arXiv:cond-mat/0506490v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 20 Jun 2005

A phenom enologicalm odel of the R esonance peak in H igh T . Superconductors

Benoy Chakraverty

Lepes, C N R S, Grenobl 38042, France.
D ated: 20/06/2005)

A notable aspect ofhigh-tem perature superconductivity in the copper oxides is the unconventional
nature of the underlying paired-electron states. T he appearance of a resonance peak, observed In
nelastic neutron spectroscopy in the superconducting state of the H igh T. cuprates, its apparent
linear correlation w ith the critical superconducting tem perature of each of the com pounds and its
disappearance In the nom alstate are rather intriguing. Itm ay wellbe that thispeak isthe signature
of the singlet to triplet excitation, and is an unigue characteristic of a d-wave superconductor. W e
develop a sin ple criterion for the resonance peak which is based on the concept of twist sti ness

and is disappearance at T=T..

T hem ost notable feature of the unconventionalnature
ofthe H igh T, cuprates besides is nearneighbor singlet
ground state, is its superconducting gap ; unlke con—
ventionalB € S behavior, where ,the am pltude ofthe
gap goesup asT. goesup, them easured asgevealed by
angular resolved photoem ission spect:tosoopyﬂ goes dow n
as T. goes up! This had led som e author£to postulate
that the energy scale governing T, isphase sti nessofthe
orderparam eter or the super uid density ratherthan the
modulis of where is the superconducting con—
densate density. Inelastic neutron scattering in High T
cuprate com pounds hasbeen of in m ense help to enhance
our understanding ef the m agnetic aspects underlying
physics of High T.£ T told us right away w ithout any
am biguity that there are at least two clear signatures of
the unconventional superconductivity : spin gap and res—
onance frequency. Som e general features em erge from all
the com punds so far studied:

(@) Local antiferrom agnetic or singlt correlations in
the nom al and superconducting states are observed ,
as evidenced by an nooherent background of spin exci-
tation, S (g;!), particularly at wave vectorg= ; &
frequency ! .

) On the Iow energy side , an excitation energy gap
, called spin gap E4 opens up in the superconducting
state, which tends to zero at the critical hole concen-
tration where superconductivity st appears and is a
maxinum at optinum doping’.

(c) The m ost unexpected feature of the nelastic neu—
tron spectroscopy is the em ergence of an extrem ely in-—
tense and narrow peak only In the superconducting state
at the resonanceenergy ! .;atg= ; thatisahalln ar.k
of each superconducting com pound., (¥ Ba;Cu307 2
Bi,SrCaCu,0g: @,Lay, » SrCul ). This resonance
is a ocollective spin excitation m ode where the m agnetic
excitation spectrum condenses into a peak at a wellde—

ned energy. It generally disappearsw hen T goesto zero
and is a generic feature of all the cuprates. T he striking
characteristic of the resonance peak is its lingar scaling
with T.; asm easured Hr a variety of dophgs .

Our main obfctive n this com m unication is to con—
vey an underlying universality relating to the resonance
peak; the sin plicity of the m odel and its connection to
underlying sym m etries is its appealing feature.

W e assum e to start wih that the superconducting
ground state is a d-wave singlkt. In order to bring out
the underlying sym m etry elem ents of the superconduct—
Ing and the nom alstate, ket us introduce the wellknown
concept of superoonducting phase sti ness (related to
charge sti ness)?, spin sti nesétdas well as that of tw ist
sti nesswhich is of particular relevance to near neighbor
singlets and is associated w ith chirality. Each of these
three sti nesses are associated w ith a distinct symm etry
operation and expresses the energy increase ofthe system
as each symm etry operation is applied. Let us consider
a spinoron site i

i= Y @)

Here the CZ are the electron creation operator on site i
n a soin state " and sim ilarly for the other spin #. T here
are three sets of transform ation that we can consider on
the sonors, one in the charge sector,one in the soin sector
and one In the tw ist sector.
@) In the charge sector it is given by

°i= exp (ie’;) i @)
w here e is the electron’s charge causing a rotation by an
anglk ’ ;, in the electrom agnetic gauge space. T his is the
one param eter transform ation of symm etry group U (1).
In any superconducting ground state, theU (1) sym m etry
w ill be broken signifying blocking of the phase ’ of the
superconducting order param eter and hence a non zero
superconducting phase sti nessD . 23

) W e can also rotate the soinor in the spin sector
by rotating the spin through an angle ; around the spin
axis so that

0 . 3

i = €Xp 12 i i (3)
where is the Pauli spin m atrix. T he group symm etry
is SO (3) or SU (). W e note that if the ground state
is a superconducting d spin singlket S = 0; the ground
state energy will be una ected by rotation of the spin
axis ,whatever the Ham iltonian is and as a result the
soin sti nessD , is necessarily zero :
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() The tw ist sti ness is best understood by introduc—
ing the chirality where we w rite

i @)

here the chirality operator 5'12transcr_ibes the fact that
the spin rotation ; on site iisexactly equaland opposﬂ:e

to that on the near neighbor site j whence ; 3= 2
T his gives
0 i
i T &Xp > i o)
0 i
j T =P > 3

TIfthe site i and j belong to sublattice A and B ; then the

chiral rotation tw ists one sublattice around another by a

rigid angle :The symm etry of the operation because of
twositesisSU (2) SU (2) which is in the sam e hom otopy
classas SO (4) :If the ground state is a near neighbor sin—
gkt ,the twist rotation  m ixes the singlkt w ith the tripkt
and hence lads to increase of the ground state energy.

Thisw illbe clear ifwe consider the fourbasis pair states

on near neighbor sites 1 & j w ritten adtd

o 1 s

j bi= p_E Chu c;# c}'#c;,. 301

. . 1 + + + + C A

Jtki= p_E Cin Cj Gy Ciy j01

s i .

Jgi= p—z c..c + cl#cj# 301

. 1 .

Jjti= p—z c,.c# + cl#cj# j01 (6)

Here jbi= ¥ j0i& jt i= ¥ jOi:jbiisa S = 0 singlkt
while the three jt i are S = 1; triplts and the four
states constitute the symmetry SO 4). E ect of chiral
rotalon on site i& J with these basiswave functions. will

give 4 4 matrix
0
, b
n =exp i ) ¢ (1)
The twist has m ixed up singlets and triplets. This

m akes the twist stiness D+ & 0 (the twist operation
is nonunitary in this ground state). The Lie algebra of
SO (4) is closed by the three generators that connect t
am ongst them selves by pure spin axis rotation ,expression
(3) and by the other three generators that connect b
w ith the three t ’'s through the twist rotation (). As
for illustratjon let us a take a m odel ham ittonian t J
ham iltoniant4

X %3

Ho= t d g J

i3 i3

SiS5 @8)

Here the rsttem isthe electron hopping between sites
iand j; t being the hopping integralw hile the last tem

is a H eisenberg antiferrom agnetic exchange interaction J
between rst near neighbor spinsS; and S5 on site iand
jDoest J ham iltonian have a superconducting ground
state? The rst ofthe gauge transfom ation (expression
2 ) hasbeen used to show that its sibling, the Hubbard
ham iltonian (in the largeU lim i) hasa superconducting
ground state w ith a nonzero phase sti nessD g at T =
029: W hat about the tw ist sti ness of the Ham iltonian
(8)? In order to calculate the tw ist sti ness, we apply
uniform twist ; between near neighbor sites i & J of
sublattice A and B . It is convenient to transform H, In
term s of singlet and triplet pair operators using the pair
representation of the spin operatoréqw hich we w rite as
X
- 3 * bbb + J * vt
4 4
B+ )

1
Here isthe chem icalpotentialassum ed sam e overall
space. ThJstegn is una ected by tw ist and we assum e
that the sum P + £ over near neighbor pairs
which is = N gciectron 1S conserved. In the lim it of am all
tw ist the H am iltonian getsm odi ed

H'=H O+H () (10)

where the st part is the unperturbed untw isted H am it

tonian. By developing H ( ) to second order we obtain
for the perturbing tem
X 1 5
H ()= iy ZTij (1)

where j;; is the spin current operator and Tjj is the ki~
netic energy operator. T hey are given respectively by

2 3
X X

5= i4 d s HC: 4T Pt ¥p 5
ij
X

T = t Jdo +HC &+ ¢ 12)

ij

W e get ground state energy shift due to twist as

. N 2
Eo=H ( )l:EDt 13)
D¢ (! = 0) isthe tw ist sti ness (in two din ensions i has
the din ension of energy). It is form ally given by
2 0p E, D E,13
N . N .

16D E X % 033 Jn njj 3o c7
De(l)=—4 T A5

- N .y n o Bl o . hl

(14)

In the absence of the hopping term and of the soin cur-
rent term , the energy increase per electron is precisely J
which isthe bare twist sti ness. The rsttem ofD . (!)



isthe diam agnetic current contribution to sti nessdue to
the average value of the kinetic energy whilke the second
term re ects second order contribution of \ param agnetic
spin current conductivity” ¢ (!) although hj i= 0. The
energy levels , are the triplet excited states for a m o—
mentum transfer ; (which has a gap E4 asm easured
by inelastic neutron spectroscopy). The spin current in
the tw isted fram e is the resgponse to a \tw ist vector po—
tential" (engendered by local twist) just as the charge
current is response to an electrom agnetic vector poten—
tial. The linear coe cient of the total response is the

corresponding tw ist sti ness. W e can rew rite the expres—
sion (14) m ore conveniently in analogy to the m issing
area sum rmukSofthem issing D rude weight as

Z 1

e (1)d! (15)

(o}

Here the second tem on the right re ects the exhaus-
tion of tw ist rgidity through incoherent spin excitation
where ((!) is Im , (!); the trasverse spin suscep-—
tbility. From the experin ental neutron data?, we know
thatIm -, (!)isvery lJargeatthe criticalhole concentra—
tion @ at which T = O while Im -, (! ) m onotonically
decreases ( integrated spectralweight) In the supercon—
ducting state as optinum doping @;’ptjs approached so
that we can reasonably conclude that D¢ = 0 at @, = @F
while D, ought to be amaxinum at @, = @ " :n other-
wordsD ¢ isa correct indicator of d-w ave superconductiv—-
iy. The non-zero phase sti ness In conventionals wave
superconductor results from broken U (1) electrom agnetic
gauge symm etry. T he non—zero soin sti ness in a system
w ith long range m agnetic order is associated w ith a bro-
ken SO (3) symm etry of the rotational invariance of the
soin space and D goesto zero at T = Ty when the in—
variance is restored. W hat sym m etry or sym m etries are
broken when the phase coherent singlet d-wave ground
state em erges? W em ay think ofthed wave supercon—
ducting state asa state where SO (4) sym m etry is explic—
itly broken aswellasU (1). The nom al state is then a
state w ith zero tw ist sti ness where the broken SO (4)
sym m etry pertaining to singlet and the three tripltshas
been restored. Ifnow we accept the pram ise that at T,
tw ist sti nessD  goes to zero,then onem akes the sin ple
statem ent that kT, isequalto the value oftw ist sti ness
at T = 0 (strictly speaking one should use renom alised
sti ness due to triplet excitations) and we have
kT.=D. (T = 0;! = 0) 16)
T he expression relating spin sti nessto som e characteris—
tic frequency W hich we,shallbaptise resonance frequency
!'+) can be w ritten ad L8
De(;!=0)= - @b’ @) ()]
The resonance frequency !, is a snall am plitude har-
m onic twist oscillation or rigid precession of sublattice
A wih respect to sublattice B: Here , (T) is the

transverse spin i m agnetic susogptibility, which has
is largest value at Q = ; T he transverse static
susceptbility -, (T) in the High T. cuprates (@s mea—
sured by N M R'_T;LG spin -spin relaxation rate) can be

param etrised adt?

A

2 q)=7k(I+TC)

18)

where A is a phenom enogical constant. T hat this form
ofthe static susoeptibility in the nom alstate at T T,
is appropriate can be checked from the in aghary part of
suscegptibility

Im -

(1;T) 19)

|
T
which is of a om universally observed fr amall +2¢.
This behavior In the nom al state probably points to
proxin iy to a quantum critical point for spin excitation.
In a tem perature range above T. the spin correlations
have a rapid decay In space but a slow decay In tine
due to a large density of S = 1 excied states. Real
part of the dynam ical susoeptbility -, (g;!) would not
show a narrow peak around a speci ¢ ordering vector
but Im , (T;!) willexhbit considerable weight at low

frequency. U sing expression (17) and (18) ,we obtain

h!, = akT. (20)

This is our central resul. It corroborates a posteri-
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FIG . 1: Resonance frequency vs. superconducting critical
tem perature T., extracted from references [5,6,8,211].

ori the central assum pion that the coherent part of the
spectral weight is very simply related to tw ist sti ness
and em erges as coherent resonance peak; and whose In—
tensity re ects the lnocoherent spin excitations that have
disappeared from the energy range 0 ! E in ac-
cordance w ith the sum rule (15). Superconductivity can
only ariscsasthed wave singletsm anage to shakeo the
triplets from the nom alstate soup of singlets& triplets,
as a result of the opening up of the spin gap E4 ( ; ).



The expression (23) isplotted In gure (1), w th neutron
and ARPES?S data superin posed. T he proportionality
constant a measured from g 1 gives the number 0:42
me =K . Ifwe are at the critical hole doping concen—
tration QF at which both Ty ,the Neeltem perature & Tc;
the superconducting critical tem perature are both zero,
then wemust have D = 0 and D = 0; signifying no
long range m agnetic order and no long range super uid
order; it is a quantum critical point. It is well known
that Z n doping destroys T.: It is seen by neutrons that
doping with Zn introduces large Iow energy spin uc—
tuations (integrated spectralw eight increaes,the spin gap
E4( ; ) rapidly goes to zero), that willdrive D to zero
suppressing !, and killing superconductivity. T he nor-
m alstate can bede ned asa soin liquid (y de nition has
no sublattice m agnetisation) where we have considerable
low energy spin excitation. W e also require that translh-
tional invariance be unbroken forthe system to qualify as
a liquid. Thus it descrbes a gapless spin liquid m ore In
conform ity with the original suggestion ofthe long range
RVB liquid? In its loss of tw ist sti ness the spin liquid
behaves like any conventionalliquid loosing shear rigidiy
at the m elting transition. T he concept of tw ist sti ness
isbased on inf initesim ally sm all tw ist as is custom ary
In these de nitions; beyond T T.; the restored dynam —
ical SO (4) symmetry Inpliessb () t pair uctuation
In the spin liquid phase costing no energy around the
untw isted singlet. If this sym m etry persists for all tw ist

4

angles then we willbe in the frustrated \Henley lim el
of n nite classical soin degeneracy w here one sublattice
A willtw ist freely around the other sublattice B and the
tw o sublattices are totally decoupled. O relse the system

may develop a region where D (T T.) may becom e
negative for large tw ist angles generating large singlet—
triplet excursions and hence m ay ga spontaneously to
a distorted or twisted ground state?%. A though tw ist
sti ness and superconducting phase sti ness are di er-
entatT = 0;their sin ultaneousdisappearanceat T = T,
is indicated by the A mpes resultliof the hump and dip
structure In the electronic spectral weight and point to
strong coupling of triplet and phase uctuation as T, is
approached. ' -

Severaltheoreticalm odels exist?d that explain the res-
onance peak. O ur ob ective in this paper has been rel-
atively sin ple: can we understand the resonance peak
w ithout a detailed m odel and does it have som e predic—
tive ability as to the underlying sym m etry nature of the
nom al and superconducting state? I think the argu-
ments given in this paper will throw som e new light on
these issues.
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