansion in vortex core density,including single core,

two coreterm sand so on.Alltheshortrangeterm sthat

arise from expanding the cosine functions (A1) in con-

tinuum lim ithave been absorbed into H d
core,aswasour

habit throughout the text { in particular,V (r) is just

the vortex potentialon the blue lattice,containing cru-

cialinform ation on d-wave pairing,which isextensively

discussed in Section III.

W e can now integrate out �,the regular (XY \spin-

wave")partofthe phase. The quadratic phase sti�ness

term sin (A5)aredecoupled as:

K 0

2
(_� + _’v)

2 +
~J

2
(r � + r ’v)

2 ! iW 0(_� + _’v)

+ iW � (r � + r ’v)+
1

2K 0

W
2
0 +

1

2~J
W

2 (A9)

via theHubbard-Stratonovich vector�eld W = (W 0;W )

(notethatwehavesetthe\dualspeed oflight"

q
~J=K 0

to unity). Integration by parts gives iW � @� ! � i(@ �

W )� and isfollowed by functionalintegration over�(x),

resulting in thelocal�-function constraint�(@� W ).The

constraintissolved by introducing a non-com pactgauge

�eld A d such thatW = @� Ad,ensuring @� W = @� (@�

A d)= 0. W hat rem ains of(A9) is further transform ed

by anotherpartialintegration:

i(@ � Ad)� (@’)v +
1

2K 0

(@ � Ad)
2
0 +

1

2~J
(@ � Ad)

2
?

! � iAd � @ � (@’)v +
1

2K 0

(@ � Ad)
2
0 +

1

2~J
(@ � Ad)

2
? ;

(A10)

where(@ � Ad)0;? denotestem poraland spatialcom po-

nents of@ � Ad, respectively. Now observe that (A6)

im plies @ � (@’)v = (2�n;2�J). This allows us to �-

nally writethepartition function ofthequantum vortex-

antivortex system as:

Z
d
v =

1X

N v= 0

1X

N a = 0

1

N v!N a!

N v;N aY

�;= 1

Z

frv� (0)g= fr
v
� (�)g

D rv�(�)

�

Z

fra

(0)g= fra


(�)g

D ra(�)exp
�
�

Z

d
3
xL

d
v

�
; (A11)
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whereLd
v equals

1

2

X

�

M

�
drv�

d�

�2
�(r� r

v
�)+

1

2

X



M

�dra

d�

�2
�(r� r

a
)

+ Lnodal+ H
d
core � 2�iAd0n � i2�(A

(0)

d
+ A d)� J

+
1

2K 0

(@ � Ad)
2
0 +

1

2~J
(@ � Ad)

2
? ; (A12)

and r � A
(0)

d
= B

(0)

d
= f(r)̂z.

Eqs. (A11,A12) are an im portant result ofthis Ap-

pendix. W e recognize Z d
v as equivalent to a parti-

tion function oftwo speciesofnon-relativistic quantum

bosonsexpressed in theFeynm an path integralrepresen-

tation overparticle worldline trajectories. These vortex

and antivortex bosonshave identicalm assM and carry

dualcharges+ 2� and � 2�,respectively,through which

they couple to a dynam icalgauge �eld A d. The dual

photonsofA d m ediate long range \electrodynam ic" in-

teractionsbetween the bosons,which arejustthe fam il-

iar Biot-Savart interactions between (anti)vortices. In

addition,theparticlesinteractthrough an assortm entof

short range interactions contained in H d
core (A8). Fur-

therm ore,Lnodal describesthe interactionsgenerated by

nodalDirac-like ferm ionswhich willbe included explic-

itly oncewearriveatthedualrepresentation of(A12),as

detailed in Section IV.Finally,thevortex potentialV (r)

containsim portantinform ation abouttheunderlyinglat-

ticestructureand thesym m etry oftheorderparam eter,

asem phasized throughoutthe text.

W e have derived Z d
v asa continuum lim itapproxim a-

tion to the partition function Z d
X Y (A3)ofthequantum

XY-type m odel(A1). Actually,in realcuprates and in

allotherphysicalsystem s,the opposite istrue:Itisthe

quantum XY-type representation thatisan approxim a-

tion to Z d
v. Z d

v captures the generaldescription ofthe

quantum vortex-antivortex system ,applicable to allsu-

perconductorsand superuidswhose orderparam eteris

a com plex scalar. To appreciate this,im agine that for

each given con�guration ofthe phase,with (anti)vortex

positions �xed in Euclidean spacetim e,the m icroscopic

action ofa physicalsystem ism inim ized with respectto

the am plitude, after allother degrees offreedom have

been integrated out. The subsequent sum m ation over

alldistinct(anti)vortex positionsleadstoprecisely Z d
v as

the�nalresult(again,werem ind thereaderthatthecore

dissipative term swillalso generically appearin Z d
v but,

beingsm allin underdoped cuprates,areneglected hereas

explained in the m ain text). In practice,thisprocedure

isdi�cultto carry outexplicitly and theactualvaluesof

variousterm sthatenterZ d
v are hard to determ ine from

\�rstprinciples". Thisis particularly true forcore-core

interaction term sappearingin H d
core.Forourpurposesit

willsu�cetoapproxim ateV (2)(r;r0)! g�(r� r0),where

g > 0,and drop the rest.

There is one crucial feature which distinguishes Z d
v

from thestandard Feynm an partition function:Thevor-

tex and antivortex quantum bosons are not conserved.

As particles m ake their way through im aginary tim e,

vorticesand antivorticescan annihilate each other;sim -

ilarly, they can also be created at an instant in tim e;

this is depicted in Fig. 3. Allsuch processes of cre-

ation and annihilation proceed in pairs ofvortices and

antivortices.Consequently,while the individualnum ber

ofvorticesand antivorticesisnotconserved,the vortic-

ity,m easured by dualchargeed = � 2�,isconserved and

the gaugesym m etry associated with A d isalwaysm ain-

tained (unless,ofcourse,it is spontaneously broken by

a dualHiggs m echanism in dualsuperuid). In other

words,these nonrelativistic (anti)vortex bosons propa-

gatethroughspacetim eperm eated byavortex-antivortex

condensate,ofstrength � v.

Feynm an path integrals are beautifulbut di�cult to

calculate with. Following the standard m apping47 we

canexpressZ d
v asafunctionalintegralovercom plex�elds

	 v(r;�)and 	a(r;�),which aretheeigenvaluesofvortex

andantivortexannihilationoperators,respectively,in the

basisofcoherentstates:

Z d
v !

Z

D 	 vD 	 a

Z

D A d exp
�
�

Z

d
3
x
�
	 �
v(@� + iedA d0)	 v

+ 	 �
a(@� � iedA d0)	 a +

+
1

2M
j(r + iedA

(0)

d
+ iedA d)	 vj

2

+
1

2M
j(r � iedA

(0)

d
� iedA d)	 aj

2 � �v(j	 vj
2 + j	 aj

2)

+ V (r)(j	 vj
2 + j	 aj

2)+ � v	
�
v	

�
a + � �

v	 a	 v

+
g

2
(j	 vj

2 + j	 aj
2)2 + Lnodal+

1

2K �

(@ � Ad)
2
�

��
; (A13)

wherethem eaning ofvariousterm sisstraightforward in

lightofourearlierdiscussion;we have consolidated the

notation so that ed = 2�,K � = (K 0;~J;~J),the chem i-

calpotentialforvorticesis�v = �a,and g describesthe

shortrangecore-corerepulsions.The\vortex-antivortex

pairing" function � v iscrucialsince itregulatesthe fre-

quency ofvortex-antivortex pair creation and annihila-

tion processes.

The form ofZ d
v can be further sim pli�ed by exploit-

ing the vorticity conservation law. W e observe that

the action in (A13) is invariant under gauge transfor-

m ations: 	 v ! exp(i�)	v,	 a ! exp(� i�)	a,A d !

A d � (@�)=ed. This prom pts us to introduce bosonic

\spinors" �	 = (	 �
v;	 a) which carry a conserved dual

chargeed and couplem inim ally to A d:

Z
d
v !

Z

D 	D A dD � exp
�
�

Z

d
3
x
�
�	L	

+ Lnodal+
1

2g
�
2 +

1

2K �

(@ � Ad)
2
�

��
; (A14)
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where

L =

"

(@� + iedA d0) � v

� �
v � (@� + iedA d0)

#

+
�
�

1

2M
(r + iedA

(0)

d
+ iedA d)

2 � �v + V (r)+ i�
�
11 ;

(A15)

and a Hubbard-Stratonovich scalar�eld � wasdeployed

to decouple shortrange repulsion. Now we setA d ! 0

and ignore Lnodal{ they willbe easily restored later {

and notethattheintegration overvortex m atter�elds	

gives:

Z
d
v !

Z

D � exp
�
�

Z

d
3
x
1

2g
�
2
�
�

det

"

@� �
1

2M
r 2 � �v + V (r)+ i� � v

� �
v � @� �

1

2M
r 2 � �v + V (r)+ i�

#

:

(A16)

The above partition function has a transition at �v =

� j�vj(we are assum ing that the m inim um ofV (r) oc-

cursatzero,with E r
c,orE

b
c asthe case m ay be,having

been absorbed into �v). For �v < � j�vjthe system of

(anti)vortexbosonsisinits\norm al"state,with h	i= 0.

For �v > � j�vj(anti)vortex bosons condense and h	i

becom es�nite.Thisisnothing butthe dualdescription

ofthe superconducting transition discussed in the m ain

text. In the generalvicinity ofthe transition it is use-

fulto introduce m 2 = �2v � j�vj
2,where now m 2 > 0

and m 2 < 0 indicate dualnorm aland superuid states,

respectively. Focusing on distances longerthan
p
� vM

and energies lower than � v,the determ inant in (A16)

can be furtherreduced to:

det

h

� @
2
��

j� vj+ V (r)+ i�

2M
r 2+ m 2�

1

M
[(r 2

V )+ i(r 2
�)]

+ 2j� vj(V (r)+ i�)+ (V (r)+ i�)2
i

+ (� � � ) ; (A17)

with additional term s (� � � ) contributing unim portant

derivatives.

By setting V (r) and �(x) to zero, we observe that

the above expression assum es the form ofthe partition

function determ inantforasystem ofrelativisticquantum

bosonsofm assm : det

h

� @2� � c2r 2 + m 2c4
i

,with the

speed of\light" c=
p
j� vj=2M setto unity henceforth.

The term s involving V (r) and �(x) describe the under-

lying potentialand various short range interactions of

these relativisticbosons.W e thereforecan reexpressthe

determ inant(A17)asa functionalintegralovertherela-

tivistic boson �eld �(x);thisisa faithfulrepresentation

oftheoriginal(anti)vortexpartition function atdistances

longerthan
p
� vM and energieslowerthan � v:

Z d
v ! Zd =

R
D �

R
D A d

R
D �

exp
�
�
R
d3x

�
j(@ + i2�Ad)�j

2 + m 2(r)j�j2

+ 2j�j2[j� vj+ V (r)� r
2

2M
](i�)+

jD �j
2

M
(i�)

+ [1
2g
� j�j2]�2 + Lnodal+

1

2K �
(@ � Ad)

2
�

�
; (A18)

where m 2(r)= m 2 + 2j� vjV (r)+ V (r)2 � (r2V (r)=M )

and we have restored Lnodal and dualgauge �eld A d,

through covariantderivatives@ ! D = (D 0;D )= (@0 +

i2edA d0;r + iedA
(0)

d
+ iedA d). The m inim alcoupling

ofA d is m andated by dualcharge conservation: � !

exp(i�)�,A d ! A d � (@�)=ed.

Thedualpartition function Zd (A18)isthe�nalresult

ofthis subsection. It describes the system ofrelativis-

tic quantum bosons ofm ass m and charge ed = 2� in

a m agnetic �eld B d = r � A
(0)

d
. The virtualparticle-

antiparticle creation and annihilation processes in the

vacuum ofthistheory are nothing butquantum vortex-

antivortex pair excitations evolving in im aginary tim e

(seeFig.3).In the\norm al" vacuum ,m 2 > 0,theaver-

agesizeofsuch pairsis� m� 1.Thisisjustthesupercon-

ducting ground state ofphysicalunderdoped cuprates.

For m 2 < 0, this \norm al" vacuum is unstable to a

Higgs phase, with a �nite dual condensate h�i. The

vortex-antivortexpairsunbind asin�niteloopsofvirtual

particle-antiparticle excitationsof� perm eate thisdual

Higgsvacuum { thisisthe pseudogap state ofcuprates.

The integration over the Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld �

producesashortrangerepulsion 1

2
(4j� vj

2)gj�j4 followed

byan assortm entofothershortrangeinteractionsinclud-

ing V (r),powersofj�jhigherthan quartic and various

derivatives. Allthese additionalinteractions are irrel-

evant in the sense oflong distance behavior but m ight

play som equantitativeroleatinterm ediatelengthscales.

Forsim plicity,weshallm ostly ignorethem in thispaper.

Finally,with the change ofnotation 4j� vj
2g ! g and

Lnodalincorporated intotheself-action forA d asdetailed

in Section IV,the dualLagrangian in (A18)reduces to

Ld (36).Theargum entsin thetextcan then befollowed

to arriveatH d (37,38).

2. H d in the V illain approxim ation

A usefulapproxim ation to the ordinary XY m odelis

due to Villain. In this approxim ation the exponential

ofthe cosine function is replaced by an in�nite sum of

theexponentialsofparabolas.W ewillillustratethisap-

proxim ation �rstforthe 2D caseand follow up with the

(2+ 1)D quantum XY-likem odel.

a. Classical(therm al) phase uctuations

Here we apply the Villain approxim ation to ourclas-

sicalXY m odelofa phase uctuating two-dim ensional
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d-wave superconductor (14). As we willsee presently,

the�nalCoulom b gasrepresentation coincideswith (23)

{ however,theadvantageoftheVillain approxim ation is

thatitwillallow usto obtain explicitexpressionsforthe

coreenergiesE
r(b)
c in term softhe coupling constantsof

the originalHam iltonian (14).

Denoting thesitesofthebluelatticeby � = (x;y),the

partition function ofthe m odelcan be written as

Z =

Z  
Y

�

d��

!

exp
X

�

h

J (cos(r x̂��)+ cos(r ŷ��))

+ J12(�)(cos(��+ x̂+ ŷ � ��)+ cos(��+ ŷ � ��+ x̂))

i

(A19)

where the lattice operator r is de�ned according to

r �f(r) = fr+ � � fr,and coe�cients J 12(�) denote J1
(orJ2)if� isin the lowerleftcornerofa red (orblack)

plaquette.

In Villain approxim ation the exponent ofa cosine is

replaced by a sum ofG aussian exponents that has the

sam eperiodicity 2�:

exp[� cos]� RV (�)

+ 1X

n= � 1

exp[�
�V (�)

2
( � 2�n)2] :

(A20)

The �tting functions �V (�) and RV (�) are determ ined

by therequirem entthatthelowestFouriercoe�cientsof

the two functions coincide. In particular,the function

�V (�)hasthefollowing asym ptoticbehaviorforlow and

high tem peratures:

�V (�)�

8
<

:

� for� � 1
�

2ln
�

2

�� 1
for� � 1

(A21)

The sum over n in (A20) can be transform ed by de-

coupling the quadratic term in the exponent via the

Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation:

exp[� cos]/

1X

n= � 1

exp[�
1

2�V (�)
n
2 + in] : (A22)

By introducing integer�eldsux(�),uy(�)and w� (�)to
apply (A22)to the cosineterm sin (A19)weobtain:

Z =
X

u�

X

w �

Z Y

�

d��e
�
P

�

�
u 2
�
(� )

2J 0
+

w
2
+
(� )+ w

2
�

(� )

2J 0
12

(� )

�

�

e
i
P

� [u� (�)r � �� + w + (�)(�� + x̂+ ŷ � ��)+ w � (�)(�� + ŷ � �� + x̂ )] ;

(A23)

where� = x;y,and coe�cientsJ 12(�)and J
0arede�ned

as

J
0= �V (J) (A24)

J12(�)= �V (J12(�)) : (A25)

Theintegration overtheangles�� can beperform ed after

applying the discrete analog ofthe integration by parts

to the sum sin the lastexponentin (A23):

X

x

f(�)r xg(�)=
X

x

f(�)(g(� + x̂)� g(�))

=
X

x

(f(� � x̂)� f(�))g(�)= �
X

x

r f(�)g(�) :

(A26)

Note thatwe distinguish between the \rightdi�erence"

operatorr and \leftdi�erence" operatorr .Integration

overthephases�� yieldsthefollowing expression forthe

partition function:

X

ux ;uy :w �

e
�
P

�

�
u
2
x
(� )+ u

2
y
(� )

2J 0
+

w
2
+
(� )+ w

2
�
(� )

2J 0
12

(� )

�

�(r � v(�)+ :::) :

(A27)

wherer � v(�)denotestwo-dim ensionallatticedivergence
ofv(�)and dotsdenote

(w+ (�)� w+ (� � x̂ � ŷ))+ (w� (� � x̂)� w� (� � ŷ)):

W e rewrite the constraint appearing as the K ronecker

delta function in the sum as

r � (v + w [w+ ;w� ])= 0 ;

where w = (wx;wy) denote the following linear com bi-

nationsofinteger�eldsw � (�):

wx =
w+ (�)+ w+ (� � ŷ)

2
�
w� (�)+ w� (� � ŷ)

2

(A28)

wy =
w+ (�)+ w+ (� � x̂)

2
+
w� (�)+ w� (� � x̂)

2
:

(A29)

Theconstraintcan then be resolved as

v = b � w [w+ ;w� ] ;

where

b = (r y�;� r x�) (A30)

and �(�) has the m eaning ofthe tim e-like com ponent

ofa vectorpotential. Atthispointitisusefulto pause

and establish a sim ple geom etricalinterpretation ofthe

various �elds we have introduced. Variables ux(�) and
uy(�)arecoupled to thephasedi�erences��+ x̂ � �� and

��+ ŷ � �� and therefore they reside on the links em a-

nating from � in positivex and y directionsrespectively.

Integers�(�),on theotherhand arerelated to link vari-
ableux(�)through thedi�erence�(�)� �(� � ŷ).Con-

sequently wem ustassociate�(�)with thecentersofthe
blue plaquettes,which coincide with eitherred orblack
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sites.Nevertheless,wewillcontinuetousenotation �(�)
tacitly im plying that� refersto the lowerleftcornerof

the (red or black)plaquette associated with �. Having

resolved the constraint,we �nd thatthe partition func-

tion Z can be written in term s ofinteger-valued �elds

w� (�)and �(�)only:

X

�;w �

exp
X

�

�

�
(b[�]� w [w� ])

2
?

2J0
�
w 2
+ (�)+ w 2

� (�)

2J0
12
(�)

�

:

(A31)

To obtain the description in term s ofcontinuousrather

than integer-valued �elds�(�),weusethePoisson sum -
m ation form ula:

1X

�= � 1

f(�)=

Z 1

� 1

d�

1X

l= � 1

e
2�il�

f(�): (A32)

The partition function Z assum esthe following form :

1Z

� 1

Y

�

d�(�)
X

l(�)

exp
X

�

2�il(�)�(�)gexpfF [b[�(�)]];

(A33)

wherewehavede�ned afunctionalexpfF [b(�)]gaccord-
ing to

X

w �

exp

"
X

�

�

�
(b � w [w� ])

2
?

2J0
�
w 2
+ (�)+ w 2

� (�)

2J012(�)

�#

:

(A34)

In the lim it when constants J1 and J2 are in�nites-

im ally sm all, only the con�gurations w � (�) = 0 con-

tributeto theF [b].Thislim it,which correspondsto the

usual2D XY m odel,is described by partition function

Z0 given by

1Z

� 1

Y

�

d�(�)
X

l(�)

exp

"
X

�

�

2�il(�)�(�)�
(r ��)

2

2J0

�#

:

(A35)

For�niteJ12 wem ustresorttoapproxim ateevaluation

ofthe functionalF (b(�)):

expfF [bx(�);by(�)]g =
X

w �

exp

h

�
X

�

�
(b� � w�)

2

2J0

+
w 2
+ (�)+ w 2

� (�)

2J012(�)

�i

: (A36)

Thequadraticterm scontainingb can bedecoupled using

the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation:

e
F [b(�)]=

Z Y

�

dZx(�)dZy(�)�

X

w �

exp

hX

�

�

�
J0Z 2

�(�)

2

+ iZ�(�)(b�(�)� w�(�))�
w 2
+ (�)+ w 2

� (�)

2J012(�)

�i

; (A37)

where � = x;y. Using explicit expressions for w� we

obtain

e
F [b]=

Z Y

�

dZx(�)dZy(�)�

X

w �

exp

hX

�

�

�
J0Z 2

�(�)

2
�
w 2
+ (�)+ w 2

� (�)

2J012(�)
+ iZ�(�)b�(�)

�
i

2
w+ (�)(Zx(�)+ Zx(� + ŷ)+ Zy(�)+ Zy(� + x̂))

�
i

2
w� (�)(� Zx(�)� Zx(� + ŷ)+ Zy(�)+ Zy(� + x̂))

�i

:

(A38)

The sum s over w� (�) can be perform ed by em ploying

the Villain approxim ation (A20) backward. Note that

the coupling constants J0� are restored to the original

valuesofcoupling constantsJ� :

e
F [b(�)]=

Z Y

�

dZx(�)dZy(�)�

exp

hX

�

�

�
J0Z 2

�(�)

2
+ iZ�(�)b�(�)

+ J12(�)
�

cos
Zx(�)+ Zx(� + ŷ)+ Zy(�)+ Zy(� + x̂)

2

+ cos
� Zx(�)� Zx(� + ŷ)+ Zy(�)+ Zy(� + x̂)

2

��i

:

(A39)

To quadraticorder,the expression in the exponentis

X

�

h

�
J0Z 2

�(�)

2
+ iZ�(�)b�(�)� J12(�)�

(Zx(�)+ Zx(� + ŷ))2 + (Zy(�)+ Zy(� + x̂))2

4

i

: (A40)

Note thatZx and Zy com ponentsarecom pletely decou-

pled atthe quadratic level. To proceed,one can double

theunitcell,in which casetheexpression in theexponent

becom esdiagonalin them om entum space.Alternatively,

onecan usean equivalent,buttechnically sim plerproce-

dureofkeeping theoriginalunitcell.In thislattercase,

the m om entum space problem reduces to the diagonal-

ization ofa2� 2m atrixconnectingm odesatwavevectors

q and q � g,whereg = �(̂x + ŷ).

Itisconvenientto representJ12(�)as

J12(�)=
J1 + J2

2
+ e

ig� J1 � J2

2
� J + �Je

ig�
:

AfterFouriertransform ation,the exponentin (A40)be-

com es

iZx(q)bx(� q)� Zx(q)Zx(� q)
J0+ J(1+ cosqy)

2

�
i�J

2
sinqyZx(g � q)Zx(q)+ (x $ y) : (A41)
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SinceZ�(�)and b�(�)arereal,theirFouriercom ponents
satisfy

Z�(� q)= Z
�
�(q) (A42)

b�(� q)= b
�
�(q) : (A43)

In thelastexpression forthepartition function wefound

thattheterm swith Zx and Zy decoupleand wethuscan

integrateoverZx(�)and Zy(�)separately.
The expressions in this and especially the next sub-

section can be signi�cantly econom ized by using a check

m ark to denote two-com ponentvectors:

�b(q)=

 

b(q)

b(q � g)

!

Using this notation,the contribution due to Zx(�) can
be written as

i

2
�bTx (� q)�Zx(q)�

1

4
�Z T
x (� q)(:::)�Zx(q): (A44)

where(:::)= J0+ J+ J cosqy�3+ �J sinqy�2 and super-

scriptT denotesthe transposeofa m atrix.Now Z� can

be integrated out.Apartfrom the overallnorm alization

constant,F [b]isgiven by:

F [b(�)]= �
1

4

Z
dq

(2�)2

�
�bTx (� q)G (qy)�bx(q)+ (x $ y)

�
;

(A45)

wherem atrix G isde�ned as

G =
1

�(q y)
(J0+ J � J cosqy�z � �J sinqy�2) (A46)

and the determ inant� equals

�(q y)= J
0(J0+ 2J)+ (J

2
+ (�J)2)sin2 qy : (A47)

W hen J = �J = 0 we�nd

F [b(q)]! �
1

2J0
b�(q)b�(� q) ;

which restores the lim it of an ordinary 2D XY m odel

(A35).

Returning to the partition function (A33) and using

theexpression (A45)forF [b]wejustfound,wearenow

in position to integrateoutthegauge�eld �(�)and ob-
tain the analogueofthe Coulom b gasrepresentation for

ourm odel.Note that(A30)im plies

bx(q)=
�
1� e

� iqy
�
�(q) (A48)

by(q)= �
�
1� e

� iqx
�
�(q) : (A49)

The partition function now becom es

Z =
X

l(�)

Z 1

� 1

Y

�

d�(�)�

exp

�Z
dq

(2�)2

�

i��lT (� q)��(q)� ��(� q)~M ��(q)

��

;

(A50)

where2� 2 m atrix ~M isgiven by

~M =
1

2�(q y)

�

(1� �3 cosqy)
�
J
0+ J(1� �3 cosqy)

�

+ �1�J sin
2
qy)

�

+ (x $ y) : (A51)

Afterintegration over�(�)weobtain

Z =
X

l(�)

exp

h

�
�2

4

Z
dq

(2�)2
�lT (� q)M (q)�l(q)

i

; (A52)

where m atrix M is the inverse of ~M . The elem ents of

m atrix M satisfy the following sim ple identities:

M 11(q)= M 22(q � g) (A53)

M 12(q)= M 21(q) : (A54)

Consequently,theintegrand in theexponentofpartition

function (A52)can be written as

2

�

l(� q)M 11(q)l(q)+ l(g � q)M 12(q)l(q)

�

: (A55)

The explicit form ofM = ~M � 1 is rather cum bersom e.

Fortunately,wewillonlyneed theleadingand subleading

orderterm sin the long wavelength (q! 0)expansion:

M 11(q) =
4(J0+ 2J)

q2x + q2y

+
(J0� 4J + 18�J)(q4x + q4y)+ 12�Jq2xq

2
y

3J0(q2x + q2y)
2

+ O (q2) (A56)

M 12(q) = � �J + O (q2) : (A57)

The term s oforder O (q2) correspond to M (� � �0) de-
creasing atleastasfastasj� � �0j� 4. Returning to the
realspacerepresentation,weobtain

X

l(�)

expf�
�2

2

X

�;�0

�
l(�)M 11(� � �0)l(�0)+

e
ig� �

l(�)M 12(� � �0)l(�0)
�
g ; (A58)

where

M ��(� � �0)=

Z �

� �

dqx

2�

Z �

� �

dqy

2�
e
iq� (�� �0)

M ��(q) :

(A59)

The two term sin the exponentof(A58)are easy to in-

terpret. Recallthatintegersl(�)coupled to �(�)e�ec-
tively reside atthe centersofthe plaquettesofthe blue

lattice corresponding to eitherblack orred sitesin Fig.

2. The term s containing M 11 clearly describe the av-

erage interaction between two plaquettes irrespective of

their\color",whiletheterm swith M 12 reectthedi�er-

ence between the red and black sites. Forexam ple,the
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strength ofinteraction between two black sitesseparated

by two lattice spacings with � = 0 and � = 2x̂ willbe

di�erentfrom interaction between twored sitesat� = x̂,

�0= 3x̂ dueto thefactorexp(ig� �)thatm ultipliesM12.
AtlargedistancestheFouriertransform can beevalu-

ated by com parison to thestandard latticeG reen’sfunc-

tion in two dim ensions.The di�erence

M 11(q)� 4(J0+ 2J)
1

4� 2cosqx � 2cosqy

is�nite atq = 0,and thereforethe Fouriertransform of

thisdi�erencevanishesatlargedistances.Thus

M 11(�)= 4(J0+ 2J)�
Z �

� �

dqx

2�

Z �

� �

dqy

2�

ei�q

4� 2cosqx � 2cosqy
+ ::: : (A60)

Using the wellknown asym ptotic behavior of the last

integral36,we�nd

M 11(� � �0)= M 11(0)�

�
4(J0+ 2J)

2�
[lnj� � �0j+ ()+ :::] ; (A61)

where C1 can be related to the Euler-M ascheronicon-

stant  � 0:5772 as C1 =  + ln
�
2
p
2
�
. Note that

M 11(�)form allylogarithm icallydivergesbecauseM 11(q)

isproportionalto q� 2 atsm allm om enta.Thedi�erence,

M 11(�)� M 11(0),however,is�nite.The overallin�nite

additive constant has a sim ple physicalinterpretation,

just like foran ordinary two-dim ensionalXY m odel,as

willbecom eclearin a m om ent.

Therealspaceexpression forM 12 can beeasily calcu-

lated directly:

M 12(� � �0)= � �J ���0 + :::; (A62)

where ::: denotes term s that decrease at least as fast

as j� � �0j� 4. Com bining (A59),(A61),and (A62),we

obtain the following expression,after separating o� the

term swith � = �0:

Z =
X

l(�)

exp

h

�
�2

2

�

M 11(0)
X

�

l
2(�)+

+
X

�6= �0

M 11(� � �0)l(�)l(�0)� �J
X

�

e
ig� �

l
2(�)

�i

:

(A63)

By applying the long distance expansion ofM 11(�) in
the sum containing term s with � 6= �0 we �nd thatthe

partition function Z becom es

X

l(�)

exp

h

�
�2

2

�

M 11(0)

�X

�

l(�)
�2

� �J
X

�

e
ig� �

l
2(�)

�
4(J0+ 2J)

2�

X

�6= �0

l(�)l(�0)
�

lnj� � �0j+ C1

��i

:

(A64)

W e now return to the discussion ofthe form ally di-

vergentconstantM 11(0). Thisdivergence isa reection

ofthe logarithm ic dependence ofa single vortex energy

on the system size. Ifthe num ber ofthe sites N were

�nite,we would have obtained a constantoforderlnN

forM 11(0)instead ofan outrightdivergence. Although

�nite,thisconstantbecom eslargein thetherm odynam ic

lim itN ! 1 ,with the e�ectofsuppressing allcon�gu-

rationsofthe integer-valued �eld l(�)exceptthose that
satisfy

X

�

l(�)= 0 : (A65)

Thisisnothingbutthechargeneutrality condition in the

partition function ofa 2D Coulom b plasm a.Restricting

ourselvesonly to such con�gurations,weobtain:

Z =
X

l(�)

exp

h
�2

2

�
4(J0+ 2J)

2�

X

�6= �0

l(�)l(�0)
�
lnj� � �0j

+ C1

�
+ �J

X

�

e
ig� �

l
2(�)

�i

: (A66)

A furthersim pli�cation isachieved by noticing that

X

�6= �0

l(�)l(�0)=

 
X

�

l(�)

! 2

�
X

�

l
2(�) :

Since the �rst term on the right hand side vanishes by

virtueof(A65),the partition function equals

Z =
X

l(�)

exp

h
�2

2

�
4(J0+ 2J)

2�

X

�6= �0

l(�)l(�0)lnj� � �0j

�
4C1(J

0+ 2J)

2�

X

�

l
2(�)+ �J

X

�

e
ig� �

l
2(�)

�i

:

(A67)

ThisistheCoulom b gasrepresentation ofourm odelde-

scribingchargesl(�)residingon black and red plaquettes
and interactingwith long-rangedforces.Condition (A65)

therefore is sim ply an expression ofthe overallneutral-

ity ofthesystem { only thecon�gurationswith thesam e

num berofvorticesand antivorticescontributetothepar-

tition function.

TheHam iltonian ofthesystem can be�nally recastas

H d
v = � �(J0+ J1 + J2)

X

�6= �0

l(�)l(�0)lnj� � �0j

+ E
r
c

X

�2R

l
2(�)+ E

b
c

X

�2B

l
2(�) ; (A68)

where the core energies ofthe vortices on red (R ) and

black (B)plaquettes are expressed through the original

param etersofthe m odelas

E
r
c = �C1(J

0+ J1 + J2)�
�2

4
(J1 � J2) (A69)

E
b
c = �C1(J

0+ J1 + J2)+
�2

4
(J1 � J2): (A70)
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The Ham iltonian (A68)isofthe form equivalentto Eq.

(23)derived in them ain textfrom thecontinuum form u-

lation.Note thatin the \low tem perature" lim itJ � 1,

coe�cientsJ and J 0 = �V (J)coincide (see Eq. (A21)),

and the agreem ent with the continuum form ulation is

com plete: the e�ective strength ofthe long range inter-

action between vorticesis

~J = J + J1 + J2 :

b. Q uantum phase uctuations

The derivation in 2+ 1 dim ensions follows closely the

stepsofthe two-dim ensionalcase considered in the pre-

vioussubsection.Denoting theim aginary tim eby �,the

partition function ofthe m odelis

Z =

Z
Y

�

D �r(�)exp

"

�

Z �

0

d�
X

�

L(�;�)

#

;

where � isde�ned precisely like in the 2D case and r =

(�;�).TheLagrangian ofourquantum m odelisde�ned

as

� L(�;�)= �
K 0

2
_�2r + if _�r+ J

�
cos(r x�r)+ cos(r y�r)

�

+ J12(�)
�
cos(�r+ x̂+ ŷ � �r)+ cos(�r+ ŷ � �r+ x̂)

�
:

(A71)

The sign ofthe Berry phase ischosen to be positive for

laterconvenience;obviously thepartition function isnot

a�ected by the change. It is convenient to replace the

integralsovercontinuousvariable� by sum soverdiscrete

�n (abbreviated often as� below)separated by intervals

of\length" �. For brevity,we willuse �r+ �̂ to denote

�(�;� + �).

The term s containing tim e derivatives can be trans-

form ed asfollows:

exp

hZ

d�
X

�

�

�
K 0

2
_�2�;� + if _��;�

�i

= exp

hX

r

�
K 0�

2

��r+ � � �r

�

�2
+
X

r

if�
�r+ � � �r

�

i

:

(A72)

Aftercom pleting the squarewehave

exp
X

r

"

�
K 0

2�

�

�r+ � � �r � i
f

K 0

�

� 2

�
�f

2

2K 0

#

:

Note thatthisexpression can be form ally replaced by a

sum

X

m (r)

exp
X

r

"

�
K 0

2�
(r ��r � i

f

K 0

� � 2�m (r))2 �
�f

2

2K 0

#

;

since,clearly,only the term m = 0 survivesin the lim it

ofsm all�.Thelatterform isconvenientbecausenow the

Poisson identity

1X

n= � 1

exp

h

�
a

2
n
2 + in�

i

=

r
2�

a

1X

m = � 1

exp

�

�
(� � 2�m )2

2a

�

(A73)

can be applied.The resultis

exp

hZ

d�
X

�

�

�
K 0

2
_�2�;� + if _��;�

�i

/
X

u� (r)

exp

hX

r

�

�
�

2K 0

u�(r)
2

+ iu�(r)
�
�r+ �̂ � �r �

if�

K 0

�
� �

f
2

2K 0

�i

; (A74)

whereu�(r)isan integer-valued �eld.Using theidentity

the partition function Z can now be rewritten as

X

u

X

w �

Z Y

r

d�r exp

h

i
X

r

�

ui(r)r i�r

+ w+ (r)(�r+ x̂+ ŷ � �r)+ w� (r)(�r+ ŷ � �r+ x̂)

�i

�

exp

h

�
X

r

�
u2�(r)

2J0
+
w 2
+ (r)+ w 2

� (r)

2J012(�)
+
�(u� � f)2

2K 0

�i

:

(A75)

Thereadershould bearin m ind thatthroughouttheap-

pendix the G reek indices exclusively denote the space-

likecom ponentsx;y ofa three-vector,whilelatin indices

denote both space-likeand tim e-like com ponents,asthe

case m ay be. The coe�cientsJ 0 and J012(�)are de�ned
as

J
0= �V (�J) (A76)

J12(�)= �V (J12(��)) : (A77)

W e now proceed to transform the above expression by

shifting the di�erences of the phases �r onto the dif-

ference of the �elds u(r) and w � (r) by using discrete

integration by parts (A26),just as it was done in the

two-dim ensionalcase:

Z =
X

u

X

w �

Z Y

r

h

d�r�

�

r � u(r)+
�
w+ (r)

� w+ (r� x̂ � ŷ)
�
+
�
w� (r� x̂)� w� (r� ŷ)

��i

exp

h

�
X

r

�u2�(r)

2J0
+
�(u� � f)2

2K 0

+
w 2
+ (r)+ w 2

� (r)

2J012(�)

�i

;

(A78)

where bold letters stand for three-dim ensional vectors

and r � u denotesthree-dim ensionaldivergence.
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In theabsenceofthenext-nearestcoupling term srep-

resented by w� ,the �-function constraintin (A78)isre-

solved by u = r � a,where the lattice curlis de�ned

as

ui = �ijkr j�k(r� ek) ; e = (̂x;̂y;̂�) :

In ourcaseofa d-wavesuperconductorand �nitew � ,we

rewritethe constraintas

r � (u(r)+ w [w+ ;w� ]= 0 ; (A79)

where w = (wx;wy;0)and wx(y) are de�ned in the pre-

vioussubsection section (A28).The solution isclearly

u = r � �� w [w+ ;w� ] :

O necan easily check thatthechoiceof�isnotunique:

forarbitrary scalarfunction �(r)

�
r � (�+ r �(r))

�

i
�
�
r � �

�

i
=

= �ijkr jr k�(r� �k)= �ijkr jr k�(r)= 0 (A80)

This gauge invariance im plies that a gauge-�xing term

m ustbeintroduced when replacingthesum soverinteger

�eld u by sum m ation over� in orderto avoid m ultiple-

counting. The next step is m ost easily derived in the

tem poralgauge:

�(�3)�
Y

r

�� 3(r);0 :

Afterwards,the results willbe generalized to an arbi-

trary gauge-�xing condition. W e proceed by rewriting

the partition function as

Z =
X

�

X

w �

exp

h

�
X

r

�
(r � �� F[w� ])

2
?

2J0

+
�

2K 0

�
(r � �)0 � f

�2
+
w 2
+ (r)+ w 2

� (r)

2J0
12
(�)

�i

�� 3(r);0

(A81)

and apply the Poisson form ula in orderto obtain a the-

ory depending on continuousratherthan integervalued

gauge�eld �:

X

�(r)

�� 3;0f(�1(r);�2(r);�3(r))=
Y

r

Z

d�1(r)d�2(r)�

X

l1(r);l2(r)

e
2�i

P

r
l� (r)� � (r)f(�1(r);�2(r);0)

=
Y

r

Z 1

� 1

d�1(r)d�2(r)d�3(r)�(�3)�

X

l(r)

�
r � l
e
2�i

P

r
lj(r)� j(r)f(�1(r);�2(r);�3(r)): (A82)

In perform ing thelaststep,weform ally introduced l3�3

and an additionalsum over l3(r). The delta function

�(�3(r)) ensures that the exponent is not a�ected. All

term sin the sum overl3 are therefore equal,and in or-

derto avoid m ultiple-counting weneed to im posea con-

straint,chosen asr � l= 0,by assigning

l3 = � (r3)
� 1(r 1l1 + r 2l2) :

Notethattheresultofapplyingoperator(r 3)
� 1 toan in-

teger�eld isanotherinteger.Theinteger-valued �eld l(r)

with zero divergence describes non-backtracking closed

loops on the 2+ 1 space-tim e lattice. The �eld �(r) is

now continuousand the tem poralgaugecondition

� �[�]=
Y

r

�(�3(r))

can bereplaced36 by an arbitrary gauge-�xing condition

�[�];exam plesarer � � = 0(Landaugauge)orr ? � �? =

0 (radiation gauge):

X

�(r)

�� 3;0f(�1(r);�2(r);�3(r))=

Z 1

� 1

Y

r

d�(r)�[�(r)]
X

l(r)

e
2�i

P

r
l(r)� �(r)

f(�(r))�
r � l

:

(A83)

This�nalidentity allowsustorewriteourpartition func-

tion as

Z =

Z 1

� 1

Y

r

d�(r)�[�(r)]e
P

�
F [(r � �)? ]�

X

l(r)

�
r � l
e

P

r

h

2�il(r)� �(r)� (�=2K0)((r � �)0� f)
2
i

(A84)

whereF [(r � A )? ]hasalready been calculated in (A45)

and can be used as is,provided that proper de�nitions

(A77)ofJ0 and J012(�)arereplaced.
Therem ainingstepsleadingtothe\Coulom b"gasrep-

resentation of3D vortexloopsareconceptually sim ilarto

the 2D case from the previoussubsection. The algebra,

however, is considerably m ore involved. W e therefore

willgo slowly and �rstwade through the derivation for

the sim ple case J1 = J2 = 0. This is just the ordinary

(2+ 1)D XY m odel,appropriateforours-wavepedagog-

icalexercise from the m ain text and the beginning of

thisAppendix (A2). O nly the con�gurationsw � (r)= 0

contribute to the functionalF [(r � A )? ](A45)and we

recover the usual13 anisotropic 3D XY m odelin a uni-

form m agnetic�eld H = f�̂:

Z0 =

Z 1

� 1

Y

r

d�(r)�[�(r)]
X

l(r)

�
r � l

�

e

P

r

h

2�il(r)� �(r)�
(r � � )

2
?

2J 0
� �

2K 0

�

(r � �)0� f

�
2
i

: (A85)

To obtain the lattice loop gasrepresentation,weneed

to integrateoutthegauge�eld �.Them osttransparent
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connection with theresultsforthe2D m odelisobtained

by using the radiation gauger ��� = 0:

X

r

(r � �)20 =
X

r

[r x�y(r� ŷ)� ry�x(r� x̂)]2

(A86)

Expanding the square and shifting the di�erence opera-

torsvia (A26)we have

X

r

(r � �)20 =
X

r

� �y(r� ŷ)rxr x�y(r� ŷ)

� �x(r� x̂)ryr y�x(r� x̂)� 2ry�y(r� ŷ)rx�x(r� x̂)

=
X

r

� ��(r)r �r ���(r)� (r���(r))
2
: (A87)

W eintroducethefollowingnotation forthelatticeana-

logues of wavevectors qj appearing from discrete left-

sided orright-sided derivativesafterFouriertransform a-

tion:

Q j(q)=
eiqj � 1

i
(A88)

Q j(q)=
1� e� iqj

i
(A89)

Q
g

j(q)= Q j(q � g)=
� e� iqj � 1

i
(A90)

Q
g

j(q)= Q j(q � g)=
1+ e� iqj

i
: (A91)

(A92)

The argum entsofQ j and Q j isassum ed to be q unless

speci�ed otherwise.

W e de�ne the Fouriertransform ation as

f(r)=
1

�

X

q0

Z
dq?

(2�)2
e
iq� r

f(q)

where the sum over frequencies q0 runs through q0 =

0;2�
�
;:::;2�

�
and theintegralsoverqx;qy extend from � �

to�.Usingthede�nition and propertiesthatfollow from

it

f(q)= �
X

q0

Z
dq?

(2�)2
e
� iq� r

f(q) (A93)

f
2(r)=

1

��

X

q0

Z
dq?

(2�)2
f(q)f(� q) ; (A94)

weobtain in the radiation gauge:

X

r

(r � �)20 = �
X

r

��(r)r �r ���(r)

=
X

q0

Z
dq?

��(2�)2
��(� q)Q�Q ���(q) ; (A95)

Sim ilarly,

X

r

(r � �)2? =
X

r

�

� �0(r)r �r ��0(r)

� ��(r)r 0r 0��(r)� 2r0�0(r� �̂)r���(r� e�)

�

;

(A96)

where the last term vanishes due to our choice ofthe

gauge.In the m om entum spacewehave:

X

r

(r � �)2? =
X

q0

Z
dq?

��(2�)2

�

�0(� q)�0(q)Q �Q �

+ ��(� q)��(q)Q 0Q 0

�

: (A97)

The above de�nitions are generally valid but now we

focus again on the sim ple case ofJ1 = J2 = 0. The

partition function Z0,given by (A85),can be written as

Z0 =
X

l(r)

�
r � l
e
P

r
2�il(r)� �f (r)

Z 1

� 1

Y

r

d�(r)�

�[r���]e

P

r

�

2�il(r)� �(r)�
(r � � )

2
?

2J 0
� �

2K 0
(r � �)

2

0

�

: (A98)

In arriving atthe expression aboveweperform ed a shift

ofvariable�! �+ � f,where�f isa tim e independent

vectorpotentialcorrespondingtoaconstantand uniform

m agnetic �eld f�̂. AfterFouriertransform ation the ex-

pression in the exponentcan be written as

X

q0

Z
dq?

��(2�)2

h

2�il(q)� �(� q)�
�0(� q)�0(q)Q �Q �

2J0

� ��(� q)��(q)

�
1

2J0
Q 0Q 0 +

1

2K 0
Q �Q �

�i

: (A99)

Notethattem poraland space-likecom ponentsareinde-

pendent and can be integrated out separately. Integra-

tion over�0 istrivialand yields

exp

h

� 2�2J0
X

q0

Z
dqxdqy

��(2�)2

l0(� q)l0(q)

Q �Q �

i

= exp

h

� 2�2J0
X

q0

Z
dqxdqy

��(2�)2

l0(� q)l0(q)

4� 2cosqx � 2cosqy

i

:

(A100)

Therem aining integral

Z 1

� 1

Y

q

d�(q)�[Q ���]exp

hX

r

�

2�il�(� q)��(q)

�
� 1

2J0
Q 0Q 0 +

1

2K 0
Q �Q �

�
��(� q)��(q)

�i

(A101)

can becom puted by switching to 2D transverseand lon-

gitudinalcom ponentsof�,which wede�neon thelattice
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as

�L(q)= i
Q x�x(q)+ Q y�y(q)

Q ?

(A102)

�T (q)= i
� Qy�x(q)+ Q x�y(q)

Q ?

; (A103)

where

Q ? =

q

Q �Q � =

q

Q xQ x + Q yQ y :

The�x(r)and �y(r)can beexpressed through thetrans-

verse and longitudinalcom ponents ofthe gauge �led �

as

�x(q)= � i
Q x�L(q)� Qy�T (q)

Q ?

(A104)

�y(q)= � i
Q y�L(q)+ Q x�T (q)

Q ?

: (A105)

Now observe thatthe Jacobian ofthe transform ation

(�x;�y)! (�L ;�T )isunity,2D divergenceof� ispro-

portionalto �L asexpected:

Q ��� = � i�LQ ? ;

and

l�(� q)��(q)= lT (� q)�T (q)+ lL(q)�L (q) :

The integral(A101)can be written as

Z 1

� 1

Y

q

d�T (q)exp

hX

q0

Z
dqxdqy

��(2�)2

�

2�ilT (� q)�T (q)

�

�
1

2J0
Q 0Q 0 +

1

2K 0
Q �Q �

�

�T (� q)�T (q)

�i

;

(A106)

which �nally gives

Z0 /
X

l(r)

�
r � l

exp

h

� �
2
X

q0

Z
dqxdqy

��(2�)2

�

2J0
l0(� q)l0(q)

Q �Q �

+
lT (� q)lT (q)

1

2J0Q 0Q 0 +
1

2K 0Q �Q �

�i

: (A107)

Thisisthe desired vortex loop gasrepresentation ofour

m odel.Ratherthan integrating outthe gauge�eld � in

(A85),one can partially perform the sum overoverthe

integersl(r)and arriveatyetanother(dual)representa-

tion ofpartition function Z.The constraintr � l(r)= 0

in thepartition function Z0 (A85)isrewritten usingaux-

iliary variables�(r)as

X

l(r)

�
r � l;0

exp

"

�

P

r
l2(r)

2�V (�
0)
+ 2�i

X

r

l(r)� �(r)

#

=

X

l(r)

Y

r

Z 2�

0

d�(r)exp

h

�
1

2�V (�
0)

X

r

l
2(r)

+ 2�i
X

r

l(r)� �(r)+ i
X

�(r)r � l(r)

i

=

X

l(r)

Y

r

Z 2�

0

d�(r)exp

h

�
1

2�V (�
0)

X

r

l
2(r)

+ i
X

r

li(2��i(r)� ri�(r))

i

�

Y

r

Z 2�

0

d�(r)exp

2

4
X

r;i

�
0cos(r i�(r)� 2��i)

3

5 :

(A108)

The last equation describes a lattice superconductor.

Note thatthe partition function (A85)doesnotcontain

quadratic term s l2(r). Instead,one introduces a vortex

coreenergy term

�
1

2�V (�
0)

X

r

l
2(r)

by hand,and then,in the �nallattice superconductor

representation,a lim it� ! 1 istaken.Such a system is

called a frozen superconductor.Alternatively,term spro-

portionalto l2 can bekept�nite.Such \unfrozen lattice

superconductor" is equivalent to an ensem ble ofvortex

loops, nam ely an XY-m odelaugm ented with an addi-

tionalcoreenergy thatm akesform ation ofvorticesm ore

di�cult. Thus,applying (A108)to (A85)we obtain the

partition function Z0 describing lattice superconductor

in a �eld f coupled to uctuating gauge�eld �:

Y

r

Z 2�

0

d�(r)

Z 1

� 1

d�(r)�[�(r)]�

exp

hX

r;i

�
0cos(r i�(r)� 2��i)

�
X

r

�
1

2J0
(r � �)2? +

1

2K 0

�
(r � �)0 � f

�2
�i

:

(A109)

The last step of our derivation is the standard36

G inzburg-Landau expansion ofthe action and for com -

pleteness we reproduce here the derivation following

K leinert36.

First,we introduce a com plex �eld U r = exp(i�(r))

and de�ne covariantderivativeoperatorsD i, �D i accord-

ing to

D x�(r)= �(r+ x̂)e � 2�i� x � �(r) (A110)

�D x�(r)= �(r)� �(r� x̂)e2�i� x (r� x̂) : (A111)
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The following identity, which expresses the cosine in

(A109)through Ur,can be proved easily:

X

r

cos(r x�(r)� 2��A x)=
X

r

U
�
r(1+

1

2
�D xD x)Ur :

Thus,fora given �xed con�guration ofdualgauge �eld

� in (A109),the sum overallcon�gurationsofangular

variables�(r)is

ZX Y [�]=

Z

D �(r)e
P

r;i
�
0
cos(r i�(r)� 2�� i)

and can be transform ed into

ZX Y [�]=

Z

D � exp[3�0
X

r

U
�
r D̂ Ur] : (A112)

where D̂ =
�
1+ 1

6
�D iD i

�
.O perator D̂ isHerm itian,and

therefore allows decom position D̂ = K̂ 2. Let us show

thatZX Y isproportionalto

Z

D [�;�;� �]e
� 1

12� 0

P

r
j� rj

2
+ 1

2

P

r;r0
(�

�

r
K̂

rr
0U

r
0+ U

�

r
K̂

rr
0�

r
0)
:

(A113)

wherenotation

Z

D [�;� �]:::=
Y

r

Z 1

� 1

dRe�r dIm �r :::

isused.To establish theequivalence,wegroup theterm s

in the exponentas

�
1

12�0
(��

r � 6�0
X

r0

U
�
r0K̂ r0r)(�r � 6�0

X

r0

K̂ r0rUr0)

+ 3�0
X

r

X

r0r00

U
�
r00K̂ r00rK̂ rr0Ur0 : (A114)

Afterashiftofvariablesand integratingouttheauxiliary

�elds� r theresultcoincideswith (A112)up to an unim -

portantproportionality factor.To obtain the equivalent

description in term s of�eld �, we now integrate over

theangularvariables�r.To sim plify notation,wede�ne

�1 = K̂�=2 and � 2 = K̂ T ��=2,orm oreexplicitly,

8
>>><

>>>:

�1(r)=
1

2

X

r0

K̂ rr0�r0

�2(r)=
1

2

X

r0

K̂ r0r�
�
r0

:

Integration over the phases in (A112) now am ounts to

calculation ofdisentangled integralsatseparater:

Z

d�(r)ee
i�(r)

�2(r)+ e
� i�(r)

�1(r) = 2�I0(
p
4�1(r)�2(r)) ;

where I0 denotes the m odi�ed Besselfunction. Thus,

om itting non-essentialoverallprefactors the expression

forZX Y [�]assum esthe following form :

Z

D [�;� �]e
� 1

12� 0

P

r
j� rj

2
+
P

r
ln I0(

p
4�1(r)�2(r))

:

Finally,afterapplying the Taylorexpansion

lnI0(x)=
x2

4
�
x4

64
+ ::: ;

and retaining only the leading term s,we obtain

Z0 =

Z
Y

r

d�(r)d� �(r)d�(r)�[�(r)]�

exp

h

�
X

r

�
1

24
(D i�)

�(D i�)+
1

4

�
1

3�0
� 1

�

j�(r)j2

+
j�(r)j4

64
+

1

2J0
(r � �)2? +

1

2K 0

�
(r � �)0 � f

�2
�i

:

(A115)

The partition function (A115)isthe desired dualrep-

resentation ofourinitialanisotropicX Y m odelwith the

Berry phase,in the sim ple caseJ1 = J2 = 0.

Arm ed with the experience from the above derivation

we now return to the partition function Z ofthe full-

edged m odel(A84) containing J1 and J2. As we will

dem onstrate,the e�ectofthe nextnearestneighborin-

teractions willbe rather m odest: to the leading order

only the term proportionalto j�(r)j2 willbe m odi�ed.

The prefactors ofthis term willbe m odulated,having

di�erentvalueson the red and the black plaquettes.

To arrive at the dualrepresentation ofZ,we seek a

gauge that willensure the decoupling ofthe tem poral

and spatialcom ponents of�(q),sim ilarly to the radi-

ation gauge in the sim ple exam ple above. The bilinear

term sin �� appearing in the exponentcan be classi�ed

asfollowing:�rst,there isa contribution from the term

(r � A)20 which in an arbitrary (yetunknown)gaugehas

been already calculated in (A87)

�
1

2K 0

�

��(� q)��(q)Q �Q � � Q�Q ���(� q)��(q)

�

:

(A116)

To facilitate the bookkeeping ofvariousterm s resulting

from F [(r � �)? ]weusethe following setofidentities:

�bTx (� q)= � ie
iq0 ��T

0 (� q)

 

Q y 0

0 Q g
y

!

+ ie
iqy Q 0

��T
x (� q)�3

(A117)

�bx(q)= � ie
iq0

 

Q y 0

0 Q
g

y

!

��0(q)� ie
� iqy Q 0�3

��x(q) :

(A118)
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The expressions for�by(q) can be obtained by replacing

x $ y and the overallchange ofsign. Using these iden-

titiesthe bilinearform

�bTx (� q)

 

G 11(qy) G 12(qy)

G 21(qy) G 22(qy)

!

�bx(q)+ (x $ y)

can be written as a sum of two groups: the diagonal

term sare

��T
0 (� q)

 

Q yQ yG 11(qy) Q
g

yQ yG 12(qy)

Q
g

yQ
g
yG 21(qy) Q

g

yQ
g
yG 22(qy)

!

��0(q)

+ ��T
y (� q)

 

Q 0Q 0G 11(qy) � Q0Q 0G 12(qy)

� Q0Q 0G 21(qy) Q 0Q 0G 22(qy)

!

��y(q)

+ (x $ y) : (A119)

In addition,weobtain cross-term sthatcouplethespatial

and tem poralcom ponentsof��i

Q 0
��T
0 (� q)

�

P (qy)��y(q)+ P (qx)��x(q)

�

+ c:c: ;

(A120)

where c:c: denotes com plex conjugation and m atrices

P (q�)arede�ned as

P (q�)=

 

� Q�G 11(q�) Q �G 12(q�)

Q
g

�G 21(q�) � Q
g

�G 22(q�)

!

:

Note thatthe term sdiagonalin �0 areexactly whatwe

encountered in (A51)when we considered the 2D exam -

ple.Theo�-diagonalterm scan beelim inated altogether

by choosing a gaugede�ned by thefollowing relation be-

tween �x(q)and �y(q):

P (qy)��y(q)+ P (qx)��x(q)= 0 : (A121)

The m atrix equation can be resolved by ��y(q) =

�(q)��x(q) where m atrix � is de�ned as �(q) =

� P� 1(qy)P (qx). The spatialpart ofthe action in m o-

m entum spacebecom es

X

q0

Z
dqxdqy

��(2�)2

h

i�

�
�lTx (� q)+ �lTy (� q)�(q)

�
��x(q)

� ��x(� q)~X (q)��x(q)

i

; (A122)

where2� 2 m atrix ~X isde�ned as

1

4K 0

" 

Q 2
? 0

0 (Q
g

?
)2

!

+ �T (� q)

 

Q 2
? 0

0 (Q
g

?
)2

!

�(q)

#

+
1

4

h
 

G 11(qx) � G12(qx)

� G21(qx) G 22(qx)

!

+ �T (� q)

 

G 11(qx) � G12(qx)

� G21(qx) G 22(qx)

!

�(q)

i

: (A123)

Note that we om itted the second term in (A116) as it

is only ofthe orderQ 6
? and can be safely neglected for

extracting the long distance behavior. Afterintegrating

out�x,weobtain

exp

h

�
�2

4

X

q0

Z
dqxdqy

��(2�)2
�

�
�lTx (� q)+ �lTy (� q)�(q)

�

X
�
�lx(q)+ �T (� q)�ly(q)

�i

;

(A124)

whereX = ~X � 1.Expandingthisexpressionin theregion

of sm allm om enta as in (A55) and retaining only the

leading orderterm s,asin the two-dim ensionalexam ple,

we�nd

� �
2
X

q0

Z
dqxdqy

��(2�)2

1
1

2 ~J
q20 +

1

2K 0q? 2

�

�

qylx(� q)� qxly(� q)

��

qylx(q)� qxly(q)

�

q2
?

: (A125)

O bservethatthereareno cross-term sthatcouplem odes

atwavevectorsq and q � g to the orderofq0 and q� 2.

The spatialpart ofthe action after integrating out the

gauge�eldsisequivalenttotheresult(A107)obtained in

the fram ework ofsim ple m odelZ0 where J
0 is replaced

by the e�ective coupling constant ~J = J0+ J1 + J2.

Com bining (A125)and (A68),the�nalform oftheac-

tion Z in term sofclosed vortex loopsl(r)can bewritten

as

Z =
X

l(r)

�
r � l
exp

hX

r

�

2�il(r)� Af(r)� E
0
c(�)l

2
0(r)

�

� �
2
X

q0

Z
dqx dqy

��(2�)2

�
2~J

l0(� q)l0(q)

q2
?

+
1

1

2 ~J
q20 +

1

2K 0q? 2

lT (q)lT (� q)
�i

; (A126)

whereE 0
c(�)= � �2(J1 � J2)=4 depending on whether�

correspondsto a black ora red plaquette.

W e had intentionally used m om entum representation

forthelasttwo term sin theexponent.Itisim portantto

recognizethatthese term sareprecisely whatone would

have obtained forthe usual3D XY m odelwith no next

nearest neighbors interaction and the e�ective nearest

neighborscoupling constantequalto ~J = J0+ J1 + J2.

Thus, we m ay introduce a dual gauge �eld A (r) and

presentthe partition function as

Z =
X

l(r)

Z 1

� 1

Y

r

dA (r)�[A (r)]�
r � l

�

exp

hX

r

�

2�il(r)� (A (r)+ Af(r))

� E
0
c(�)l

2(r)�
(r � A )2?

2~J
�
(r � A )20

2K 0

�i

: (A127)
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By shifting A ! A � Af back weobtain

Z =

Z 1

� 1

Y

r

dA (r)�[A (r)]exp

hX

r

�

2�il(r)� A (r)

� E
0
c(�)l

2(r)�
(r � A )2?

2~J
�
[(r � A )0 � f]2

2K 0

�i

:

(A128)

Note that in the absence ofthe next nearest neighbors

interactions, a sim ilar expression (A85) contained no

quadratic term s l2(r) and the core energy � 1

�V (�0)
l2(r)

wasintroducesby hand. In the presentcase,the di�er-

ence �E 0
c ofthe coreenergieson the black and red sites

is�nitedueto theanisotropicnextnearestneighborsin-

teractions. However,the average m agnitude isstillzero

within ourm odel,and here we also need to introduce a

constantaveragecore energy term 1

�V (�0

0
)
l2(r). Thereby

wereplaceE 0
c(�)in (A128)by

1

�V (�
0(�))

!
1

�V (�
0
0
)
+ E

0
c(�) ;

where the function �0(�) is im plicitly de�ned by this

equation.

Therem ainingstepsrepeatthederivation leadingfrom

(A108)to (A115)with the replacem ent�0 ! �0(�)and
resultin theG inzburg-Landau expansion ofourdualthe-

ory:

Z =

Z Y

r

d�(r)d� �(r)d�(r)�[�(r)]�

exp

h

�
X

r

n
1
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(D i�)

�(D i�)

+
1

4

�
1

3�0(�)
� 1

�

j�(r)j2 +
1

64
j�(r)j4

+
1

2J0
(r � �)2? +

1

2K 0

�
(r � �)0 � f

�2
oi

: (A129)

Thisisour�nalresult{ thepartition function (A129)

represents the G inzburg-Landau functional of a dual

type-II superconductor appropriate for our m odeland

subjected to a constantdualm agnetic�eld f.
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