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C oexistence ofdouble-Q spin density w ave and m ulti-Q pair density w ave

in cuprate oxide superconductors
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Spatial 4a � 4a m odulations, with a the lattice constant of CuO 2 planes, or the so called

checkerboardscan arise from double-Q spin density wave (SDW )with Q 1 = (� �=a;� 3�=4a) and

Q 2 = (� 3�=4a;� �=a). W hen m ulti-Q pair density wave, that is, the condensation ofd-wave

Cooper pairs with zero totalm om enta,� 2Q 1,� 2Q 2,� 4Q 1,� 4Q 2,and so on is induced by the

SDW ,gapscan have �ne structuressim ilarto those ofthe so called zero-tem perature pseudogaps.

PACS num bers:74.20.-z,75.10.-b,74.90.+ n,71.10.-w

High critical-tem perature(high-Tc)superconductivity

in cuprateoxidesisan im portantand longstandingissue

since its discovery [1]. M any unconventionalproperties

are observed in addition to high Tc: the so called spin

gap [2]or pseudogap above Tc [3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10],

4a� 4a spatialm odulationscalled checkerboards,with a

the lattice constant ofCuO 2 planes,oflocaldensity of

states (LDO S) around vortex cores [11],above Tc [12],

and below Tc [13,14,15],theso called zero-tem perature

pseudogaps(ZTPG )[16],and soon.Theissuecannotbe

settled unless not only high Tc but also unconventional

propertiesareexplained within a theoreticalfram ework.

Since cupratesare highly anisotropic,therm alcritical

superconducting (SC)  uctuations,which would be di-

vergentatnonzero Tc in two dim ensions[17],m ustplay

a rolein the opening ofpseudogaps.Thisissue isexam -

ined in anotherpaper[18].

The period ofcheckerboard m odulations is indepen-

dent ofenergies. Their am plitude depends on energies;

itisonly large in the gap region.W hen the m odulating

partisdivided into sym m etricand asym m etriconeswith

respect to the chem icalpotential,the sym m etric one is

largerthan theasym m etricone[14].Finestructuresare

observed in ZTPG [16].Itisdi� cultto explain theseob-

servationsin term sofchargedensity wave(CDW ).Sev-

eralpossiblem echanism shavebeen proposed:Ferm isur-

face nesting [19],valence-bond solids[20,21],pair den-

sity waves [22,23],hole-pair [19,24,25]or single-hole

[19,20]W igner solids,and W igner supersolids [26,27].

The purpose ofthis Letter is to propose anotherm ech-

anism : The spatialm odulation ofLDO S is due to spin

density wave(SDW )and ZTPG isdueto thecoexistence

ofSDW and superconductivity orpairdensity wavesin-

duced by SDW .

Cuprates with no dopings are M ott-Hubbard insula-

tors,which exhibitantiferrom agnetism . As dopingsare

increased,they exhibit the M ott-Hubbard transition or

crossoverand they becom es m etals. High-Tc supercon-

ductivity occurs in such a m etallic phase. According

to a previous theory [28], which is consistent with a

com bined one of Hubbard’s [29] and G utzwiller’s [30]

ones, a three-peak structure appears in the density of

states;the so called G utzwiller’s quasiparticle band be-

tween the lower and upper Hubbard bands (LHB and

UHB).This is con� rm ed by the single-site approxim a-

tion (SSA)[31,32]thatincludesallthesingle-siteterm s

orbythedynam icalm ean-� led theory(DM FT)[33].The

three-peak structurecorrespondsto the so called K ondo

peak between two subpeaks in the Anderson m odelor

in the K ondo problem . A K ondo-lattice theory is use-

ful to treat strong correlations in the vicinity of the

M ott-Hubbard transition [34]. The superexchange in-

teraction,which arisesfrom the virtualexchangeofpair

excitations of electrons across LHB and UHB even in

the m etallic phase,favorsan antiferrom agnetic(AF)or-

dering of(� �=a;� �=a). Another exchange interaction

arises from that of G utzwiller’s quasiparticles. Since

Ferm isurfacenesting playsa role,thisexchangeinterac-

tion favorsAF orderingsofnestingwavenum bers.Then,

one ofthe m ost plausible scenarios for the m odulating

LDO S isthatdouble-Q SDW with Q = (� �=a;� 3�=4a)

and (� 3�=4a;� �=a) are stabilized and the 2Q m odu-

lation ofLDO S is one oftheir second-harm onic e� ects;

2Q = (� 3�=2a;� 2�=a) or (� 2�=a;� 3�=2a) is equiva-

lentto (� �=2a;0)or(0;� �=2a). O n the other hand,a

m agnetic exchange interaction can be a Cooper-pairin-

teraction [35].According to previouspapers[36,37],the

superexchangeinteraction aslargeasjJj= 0:1-0:15eV is

strong enough to reproduce observed SC Tc;theoretical

Tc ofd wave are de� nitely m uch higher than those of

otherwaves.Sincethetwointersiteexchangeinteractions

areresponsiblefornotonly antiferrom agnetism butalso

superconductivity,thecoexistenceofantiferrom agnetism

and superconductivity orthe com petition between them

m ust be a key for explaining unconventionalproperties

ofcuprateoxidesuperconductors.

In order to dem onstrate the essence of the m ech-

anism , we consider � rst a m ean-� eld Ham iltonian

on the square lattice, that is, non-interacting elec-

trons in the presence of AF and d-wave SC � elds:

H =
P

k�
E (k)a

y

k�
ak� + H A F + H SC . The � rst

term describes non-interacting electrons; E (k) =

� 2t[cos(kxa)+ cos(kya)]� 4t
0cos(kxa)cos(kya)� �,with

t and t0 transfer integrals between nearest and next-
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nearest neighbors and � the chem icalpotential,is the

dispersion relation ofelectrons. W e assum e that t0=t=

� 0:3. The second term describes AF � elds with wave

num berQ = (� 3�=4a;� �=a)or(� �=a;� 3�=4a):

H A F = �
X

k�� 0

X

�= x;y;z

�
��

0

�

�

� �a
y

k+ Q �
ak�0

+ � �
�a

y

k� Q �
ak�0

�

; (1)

with ���
0

� the Paulim atrixes. A single-Q structure or

the so called stripe isassum ed forthe sakeofsim plicity.

The origin of realspace is chosen in such a way that

� � and � �
� are realand positive; the external� led is

� �(R i)= 2� � cos(Q � Ri). The Brillouin zone isfolded

by periodicAF � elds.W hen wetakeitsorigin ata zone

boundary ofa folded zone,electron pairsofk + lQ and

� k + lQ can be bound [38],with lbeing an integer.W e

assum ethe following d-waveSC � elds:

H SC = �
1

2

X

k

�d(k)
X

l

�

� la
y

k+ lQ "
a
y

� k+ lQ #

+ � �
la� k+ lQ #ak+ lQ "

�

; (2)

with �d(k) = cos(kxa)� cos(kya). The globalphase

ofsingle-particlewavefunctionscan be chosen in such a

way that � 0 and � �
0
are realand positive. W e assum e

� l = � � l for l6= 0 for the sake ofsim plicity,although

wehaveno argum entthatothercasescan be excluded.

The hom ogeneouspartofLDO S perspin isgiven by

�0(")= �
1

2�N

X

k�

Im [G �("+ i;k;2lQ )]
l= 0

; (3)

with =jtj! + 0,whereG �("+ i;k;2lQ )istheanalyt-

icalcontinuation from the upperhalfplaneof

G �(i"n;k;2lQ )= �

Z �

0

d�e
i"n �

D

T�ak� lQ �(�)a
y

k+ lQ �

E

;

(4)

with � = 1=kB T;we assum e T = 0 K so that� ! + 1 .

The m odulating partwith wavenum ber2lQ isgiven by

�2lQ (";R i) = �
1

2�N

X

k�

Im
�

e
i2lQ � RiG �("+ i;k;2lQ )

+ e� i2lQ � RiG �("+ i;k;� 2lQ )
�

; (5)

Since� � and � 0 arerealand � l= � � lforl6= 0,G �("+

i;k;2lQ )= G �("+ i;k;� 2lQ ).Then,Eq.(5)becom es

sim ple in such a way that

�2lQ (";R i)= 2cos(2lQ � Ri)�2lQ ("); (6)

with

�2lQ (")= �
1

2�N

X

k�

Im G �("+ i;k;� 2lQ ): (7)

Them odulatingpartwith (2l+ 1)Q vanishesbecausethe

up and down spin com ponentscanceleach other.

W e assum e that � l = 0 for jlj � 3 and we take

a 5� 2� 2-wave approxim ation; we consider couplings

am ong single-particleexcitationssuch aselectronic ones

ofa
y

k;� �
j0i,a

y

k� Q ;� �
j0i,and a

y

k� 2Q ;� �
j0iand hole-like

onesofa� k;� � j0i,a� k� Q ;� � j0i,and a� k� 2Q ;� � j0i,with

j0i being the Ferm ivacuum . M atrixes to be diagonal-

ized are20� 20.Thetransform ation diagonalizing them

isnothing buta generalized Bogoliubov transform ation.

For the sake of num erical processes, nonzero  is as-

sum ed:W e assum e=jtj= 0:3 instead of=jtj! + 0.

Figure1 show �0(")and �2Q (")in the presenceofAF

� elds along the x axis and no SC � elds;results do not

depend on the direction ofAF � elds. A gap m inim um

is close to the chem icalpotentialfor �=jtj= � 1. This

im pliesthatthenesting wavenum berm ustbevery close

to Q for �=jtj = � 1. W e assum e �=jtj = � 1 in the

following part.No � ne structurecan be seen in the low-

energy part of�0("). The sym m etric part of�2Q (") is

m uch largerthan theasym m etricone.Theam plitudeof

CDW issm all,becausepositiveand negativepartsbelow

the chem icalpotential("< 0)cancellargely each other.

Figure 2 show �0(") in the presence ofSC � elds and

no AF � elds.In the absenceofAF � elds,even if�l6= 0

forl6= 0,there isno m odulating partin LDO S.

Figure3 show �0(")and �2Q (")in the presenceofAF

� eldsalongthex axisand SC � elds;resultsdonotdepend

on the direction ofAF � eldseither. G apscan have � ne

structures. The m odulating part �2Q (") can be quite

di� erentbetween Figs.1 and 3 orin thetheabsenceand

presenceofSC � elds.

In order to explain checkerboards and ZTPG in

cuprates,various extensions have to be m ade. First of

all, strong electron correlations in the vicinity of the

M ott-Hubbard transition should beseriously considered;

we had better use the so called d-p m odelor the t-J

m odel[39].A K ondo-latticetheory can treatsuch strong

electron correlations [34]. Non-interacting electrons in

thisLettercorrespond to G utzwiller’squasiparticles;ob-

served speci� cheatcoe� cientsaslargeas14 m J/K2m ol

[40]im plyjtj’ 0:04eV.ExternalAF and SC � eldsin this

Letter correspond to conventionalW eiss’s static m ean

� elds due to the superexchange interaction and the ex-

change interaction arising from the virtualexchange of

pairexcitationsofG utzwiller’squasiparticles.

In the orthorhom bic or square lattice,Q 1 = (� �=a,

� 3�=4a) and Q 2 = (� 3�=4a;� �=a) are equivalent to

each other. Since the Ferm isurface nesting is sharp,

double-Q SDW m ust be stabilized in cuprates rather

than single-Q SDW ; m agnetizations of the two waves

m ustbe orthogonalto each other[41].W e propose that

checkerboardsin theabsenceofSC orderparam etersare

due to the second-harm onice� ectofdouble-Q SDW .

In the presence ofdouble-Q SDW ,superconductivity

should be extended to include Cooperpairswhose total



3

FIG .1: (a)�0(")and (b)�2Q (")in thepresenceofAF �eldsalong thex axisand no SC �elds.(i)�=jtj= � 0:5,(ii)�=jtj= � 1,

and (iii)�=jtj= � 1:5.Solid,dotted,dashed,and chain linesare for� x=jtj= 0:5,0.4,0.3,and 0,respectively.

FIG .2: �0(") in the presence of SC �elds (� 0 6= 0 and

� l = 0 forl6= 0)and no AF �elds;�=jtj= � 1 isassum ed for

the chem icalpotential.Since we assum e nonzero =jtj= 0:3,

�0("= 0)isnonzero.

m om enta are zero,� 2Q 1,� 2Q 2,� 4Q 1,� 4Q 2,and so

on. Not only checkerboards but also ZTPG can arise

in the coexistencephase ofdouble-Q SDW and m ulti-Q

superconductivity.The solid line in Fig.3(a)-(ii)resem -

blesto observed � nestructuresofZTPG ,though single-

Q SDW is assum ed there. The observed ZTPG phase

m ay be characterized by a precise com parison of�0(")

and �2Q (")between observationsand theoreticalresults

for variousparam etersfor double-Q SDW and m ulti-Q

superconductivity.

Although AF  uctuations are welldeveloped in the

checkerboard and the ZTPG phases, it is not certain

that AF m om ents are actually present there. Checker-

boards and ZTPG are observed by scanning tunnelling

m icroscopy orspectroscopy,which can m ainly seeLDO S

ofthetopm ostCuO 2 layeron a cleaved surface.A possi-

bleexplantation isthatAF m om entsappearonly in few

surface CuO 2 layersbecause ofsurface defects ordisor-

der. Itislikely thatdisorderenhancesm agnetism . Ex-

perim entally,forexam ple,thedopingofZn ionsenhances

m agnetism in the vicinity ofZn ions [42];theoretically,

m agnetism isalso enhanced by disorder[34].

Itisreasonablethatcheckerboardsappeararound vor-

tex cores because AF m om ents are induced there [11];

vortex corescan play a role ofim puritiesforquasiparti-

cles as doped Zn ions do. It is also reasonable that al-

m osthom ogeneouscheckerboardsappearin underdoped

cuprates where superconductivity disappears [13, 15];

alm ost hom ogeneously AF m om ents presum ably exist

there. Inhom ogeneouscheckerboardscan appearin un-

derdoped cuprateswith ratherlow SC Tc’s,when inho-

m ogeneousAF m om entsareinduced by disorder.

Even ifthe 2Q m odulation in LDO S,�2Q ("),islarge,

the 2Q electron density m odulation or the am plitude

ofCDW caused by it is sm allbecause ofthe cancella-

tion between positiveand negativepartsof�2Q (")below

the chem icalpotentialand the sm allspectralweightof

G utzwiller’squasiparticles,which isassm allasj�j,with �

doping concentrationsm easured from thehalf� lling,ac-

cording to G utzwiller’stheory [30]. O n the otherhand,

CDW can be induced by another m echanism in K ondo

lattices[41].In thevicinity oftheM ott-Hubbard transi-

tion,localquantum spin uctuationsm ainlyquenchm ag-

neticm om ents;thisquenching isnothing buttheK ondo

e� ect. The energy scale oflocalquantum spin  uctu-

ations, which is called the K ondo tem perature kB TK ,

depends on the electron � lling in such a way that it

is sm aller when the � lling is closer to the half � lling;

kB TK ’ j�tjaccordingtoG utzwiller’stheory [30].Then,

CDW isinduced in such a way thatkB TK aresm alleror

localelectron densitiesarecloserto thehalf� lling where

AF m om entsare larger.Even ifthe am plitude ofCDW

is not vanishingly sm allin an observation,the observa-

tion cannot contradictthe m echanism ofcheckerboards

and ZTPG proposed in thisLetter.

In conclusion, double-Q SDW with Q 1 = (� �=a;
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FIG .3: (a)�0(")and (b)�2Q (")in the presence ofAF �eldsof� x=jtj= 0:3 and variousSC �elds;�=jtj= � 1 isassum ed for

the chem icalpotential. In (i),solid,dotted,and dashed linesare for(� 0;� 1;� 2)=jtj= (1;0;0),(0;1;0),and (0;0;1). In (ii),

they arefor(� 0;� 1;� 2)=jtj= (1;0:5;0),(1;� 0:5;0),and (1;0;� 0:5),respectively;theresultfor(1;0;� 0:5)isthesam easthat

for(1;0;0:5)within num ericalaccuracy.In (iii),solid and dotted linesare for(� 0;� 1;� 2)=jtj= (1;� 0:5i;0)and (1;0;� 0:5i),

respectively;the resultfor(1;� 0:5i;0)isthe sam e asthatfor(1;0:5i;0)within num ericalaccuracy,and so on.

� 3�=4a)and Q 2 = (� 3�=4a;� �=a)m ustberesponsible

for the so called 4a � 4a checkerboards in cuprate ox-

idesuperconductors,with a thelatticeconstantofCuO 2

planes. Notonly Cooperpairswith zero totalm om enta

but also those with � 2Q 1, � 2Q 2, � 4Q 1, � 4Q 2, and

so on arepossiblein theSDW phase.Theso called zero

tem peraturepseudogap phasem ustbeacoexistingphase

ofthe double-Q SDW and the m ulti-Q condensation of

d-waveCooperpairs.
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