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A notableaspectofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductivityin thecopperoxidesistheunconventional

nature ofthe underlying paired-electron states. The appearance ofa resonance peak,observed in

inelastic neutron spectroscopy in the superconducting state ofthe High T c cuprates,its apparent

linear correlation with the criticalsuperconducting tem perature ofeach ofthe com poundsand its

disappearancein thenorm alstateareratherintriguing.Itm ay wellbethatthispeak isthesignature

ofthe singletto tripletexcitation,and isan unique characteristic ofa d-wave superconductor.W e

develop a sim ple criterion for the resonance peak which is based on the concept oftwist sti�ness

and itsdisappearance atT= T c.

Them ostnotablefeatureoftheunconventionalnature

ofthe High Tc cupratesbesidesitsnear-neighborsinglet

ground state,is its superconducting gap �;unlike con-

ventionalB :C:S behavior,where�,theam pltudeofthe

gap goesup asTc goesup,them easured �asrevealed by

angularresolved photoem ission spectroscopy1 goesdown

as Tc goes up! This had led som e authors2to postulate

thattheenergyscalegoverningTc isphasesti�nessofthe

orderparam eterorthesuperuid density ratherthan the

m odulus of� where � �� is the superconducting con-

densate density. Inelastic neutron scattering in High Tc

cupratecom poundshasbeen ofim m ensehelp toenhance

our understanding ofthe m agnetic aspects underlying

physics ofHigh Tc.
3 It told us right away without any

am biguity thatthere areatleasttwo clearsignaturesof

theunconventionalsuperconductivity:spin gap and res-

onancefrequency.Som egeneralfeaturesem ergefrom all

the com pundsso farstudied:

(a) Localantiferrom agnetic or singlet correlations in

the norm aland superconducting states are observed ,

as evidenced by an incoherentbackground ofspin exci-

tation,S (q;!),particularly at wave vector q = �;� &

frequency !.

(b)O n the low energy side ,an excitation energy gap

, called spin gap E g opens up in the superconducting

state, which tends to zero at the criticalhole concen-

tration where superconductivity �rst appears and is a

m axim um atoptim um doping4.

(c)The m ostunexpected feature ofthe inelastic neu-

tron spectroscopy is the em ergence ofan extrem ely in-

tenseand narrow peak only in thesuperconducting state

attheresonanceenergy !r;atq= �;� thatisahallm ark

ofeach superconducting com pound. (Y B a2C u3O 7�x ,
5

B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ �
6,La2�x SrxC uO 4

7). This resonance

is a collective spin excitation m ode where the m agnetic

excitation spectrum condensesinto a peak ata wellde-

�ned energy.Itgenerallydisappearswhen Tc goestozero

and isa genericfeatureofallthe cuprates.The striking

characteristic ofthe resonance peak isitslinear scaling

with Tc;asm easured fora variety ofdopings
8.

O ur m ain objective in this com m unication is to con-

vey an underlying universality relating to the resonance

peak;the sim plicity ofthe m odeland its connection to

underlying sym m etriesisitsappealing feature.

W e assum e to start with that the superconducting

ground state is a d-wave singlet. In order to bring out

the underlying sym m etry elem entsofthe superconduct-

ingand thenorm alstate,letusintroducethewellknown

concept of superconducting phase sti�ness (related to

charge sti�ness)9,spin sti�ness10aswellasthatoftwist

sti�nesswhich isofparticularrelevanceto nearneighbor

singlets and is associated with chirality. Each ofthese

threesti�nessesareassociated with a distinctsym m etry

operation and expressestheenergyincreaseofthesystem

aseach sym m etry operation isapplied. Letusconsider

a spinoron site i

 i =

 

c
y

i"

c
y

i#

!

(1)

Here the c
y

i"
are the electron creation operatoron site i

in a spin state" and sim ilarly fortheotherspin #.There

arethreesetsoftransform ation thatwe can consideron

thespinors,onein thechargesector,onein thespin sector

and onein the twistsector.

(a)In the chargesectoritisgiven by

 
0

i = exp(ie’i) i (2)

whereeis theelectron’schargecausing a rotation by an

angle’i,in theelectrom agneticgaugespace.Thisisthe

one param etertransform ation ofsym m etry group U (1).

In anysuperconductingground state,theU (1)sym m etry

willbe broken signifying blocking ofthe phase ’ ofthe

superconducting orderparam eter and hence a non zero

superconducting phasesti�nessD s:
11

(b) W e can also rotate the spinor in the spin sector

by rotating thespin through an angle�i around thespin

� � axis so that

 
0

i = exp

�

i
�

2
�i

�

 i (3)

where � is the Paulispin m atrix. The group sym m etry

is SO (3) or SU (2). W e note that ifthe ground state

is a superconducting d� spin singlet S = 0;the ground

state energy willbe una�ected by rotation ofthe spin

axis ,whatever the Ham iltonian is and as a result the

spin sti�nessD �,isnecessarily zero :
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(c)Thetwiststi�nessisbestunderstood by introduc-

ing the chirality wherewewrite

 
0

i = exp

�
i� 5�i

2

�

 i (4)

here the chirality operator5
12transcribesthe factthat

thespin rotation �i on siteiisexactly equaland opposite

to thaton the nearneighborsite j whence �i� �j = 2�:

Thisgives

 
0

i = exp

�
i� �

2

�

 i ; (5)

 
0

j = exp

�
� i� �

2

�

 j

Ifthesiteiand jbelong to sublatticeA and B ;then the

chiralrotation twistsonesublatticearound anotherby a

rigid angle�:Thesym m etry oftheoperation becauseof

twositesisSU (2)� SU (2)which isin thesam ehom otopy

classasSO (4):Ifthe ground state isa nearneighborsin-

glet,the twistrotation � m ixesthe singletwith the triplet

and hence leads to increase ofthe ground state energy.

Thiswillbeclearifweconsiderthefourbasispairstates

on nearneighborsitesi& j written as13
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Herejbi= by j0i& jt�i= ty� j0i:jbiisa S = 0 singlet

while the three jt�i are S = 1;triplets and the four

states constitute the sym m etry SO (4). E�ect ofchiral

rotaion on sitei& jwith thesebasiswavefunctions.will

give4� 4 m atrix

�
b

t�

� 0

= exp(i���)

�
b

t�

�

(7)

The twist � has m ixed up singlets and triplets. This

m akes the twist sti�ness D t 6= 0 (the twist operation

is nonunitary in this ground state). The Lie algebra of

SO (4)isclosed by the three generatorsthatconnectt�
am ongstthem selvesbypurespin axisrotation,expression

(3) and by the other three generators that connect b

with the three t ’s through the twist rotation (5). As

for illustration let us a take a m odelham iltonian t� J

ham iltonian14

H o = � t
X

i;j

c
y

i�cj� � J

i6= j
X

i;j

SiSj (8)

Herethe�rstterm istheelectron hopping between sites

iand j;tbeing the hopping integralwhile the lastterm

isa Heisenberg antiferrom agneticexchangeinteraction J

between �rstnearneighborspinsSi and Sj on siteiand

j:Doest� J ham iltonian havea superconducting ground

state? The �rstofthe gaugetransform ation (expression

2 )hasbeen used to show thatitssibling,the Hubbard

ham iltonian (in thelargeU lim it)hasa superconducting

ground state with a nonzero phase sti�ness D s at T =

015:W hat about the twist sti�ness ofthe Ham iltonian

(8)? In order to calculate the twist sti�ness,we apply

uniform twist �;between near neighbor sites i & j of

sublattice A and B .Itisconvenientto transform H o in

term sofsingletand tripletpairoperatorsusing the pair

representation ofthe spin operators13which wewriteas

H o = � t
X

i;j

c
y

i�
cj� �

3J

4

X

�

b
y
�b� +

J

4

X
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�
b
2

� + t
2

�

�
(9)

Here� isthechem icalpotentialassum ed sam eoverall

space. This term is una�ected by twistand we assum e

that the sum
P

�

�
b2� + t2�

�
over � near neighbor pairs

which is = N electron is conserved. In the lim it ofsm all

twistthe Ham iltonian getsm odi�ed

H
0

= H (0)+ H (�) (10)

wherethe�rstpartistheunperturbed untwisted Ham il-

tonian. By developing H (�) to second orderwe obtain

forthe perturbing term

H (�)=
X

i;j

�

j
�
ij� �

1

4
Tij�

2

�

(11)

where j�ij isthe spin currentoperatorand Tij isthe ki-

netic energy operator.They aregiven respectively by

ĵ = it

2

4
X
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�
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y
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�
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2
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�
b
2
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2

�

�
(12)

W e getground stateenergy shiftdue to twist� as

�E o = hH (�)i=
N

2
D t�

2 (13)

D t(! = 0)isthetwiststi�ness(in two dim ensionsithas

the dim ension ofenergy).Itisform ally given by

D t(!)=
1

N

2

6
4

D

� T̂

E

�
X

n6= 0

0

B
@

D

0jĵ� jn

E2

�n � �o � �h!
�

D

n jĵ� j0

E2

�o � �n � �h!

1

C
A

3

7
5

(14)

In the absence ofthe hopping term and ofthe spin cur-

rentterm ,theenergy increaseperelectron isprecisely J

which isthebaretwiststi�ness.The�rstterm ofD t(!)
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isthediam agneticcurrentcontribution tosti�nessdueto

the averagevalue ofthe kinetic energy while the second

term reectssecond ordercontribution of\param agnetic

spin currentconductivity"�t(!)although hj�i= 0.The

energy levels �n are the triplet excited states for a m o-

m entum transfer�;� (which hasa gap Eg asm easured

by inelastic neutron spectroscopy). The spin currentin

the twisted fram e isthe response to a \twistvectorpo-

tential" (engendered by localtwist) just as the charge

currentis response to an electrom agnetic vector poten-

tial. The linear coe�cient ofthe totalresponse is the

corresponding twiststi�ness.W ecan rewritetheexpres-

sion (14) m ore conveniently in analogy to the m issing

area sum rule16ofthe m issing Drude weightas

D t�(!)= D
o
t�(!)�

Z 1

o

�t(!)d! (15)

Here the second term on the right reects the exhaus-

tion oftwistrigidity through incoherentspin excitation

where �t(!) is � Im �? (!);the trasverse spin suscep-

tibility. From the experim entalneutron data8,we know

thatIm �? (!)isverylargeatthecriticalholeconcentra-

tion @c
h
atwhich Tc = 0 while Im �? (!)m onotonically

decreases( integrated spectralweight)in the supercon-

ducting state as optim um doping @
opt

h
is approached so

thatwecan reasonably concludethatD t = 0 at@h = @ch

while D t oughtto be a m axim um at@h = @
opt

h
:In other-

wordsD t isacorrectindicatorofd-wavesuperconductiv-

ity.Thenon-zerophasesti�nessin conventionals� wave

superconductorresultsfrom brokenU (1)electrom agnetic

gaugesym m etry.Thenon-zero spin sti�nessin a system

with long rangem agneticorderisassociated with a bro-

ken SO (3)sym m etry ofthe rotationalinvariance ofthe

spin space and D � goesto zero atT = TN when the in-

variance isrestored.W hatsym m etry orsym m etriesare

broken when the phase coherent singlet d-wave ground

stateem erges? W em ay think ofthed� wave supercon-

ducting stateasa statewhereSO (4)sym m etry isexplic-

itly broken aswellasU (1). The norm alstate isthen a

state with zero twist sti�ness where the broken SO (4)

sym m etry pertaining to singletand thethreetripletshas

been restored.Ifnow we acceptthe prem ise thatatTc,

twiststi�nessD t goesto zero,then onem akesthesim ple

statem entthatkTc isequalto thevalueoftwiststi�ness

atT = 0 (strictly speaking one should use renorm alised

sti�nessdue to tripletexcitations)and wehave

kTc = D t(T = 0;! = 0) (16)

Theexpression relatingspin sti�nesstosom echaracteris-

ticfrequency(which weshallbaptiseresonancefrequency

!r)can be written as
1718

D t(T;! = 0)= �? (T)�h
2
!
2

r (T) (17)

The resonance frequency !r is a sm allam plitude har-

m onic twist oscillation or rigid precession ofsublattice

A with respect to sublattice B : Here �? (T) is the

transverse spin ip m agnetic susceptibility, which has

its largest value at Q = �;�. The transverse static

susceptibility �? (T) in the High Tc cuprates (as m ea-

sured by N.M .R 1

T2G
spin -spin relaxation rate) can be

param etrised as19

�? (T)=
A

k(T + Tc)
(18)

where A is a phenom enogicalconstant. That this form

ofthestaticsusceptibility in thenorm alstateatT � Tc
isappropriatecan bechecked from theim aginary partof

susceptibility

Im �? (!;T)�
!

T
(19)

which is ofa form universally observed for sm all !

T

20.

This behavior in the norm alstate probably points to

proxim ity to a quantum criticalpointforspin excitation.

In a tem perature range above Tc the spin correlations

have a rapid decay in space but a slow decay in tim e

due to a large density of S = 1 excited states. Real

partofthe dynam icalsusceptibility �? (q;!)would not

show a narrow peak around a speci�c ordering vector

butIm �? (T;!)willexhibitconsiderable weightatlow

frequency.Using expression (17)and (18),weobtain

�h!r = akTc (20)

This is our centralresult. It corroborates a posteri-
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FIG . 1: Resonance frequency vs. superconducting critical

tem perature Tc,extracted from references[5,6,8,21].

orithe centralassum pion that the coherentpartofthe

spectralweight is very sim ply related to twist sti�ness

and em ergesascoherentresonance peak;and whose in-

tensity reectsthe incoherentspin excitationsthathave

disappeared from the energy range 0 � ! � Eg in ac-

cordancewith the sum rule(15).Superconductivity can

onlyariseasthed� wavesingletsm anagetoshakeo�the

tripletsfrom the norm alstate soup ofsinglets& triplets,

as a result ofthe opening up ofthe spin gap E g (�;�).
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Theexpression (23)isplotted in �gure(1),with neutron

and ARPES21 data superim posed. The proportionality

constant a m easured from �g 1 gives the num ber 0:42

m e�=�K . Ifwe are at the criticalhole doping concen-

tration @ch atwhich both TN ,theNeeltem perature& Tc;

the superconducting criticaltem perature are both zero,

then we m ust have D � = 0 and D t = 0;signifying no

long range m agnetic orderand no long range superuid

order;it is a quantum criticalpoint. It is wellknown

thatZn doping destroysTc:Itisseen by neutronsthat

doping with Zn introduces large low energy spin uc-

tuations(integrated spectralweightincreaes,thespin gap

E g(�;�)rapidly goesto zero),thatwilldriveDt to zero

suppressing !r and killing superconductivity. The nor-

m alstatecan bede�ned asaspin liquid (byde�nition has

no sublatticem agnetisation)wherewehaveconsiderable

low energy spin excitation.W ealso requirethattransla-

tionalinvariancebeunbroken forthesystem toqualify as

a liquid. Thusitdescribesa gaplessspin liquid m ore in

conform ity with theoriginalsuggestion ofthelong range

RVB liquid22 In itslossoftwiststi�nessthe spin liquid

behaveslikeanyconventionalliquid loosingshearrigidity

atthe m elting transition. The conceptoftwiststi�ness

isbased on infinitesim ally sm alltwistasiscustom ary

in thesede�nitions;beyond T � Tc;therestored dynam -

icalSO (4) sym m etry im plies b ( ) t� pair uctuation

in the spin liquid phase costing no energy around the

untwisted singlet.Ifthissym m etry persistsforalltwist

anglesthen wewillbein thefrustrated \Henley lim it"23

ofin�nite classicalspin degeneracy where onesublattice

A willtwistfreely around theothersublatticeB and the

two sublatticesaretotally decoupled.O relsethesystem

m ay develop a region where D t(T � Tc) m ay becom e

negativeforlarge twistangles generating largesinglet-

triplet excursions and hence m ay go spontaneously to

a distorted or twisted ground state24. Although twist

sti�ness and superconducting phase sti�ness are di�er-

entatT = 0;theirsim ultaneousdisappearanceatT = Tc

is indicated by the Arpes results21ofthe hum p and dip

structure in the electronic spectralweight and point to

strong coupling oftripletand phase uctuation asTc is

approached.

Severaltheoreticalm odelsexist25 thatexplain theres-

onance peak. O ur objective in this paper has been rel-

atively sim ple: can we understand the resonance peak

withouta detailed m odeland doesithave som e predic-

tiveability asto the underlying sym m etry natureofthe

norm aland superconducting state? I think the argu-

m entsgiven in thispaperwillthrow som e new lighton

theseissues.
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