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A bstract

The incom m ensurate m agnetic response ofthe norm al-state cuprate perovskitesis

interpreted based on M ori’sm em ory function approach and thet-J m odelofCu-O

planes.In agreem entwith experim entthecalculated dispersion ofthesusceptibility

m axim ahastheshapeoftwo parabolaswith upward and downward brancheswhich

convergeattheantiferrom agneticwavevector.Them axim aarelocated at(1
2
;
1

2
� �),

(1
2
� �;

1

2
) and at (1

2
� �;

1

2
� �),(1

2
� �;

1

2
� �) in the lower and upper parabolas,

respectively.The upperparabola re
ectsthe dispersion ofm agnetic excitations of

the localized Cu spins,while the lower parabola arises due to a dip in the spin-

excitation dam ping attheantiferrom agneticwavevector.Form oderatedoping this

dip stem s from the weakness ofthe interaction between the spin excitations and

holesnearthe hotspots.
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One ofthe m ost interesting features ofthe inelastic neutron scattering in

lanthanum cuprates is that for hole concentrations x & 0:04,low tem pera-

turesand sm allenergy transfersthe scattering ispeaked atincom m ensurate

m om enta (1
2
;1
2
� �),(1

2
� �;1

2
) in the reciprocallattice units 2�=a with the

lattice period a [1].Forx . 0:12 the incom m ensurability param eter� isap-

proxim ately equalto x and saturates for larger x [2].The incom m ensurate

response wasobserved both below and above Tc [3].Recently the analogous

low-frequency incom m ensurability was observed in YBa2Cu3O 7� y [4].This

gives grounds to suppose that the incom m ensurability is a com m on feature

ofcuprateperovskiteswhich doesnotdepend on subtle detailsofthe energy

structure.However,forlargerfrequenciesthesusceptibility di�ersessentially

in these two typesofcuprates.In the underdoped YBa2Cu3O 7� y both below

and above Tc a m axim um was observed at frequencies !r = 25 � 40 m eV
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[5].Forthis frequency the m agnetic response is sharply peaked atthe anti-

ferrom agneticwave vectorQ = (1
2
;1
2
).Contrastingly,no m axim um at!r was

observed in lanthanum cuprates[6].Foreven largerfrequenciesthem agnetic

responsebecom esagain incom m ensuratein both typesofcuprateswith peaks

located at (1
2
� �;1

2
� �),(1

2
� �;1

2
� �) [5,7,8].The dispersion ofthe m ax-

im a in thesusceptibility resem blestwo parabolaswith upward and downward

brancheswhich converge atk = Q and ! � !r [8].

The nature ofthe m agnetic incom m ensurability isthe subject ofactive dis-

cussion nowadays.The m ost frequently used approaches for its explanation

are based on the picture ofitinerant electrons with the susceptibility calcu-

lated in therandom phaseapproxim ation [9]and on thestripedom ain picture

[8,10].In the form erapproach the low-frequency incom m ensurability iscon-

nected with the Ferm isurface nesting which exists in the norm alstate or

arises after the superconducting transition.In view ofthe sim ilarity ofthe

incom m ensurability in yttrium and lanthanum cupratesthisapproach im plies

the near resem blance oftheir Ferm isurfaces and their change with doping

which ishighly im probable.Besides,theapplicability ofthepictureofitiner-

antelectronsforunderdoped cupratescastsdoubts.Asforthesecondnotion,it

should benoted thatin theelasticneutron scattering thecharge-density wave

connected with stripesisobserved only in crystalswith the low-tem perature

tetragonalorthe low-tem perature less-orthorhom bic phases(La2� xBaxCuO 4

and La2� y� xNdySrxCuO 4)and doesnotobserved in La2� xSrxCuO 4 in thelow-

tem peratureorthorhom bicphase[11].Atthesam etim ethem agneticincom -

m ensurability issim ilarin thesetwotypesofcrystals.Itcan besupposed that

them agneticincom m ensurability isthecauseratherthan thee�ectofstripes

which areform ed with an assistance ofphonons.

In thepresentwork thegeneralform ulaforthem agneticsusceptibility derived

in them em ory function approach [12]isused.Forthedescription ofspin ex-

citationsin the doped antiferrom agnetthet-J m odelofa Cu-O planeisem -

ployed.In thisapproach them entioned peculiaritiesofthem agneticproperties

ofcupratesarereproduced including theproperfrequency and m om entum lo-

cation ofthe susceptibility m axim a.The incom m ensurability for ! > !r is

connected with thedispersion ofspin excitations.Theincom m ensurability for

lowerfrequenciesisrelated tothedip in thespin-excitation dam pingatQ .For

m oderatedoping thisdip stem sfrom theweaknessoftheinteraction between

thespin excitationsand holesnearthehotspots.Such form oftheinteraction

constant follows from the factthata decaying site spin excitation creates a

ferm ion pairwith com ponentsresiding on thesam eand neighborsites.

In the m em ory function approach the im aginary part ofthe m agnetic sus-

ceptibility,which isdirectly connected with thecross-section ofthem agnetic
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scattering,isdescribed by theform ula [13]

�
00
(k!)= �

4�2B !=R(k!)

[!2 � !fk<R(k!)� !2
k
]2 + [!fk=R(k!)]

2
; (1)

where fk = (i_sz
k
;� i_sz� k)

� 1,(A;B )= i
R
1

0
dth[A(t);B ]i,the angularbrackets

denote the statisticalaveraging,A(t)= eiH tAe� iH t with the Ham iltonian H ,

�B is the Bohr m agneton,sz
k
= N � 1=2

P

n e
iknsz

n
with the num ber ofsites

N and the z com ponent ofthe spin sz
n
on the lattice site n,i_sz

k
= [sz

k
;H ],

!2

k
= (i_sz

k
;� i_sz� k)(s

z
k
;sz� k)

� 1,R(k!) = � i
R1

0
dtei!t(A 2t;A

y

2
) is the m em ory

function with A 2 = i2�sz
k
� !2

k
sz
k
,

i
d

dt
A 2t = (1� P0)(1� P1)[A 2t;H ];A 2;t= 0 = A 2;

and theprojection operatorsPk,k = 0;1,arede�ned as

PkQ = (Q;A
y

k)(A k;A
y

k)
� 1
A k

with theoperatorsA 0 = sz
k
and A 1 = i_sz

k
.

Todescribethespin excitationsofCu-O planeswhich determ inethem agnetic

propertiesofcupratesthet-J m odel[14]isused.ItsHam iltonian reads

H =
X

nm �

tnm a
y
n�am � +

1

2

X

nm

Jnm snsm ; (2)

where an� = jn�ihn0jisthe hole annihilation operator,n and m labelsites

ofthe square lattice,� = � 1 is the spin projection,jn�i and jn0i are site

statescorresponding to the absence and presence ofa hole on the site,sz
n
=

1

2

P

� �jn�ihn�jand s�
n
= jn�ihn;� �jare the spin-1

2
operators.Considering

theinteraction between nearestneighborspins,described by theparam eterJ,

and theholehopping to nearestand nextnearestneighborsites,described by

theparam eterstand t0,respectively,the term sin Eq.(1)arebroughtto the

form [13]

(i_s
z
k
;� i_s

z
� k)= 4(1� 
k)(JjC1j+ tF1);

!
2

k
= 16J

2
�jC1j(1� 
k)(�+ 1+ 
 k);

(3)

=R(k!)=
8�t!2

k

N

X

k0

g
2

kk0

1Z

� 1

d!
0
A(k

0
!
0
)

� A(k + k
0
;! + !

0
)
nF (! + !0)� nF (!

0)

!
;
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where 
k =
1

2
[cos(kx)+ cos(ky)],C1 = hs+ 1

n
s� 1
n+ a

iand F1 = hay
n
an+ aiare the

spinandholecorrelationsonneighborsites,aisavectorconnectingthesesites,

� � 1 isthevertex correction param eter,gkk0 = 
k0 � 
k+ k0 +
t0

t
(
0

k0
� 
0

k+ k0
),


0
k
= cos(kx)cos(ky),nF (!) = [exp(!=T)+ 1]� 1 with the tem perature T,

A(k!)istheholespectralfunction which istaken in theform

A(k!)=
�=�

(! � "k + �)2 + �2
(4)

in thiswork.Here � isthe chem icalpotential,� isthe arti�cialbroadening,

and "k istheholedispersion.

In Eq.(3),� / � � 2 where � is the correlation length ofthe short-range

antiferrom agnetic order[15].Thus,in the short-range orderthe frequency of

spin excitationsatQ isnonzero,in contrastto theclassicalantiferrom agnetic

m agnons.Asfollowsfrom Eq.(3),thedispersion ofspin excitationshasalocal

m inim um atQ and can be approxim ated as!k = [!2

Q
+ c2(k � Q )2]1=2 near

thism om entum [13].

To sim plify calculations let us set T = 0.Notice that =R(k!) is an even

function ofthefrequencyand considertheregion! � 0.TheintegralinEq.(3)

reducesto
R
0

� ! d!
0A(k0!0)A(k + k0;! + !0)and forthe spectralfunction (4)

iseasily integrated.For� � ! thestateswith energies� ! < "k0� � < 0 and

0< "k+ k0 � � < ! m akethem ain contribution to thisintegral.

In the following,we use the valuesofC1,F1,� and � calculated self-consis-

tently in thet-J m odelon a20� 20latticefortherangeofholeconcentrations

0 � x . 0:16 [15].The calculations were carried out for the param eters

t= 0:5 eV and J = 0:1 eV corresponding to hole-doped cuprates[16].For"k

weapplytheholedispersion "k = � 0:0879+ 0:5547
k� 0:1327
0
k
� 0:0132
2k+

0:0925[cos(2kx)cos(ky)+ cos(kx)cos(2ky)]� 0:0265
0
2k
proposed from theanal-

ysisofphotoem ission data in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8 [17].Herethecoe�cientsarein

electronvolts.Analogous results can be obtained also with other m odeldis-

persions[9,17].

Them om entum dependenceof�00(k!)calculated with theaboveequationsis

shown inFig.1.Asseen from this�gure,therearethreefrequencyregionswith

di�erentshapesofthem om entum dependenceof�00(k!).The�rstregionisthe

vicinity ofthefrequency !Q ofthegap in thedispersion ofspin excitationsat

Q .Fortheparam etersofFig.1!Q � 37m eV.In thisregion �00ispeaked atQ .

Forsm allerand largerfrequenciesthe m agnetic response isincom m ensurate.

Thedispersion ofm axim ain �00(k!)forscansalongtheedgeand thediagonal

ofthe Brillouin zone and their fullwidths at halfm axim um (FW HM ) are

shown in Fig.2.
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Fig.1.W ave-vectorscan of�00forT = 0,x � 0:12,� = � 40 m eV,and ! = 70 m eV,

� = 3:5 m eV (a),! = 35 m eV,� = 3:5 m eV (b),! = 2 m eV,� = 1:5 m eV (c).

Calculationswerecarried outin a 1200� 1200 lattice.Thesolid linescorrespond to

scansalong the edge ofthe Brillouin zone,k = (�;1
2
);the dashed linesare forthe

zone diagonal,k = (�;�).

To understand the above resultsnotice that�00 in Eq.(1)hasthe resonance

denom inatorwhich willdom inate in the m om entum dependence for! � !Q

ifthe spin excitationsare notoverdam ped.Param etersofFig.1 correspond

to thiscase.For! � !Q theequation ! = !k determ inesthepositionsofthe

m axim ain �00(k!)which aresom ewhatshifted by them om entum dependence

of=R (forsim plicity the term with <R isincluded in !k).Using the above

approxim ation for!k we�nd thatthem axim a in �
00arelocated neara circle

centered atQ with theradiusc� 1(!2 � !2
Q
)1=2 [13,18].

For ! < !Q the nature ofincom m ensurability is com pletely di�erent.It is

m ost easily seen in the lim it ofsm all! when Eq.(1) reduces to �00(k!) /

!
� 4
k
=R(k!).!� 4

k
isa decreasing function ofthe di�erence k � Q which acts

in favorofa com m ensurate peak.However,if=R(k!)hasa pronounced dip

at Q incom m ensurate peaks arise.For sm allx the dip appears due to the

nesting oftheellipsesform ing theFerm isurfacewith thewavevectorQ [19].

Forlargerx the m echanism ofthe dip form ation isthe following.Fork = Q

and sm all! holestateswhich m akethem ain contribution to =R arelocated

nearthe hotspots (see the inset in Fig.2).Forthese states the interaction

constant gQ k0 in Eq.(3)is sm allwhich leads to the sm allness of=R.W ith

m oving away from Q m om enta ofstatescontributing to the dam ping recede

from thehotspotsand gkk0 and =R grow.Thus,thedam ping hasa dip atQ

5
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Fig.2.The dispersion ofm axim a in �00(k!) for scans along the edge [k = (�;1
2
),

solid lines]and the diagonal[k = (�;�),dashed lines]ofthe Brillouin zone.The

latterdispersion are drawn only in thefrequency rangein which these m axim a are

m ore intensive than those along the edge.Param eters are the sam e as in Fig.1.

Horizontalbars are FW HM for m axim a along the edge.Inset:The Ferm isurface

for� = � 40 m eV (thesolid line).Dashed linesshow theboundary ofthem agnetic

Brillouin zone,circlesarethe hotspots.

which leads to the low-frequency incom m ensurability shown in Fig.1c.The

sm allness ofgQ k0 nearthe hotspotsisrelated to the factthatthe decaying

site spin excitation createsthe ferm ion pairon the sam e and neighborsites.

Asa resultgkk0 containsthefunctions
k0,
k+ k0 and 

0
k0
� 
0

k0+ k
vanishing on

theboundary ofthem agneticBrillouin zoneand atk = Q .

The dispersion ofpeaks in �00 which is sim ilar to that shown in Fig.2 was

observed in YBa2Cu3O 7� y and La2� xBaxCuO 4 [4,8].Asseen from Fig.1,for

frequencies! < !Q thesusceptibility ispeaked atk = (1
2
;1
2
� �)and (1

2
� �;1

2
),

whilefor! > !Q them axim a arelocated at(1
2
� �;1

2
� �),(1

2
� �;1

2
� �).This

resultisalso in agreem entwith experim entalobservations[4,7,8].Noticethat

in these crystalsFerm isurfacesare sim ilarto thatshown in Fig.2 [20].The

dependenceoftheincom m ensurability param eter� on x forsm all! isshown

in Fig.3.In agreem ent with experim ent (see the inset in Fig.3) � grows

nearly linearly with x up tox . 0:12and then saturates.In thesecalculations

the change ofthe hole dispersion with doping was not considered and the

dependence �(x) is connected solely with the variation of!Q / �� 1 / x1=2

[15].W e found that the low-frequency incom m ensurability disappears when

� > !.Besides,it disappears also if� approaches the extended van Hove

singularitiesat(0;�),(�;0).In thiscasefork = Q theentireregion ofthese

singularitiesinwhich gkk0isnonzerocontributesto=R.Thism aybethereason

ofthedisappearanceoftheincom m ensurability in overdoped cuprates[2].In

thecalculationstheincom m ensurability disappearsalso in sm alllattices.

Asm entioned above,fortheparam eterschosen spin excitationsarenotover-

dam ped nearQ .Asa consequencethefrequency dependenceof�00(Q !)hasa

6
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Fig.3.Theincom m ensurability param eter� vs.x for! = 2 m eV.Thevalueof� for

x = 0:043 wastaken from Ref.[19].Inset:experim entaldata [2]forLa2� xSrxCuO 4.

Connecting linesare a guideto the eye.
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Fig.4.The frequency dependence of�00.The solid linesare ourresultsforT = 0,

x � 0:12,� = � 40 m eV,� = 3:5 m eV,k = Q (a) and for k = (0:42;0:5) and

the scaled hole dispersion (see text)(b).Squaresare the odd susceptibility in the

norm al-state YBa2Cu3O 6:83 (x � 0:14 [21]) at T = 100 K and k = Q [5](a) and

thesusceptibility in La1:86Sr0:14CuO 4 forT = 35 K attheincom m ensuratepeak [6]

(b).

pronounced m axim um at! � !Q which resem blesthesusceptibility observed

in the superconducting and norm alstates ofunderdoped YBa2Cu3O 7� y.As

seen in Fig.4a,the experim entalwidth ofthe m axim um is approxim ately

twice as large as the calculated one.Partly it is connected with the di�er-

encein tem peraturesforthetwo setsofthedata.Besides,thedecreaseofthe

hole bandwidth and the increase ofthe hole dam ping lead to a substantial

growth of=R and to the overdam ping ofspin excitations [13].An exam ple
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ofsuch changesisshown in Fig.4b where theresultswere obtained with the

hole dispersion scaled by the factor 0.4.The calculations were carried out

for k = (0:42;0:5) which corresponds to the low-frequency incom m ensurate

peak in Fig.1c.The growth of=R leadsto the red shiftofthe m axim um in

�00(!).Itsposition isno longerconnected with the frequency ofspin excita-

tions.The sim ilarfrequency dependence of�00 isobserved in La2� xSrxCuO 4

[6].Theincreased =R hasnom arked e�ecton thelow-frequency incom m ensu-

rability,howeverforthefrequencies!Q � ! � 150 m eV wefound only broad

com m ensuratepeaksfortheparam etersofFig.4b.

Ourconsideration wasrestricted to thenorm alstate.Clearly thesam em ech-

anism slead to the incom m ensurate m agnetic response also in the supercon-

ducting state.

In sum m ary,itwasshown thatthe calculated m om entum and frequency de-

pendenciesofthe im aginary partofthe susceptibility �00,the dispersion and

location ofm axim a in itand theconcentration dependenceoftheincom m en-

surability param eteraresim ilarto thoseobserved in lanthanum and yttrium

cuprates.The dispersion ofthe m axim a in �00 resem bles two parabolaswith

upward and downward brancheswhich convergeattheantiferrom agneticwave

vectorQ and attherespectivefrequency ofspin excitations.W erelatetheup-

perparabola to the spin-excitation dispersion.The incom m ensurability con-

nected with the lower parabola is related to the dip in the spin-excitation

dam ping atQ .Form oderatedoping thedip arisesdueto thesm allnessofthe

interaction between spinexcitationsandholesnearthehotspots.Inagreem ent

with experim enttheincom m ensuratepeakswhich form thelowerparabolaare

located atm om enta (1
2
;1
2
� �),(1

2
� �;1

2
),while peaksin the upperparabola

are at(1
2
� �;1

2
� �),(1

2
� �;1

2
� �).Also in agreem ent with experim ent the

low-frequency incom m ensurability param eter � grows linearly with the hole

concentration x for x . 0:12 and then saturates.By the variation ofthe

hole bandwidth and dam ping the frequency dependencies ofthe susceptibil-

ity which resem ble those observed in YBa2Cu3O 7� y and La2� xSrxCuO 4 were

obtained.

Thiswork wassupported by theESF grantNo.5548.
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