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Superuid Suppression in d-W ave Superconductors due to D isordered M agnetism

W . A. Atkinson

Trent University, 1600 W est Bank Dr., Peterborough O N,K 9J 7B8, Canada

(D ated:M arch 23,2022)

The inuence ofstatic m agnetic correlations on the tem perature-dependent superuid density

�s(T)iscalculated ford-wave superconductors.In self-consistentcalculations,itinerantholesform

incom m ensuratespin density waves(SDW )which coexistwith superconductivity.In theclean lim it,

the density ofstates is gapped,and �s(T � Tc) is exponentially activated. In inhom ogeneously-

doped cases,theSDW aredisordered and both thedensity ofstatesand �s(T)obtain form sindistin-

guishablefrom thosein dirty butpured-wavesuperconductors,in accordancewith experim ents.W e

conclude thatthe observed collapse of�s atx � 0:35 in underdoped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x m ay plausibly

be attributed to the coexistence ofSDW and superconductivity.

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

High tem peraturesuperconductors(HTS)arean ideal

class ofm aterials with which to study electronic corre-

lationsin superconductivity becausethecorrelationscan

be tuned from weak to strong via chem icaldoping. A

consequenceofstrong-correlationphysicsisthattheBCS

theory ofconventionalsuperconductorsfailsto describe

HTS.Uem ura dem onstrated that,unlike in BCS theory

wherethesuperuid density �s and criticaltem perature

Tc areindependent,HTS exhibitan approxim atescaling

�s / Tc
1. The physicalorigin ofthe Uem ura relation

isnotknown conclusively butisconsistentwith strong-

correlationm odels2,3,4 in which thequasiparticlespectral

weight,and consequently �s,areproportionalto thehole

concentration p,wherepism easured relativetotheM ott

insulator phase. However,these m odels failto explain

both thecollapseofsuperconductivity ata nonzero dop-

ing pc � 0:05 and thebreakdown oftheUem ura relation

nearpc,shown by recentexperim entsin YBa2Cu3O 6+ x

(YBCO )5,6.

A num ber of authors7,8 have suggested that Tc is

governed by phase uctuations, possibly in com bina-

tion with quasiparticle excitations9, and in particular

that the rapid collapse of�s and Tc at pc can be thus

explained10. In thiswork,we exam ine a com pletely dif-

ferent m echanism : the suppression of superuidity by

the form ation ofstatic m agnetic m om ents. This is m o-

tivated by a substantialbody ofexperim entalevidence

forthepresenceofquasistaticm agnetism in underdoped

HTS.11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19 Therehavebeen previoussug-

gestions that som e form of com peting order is im por-

tant in the underdoped HTS,20,21,22,23 and in particu-

lar there have been num erous studies of the com peti-

tion between d-wave superconductivity and com m ensu-

rate antiferrom agnetism .24,25,26,27,28 These are generally

di�cult to reconcile with superuid density m easure-

m ents largely because the com peting order introduces

an identi�able energy scale.Calculationsshow thatthis

energy scale appears in the tem perature dependence of

the superuid density29,30,31 but such an energy scale

hasnotbeen observed experim entally31. Indeed,recent

m icrowaveconductivity m easurem ents6 ofthesuperuid

depletion,��s(T)� �s(0)� �s(T),in high quality single

crystals ofYBCO �nd ��s(T) / T with a crossoverto

��s(T) / T 2 when T � Tc. The linear T-dependence

isexpected in a single-phased-wavesuperconductorand

the low-T crossoverto T 2 behaviorhasbeen attributed

to residualim purity scattering.Itisthereforenota pri-

oriclearthattheexperim entally observed m agneticm o-

m entshave any signi�cante�ecton the electronic spec-

trum . Here, we show that a phase of coexisting spin

density wave(SDW )and d-wavesuperconducting (dSC)

ordercan,provided theSDW isdisordered,havea spec-

trum indistinguishablefrom thatofadirty dSC.W econ-

clude that the rapid collapse ofsuperuid density near

pc could indeed be due to m agnetism .

O ur approach is sem i-phenom enological. W e con-

struct a m ean-�eld m odel in which the m odel pa-

ram eters are assum ed to have been dressed by elec-

tron interactions. The approach is m otivated by a

variety of calculations,2,3,24,32,33,34 m ostly for the t-J

m odel, in which m ean-�eld theories are developed for

which the param eters are functions of p. In the sim -

plestG utzwiller approxim ation for the t-J m odel,34 for

exam ple, the renorm alized kinetic energy operator T̂

is related to the bare kinetic energy operator T̂0 by

T̂ = T̂02p=(1 + p): O ther results are found in other

approxim ations,2,3,24,32,33 butallshow thesam equalita-

tiveresultthat T̂ isreduced asoneapproachestheM ott

insulating phase. In dynam icalm ean-�eld theory calcu-

lations,this derives from a self-energy which renorm al-

izesboth the quasiparticle spectralweightand e�ective

m ass.35 W erem arkthatthee�ectiveinteractionsarealso

expected to depend on the doping,generally increasing

asp isreduced.Thisisignored in ourcalculationssince

it willhave a quantitative but not qualitative e�ect on

theoutcom e.Theessentialphysicsin thecurrentdiscus-

sion is that,nearthe m agnetic phase boundary a sm all

change in the m ean-�eld param eters produces a m uch

larger change in the m agnetic state. The progression

from pure dSC to pure m agnetic orderdependsonly on

the generaltrend thatthe ratio ofkinetic to interaction

energiesdecreasesasp decreases.

In section IIwe introduce the m odeland describe the

phasediagram .Them ostsigni�cantresultofthissection

isthatitispossibleto havesubstantialincom m ensurate

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610041v2
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m agnetic m om ents coexist with the superconductivity,

with very little suppression ofthe pairam plitude. This

isin contrastwith the m orewidely studied caseofcom -

m ensurate m agnetic order,which suppresses supercon-

ductivity rapidly.24,25,26,27,28 In section III,we calculate

both the density ofstatesand the superuid density for

the incom m ensurate phases. As m entioned previously,

we�nd thesurprisingresultthatwhen them agneticm o-

m ents are disordered,the spectrum is indistinguishable

from thatofadirtyd-wavesuperconductor.W econclude

briey in sectionIV.

II. M O D EL A N D P H A SE D IA G R A M

TheHTS consistofconducting two-dim ensionalCuO 2

layers that are weakly coupled along the perpendicular

direction.W em odelthelowerHubbard band ofa single

two-dim ensionallayerwith an extended Hubbard m odel,

treated ata m ean-�eld level.O urnum ericalcalculations

havefound thattheresultsareonly weaklydependenton

the �lling p but depend sensitively on the quasiparticle

bandwidth and Ferm isurface curvature. As discussed

above, we assum e that doping e�ects occur indirectly

through a param eterw(p)which renorm alizesthequasi-

particledispersion.Forsim plicity,and sincethedetailed

relationship between w and p isnotestablished,we will

treatw astheindependentparam eter,and keep allother

param eters�xed.

Calculations are for an N -site two-dim ensionaltight-

binding lattice with periodic boundary conditions and

latticeconstanta0 = 1,sim ilarto oneused previously to

study the localdensity ofstates in underdoped HTS36.

The Ham iltonian is

Ĥ H = w
X

ij�

tijc
y

i�cj� + U
X

i�

n̂i�ni� +
X

hi;ji

� ij(f̂ij + f̂
y

ij)

(1)

where tij are the hopping m atrix elem ents ofthe tight-

binding band,iand j are site-indices,� is the electron

spin, and � � � �. W e take tij = t0 for i = j and

tij = tn,n = 1;:::;3,for nth nearest-neighbor sites i

and j. Taking ft0;:::;t3g = f1:7;� 1;0:45;� 0:1g gives

the Ferm isurface shown in Fig.1. The localelectronic

density ni� � ĥni�i,where n̂i� = c
y

i�ci�,is determ ined

self-consistentlyand theholedensityispi� = 1� ni�.The

m agneticorderparam eteristhen m i = (ni"� ni#)=2,and

the staggered m om entism
Q

i = (� 1)xi+ yim i where ri =

(xi;yi)isthe coordinate ofsite i. The nearestneighbor

pairingterm � ij = � J

2
hf̂iji,with f̂ij = (cj#ci"� cj"ci#)=2

is also determ ined self-consistently and has pure dSC

sym m etry,� ij =
�

4
(� 1)yj� yi,in thenonm angeticphase.

To allow for inhom ogeneous doping we add dopant-

im purity and Coulom b interaction term s,also treated at

the m ean-�eld level:

Ĥ c =
X

i6= j

V (ri� rj)̂ninj � Z
X

i

N IX

‘= 1

V (ri� R‘)̂ni; (2)
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FIG .1:(Coloronline)Phasediagram asa function ofkinetic

energy renorm alization. O pen sym bols are for the hom oge-

neously doped calculations,closed triangle and + sym bolare

forinhom ogeneously doped calculations.Inset:Ferm isurface

and CSDW nesting vector.

with ni =
P

�
ni�,Z the im purity charge,R ‘ the loca-

tions ofthe N I im purities,and V (r) = e2e� r=�=�a0 a

weakly-screened Coulom b interaction,with e2=�a0 = 1:5

and � = 20a0. In the cuprate HTS,donor im purities

typically sita few �A above the CuO 2 layers,so we ran-

dom ly choose values of R ‘ = (x‘;y‘;d) with d = a0.

The totalhole doping is p = ZN I=N . W e study a ho-

m ogeneously doped case with N I = N and Z = p,and

an inhom ogeneously doped case atthe sam e �lling with

N I = N =4 and Z = 4p.Theresulting im purity potential

issm ootherthan one expectsin m any underdoped HTS

butisreasonableforunderdoped YBCO where approxi-

m ately 35% ofchain oxygen sitesare�lled.Itisassum ed

that strong-correlation renorm alizationsofV ,J and U

areincluded im plicitly and rem ain constantoverthenar-

row doping rangeexplored here;fora given p,wechoose

J and U such that w = 1 corresponds to a pure dSC

phaseclosetothem agneticphaseboundary.W ethen fol-

low them agneticphasediagram ,Fig.1,asw isreduced.

Theresultsdepend sensitivelyon theFerm isurfaceshape

(ie.on t2 and t3),butdepend only weakly on p which is

thereforechosen forcom putationalconvenience.W ehave

studied theparam etersets(p;U;J)= (0:05;3:4;1:8)and

(p;U;J) = (0:35;3:2;1:5). The two agree sem iquanti-

tatively where we have been able to com pare;however,

itis di�cult to obtain converged solutionsfor p = 0:05

when w is sm all,and we have chosen to presentresults

forp = 0:35 wherea fullsetofresultsisavailable.

Thecalculationsproceed asfollows.TheHam iltonian,

written Ĥ = cyH c with cy = [c
y

1"
:::c

y

N "
c1# :::cN #]and

H aHerm itian m atrix,isdiagonalized num ericallygiving

theunitary m atrix U ofeigenvectorsand eigenvaluesE n.
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FIG .2: (Coloronline)Typicalself-consistent solutions. The

staggered m agnetization is shown for the CSDW phase at

w = 0:85 (a,b) and the D SDW phase at w = 0:8 (c,d) with

hom ogeneous(a,c)and and inhom ogeneous(b,d)doping;The

m agnetization (e) and dSC gap (f) are shown for w = 0:78

with inhom ogeneousdoping.Inhom ogeneousresultsarefora

single dopantcon�guration.

The calculations

ni" =
X

n;E n < 0

jUinj
2

(3)

ni# = 1�
X

n;E n < 0

jUi+ N nj
2

(4)

� ij = � (J=2)
X

n;E n < 0

(UinUj+ N n + Ui+ N nUjn) (5)

are iterated untilthe largestdi�erence between succes-

sive values of� ij and ni� is less than 10� 4. At con-

vergence, the total energy is typically varying in the

tenth signi�cant �gure. Convergence is di�cult to ob-

tain:�rst,the chargedensity oscillateswildly in sim ple-

iteration schem es because of the Coulom b interaction

and,second,them agneticm om entcon�guration m ayfail

to convergebecause the energy nearself-consistency de-

pends only weakly on it. A signi�cant e�ort has been

m ade to address both these issues. First,we have gen-

erated our initialguess for the localcharge density us-

ing a self-consistentThom as-Ferm icalculation.In order

notto biasthe outcom e ofthe calculation we haveused

8-16 random ly seeded initialm agnetic m om ent con�g-

urations for each param eter set,from which the lowest

energy self-consistent solution is retained. Second, we

haveadopted a Thom as-Ferm i-Pulay iteration schem e,37

which controlstheiteration instability in m ostcases.Re-

sultsshown herehaveallconverged.

The phase diagram is shown in Fig.1. For large w,

there is a pure dSC phase. As w is reduced,there is a

second order transition into a coexisting phase ofdSC

and checkerboard SDW (CSDW )orderatw � 0:95,fol-

lowed by a �rstordertransition into a phase ofcoexist-

ing dSC and diagonalSDW (DSDW )orderatw � 0:81;

both phases are illustrated in Fig.2. Superconductiv-

ity is destroyed at w � 0:76. From Fig.2, one sees

that doping-induced inhom ogeneity disorders the SDW

and hasa signi�cante�ecton the phase diagram in the

dSC+ DSDW phase: a typical solution for w = 0:78,

shown in Fig.2 (e,f),consistsofan inhom ogeneousm ix-

tureofpureSDW and dSC+ SDW order,with supercon-

ductivity preferentially form ing in hole-rich regions.The

spatially-averaged � variesconsiderably between dopant

con�gurations,as seen in Fig.1,but within supercon-

ducting dom ains, the local order param eter is consis-

tently j� ijj� 0:5;the destruction ofsuperconductivity

occursinhom ogeneously.

W ecan understand theorigin ofm agneticorderin the

CSDW phase;the Fourier transform m (q) ofm i has a

setoffourpeaksat(�� �;�� �)and the insetto Fig.1

showsthatthe vector(�� �;�� �)taken from the data

in Fig.2(a)connectsnodalpointson theFerm isurface38.

The CSDW ,therefore,nests portions ofthe Ferm isur-

facewherethepairing energy issm all,and consequently

m inim izes com petition between m agnetic and dSC or-

der. This explains why � is roughly constantthrough-

out the dSC+ CSDW phase (c.f. Fig.1),and why the

transition to the dSC+ DSDW phase appears to occur

only when the m agnetic energy scale M � U m ax(jmij)

isgreaterthan �.Itappears,then,asifCSDW ordering

is stabilized by superconductivity. An analysisofm (q)

forthe DSDW ,in contrast,doesnotrevealany nesting

ofhigh-sym m etry points,and � collapsesrapidly in the

dSC+ DSDW phase.

These results are in striking contrast to what one

�nds for the case of com m ensurate m agnetic or-

der. W e show, in Fig. 3 the results of calcula-

tions for the antiferrom agnetic m om ent m z and the

dSC order param eter � determ ined self-consistently

in the hom ogeneous lim it. The calculation proceeds

as follows: Adopting a four-com ponent notation26

A k � (ck";c
y

� k#
;ck+ Q ";c

y

� k� Q #
)T where ck� =

N
� 1=2

k

P

i
ci� exp(� ik � ri), one can write H =

P 0

k
A k

y
H kA k where the prim e indicates a sum over

kx > 0 and

H k =

2

6
4

�k � k � M 0

� k � �k 0 � M

� M 0 �k+ Q � k+ Q

0 � M �k+ Q � �k+ Q

3

7
5 ; (6)

with the band energy �k = t0 + 2t1(coskx + cosky)+

4t2 coskx cosky and � k = �

2
(coskx � cosky) and M =
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FIG .3: (Color online) Phase diagram for com m ensurate or-

der.Here,U = 3:6 whileotherparam etersareasgiven in the

text.

U m z. Ifthe 4� 4 m atrix diagonalizing Hk is denoted

U k,then the self-consistentequationsfor� and m z are

� = �
J

N k

4X

j= 1

X

k ;

E jk < 0

(coskx � cosky)U1jkU2jk;(7)

m z =
1

2N k

4X

j= 1

X

k ;

E jk < 0

[U1jkU3jk + U2jkU4jk]: (8)

Figure3showsthatthedSC and antiferrom agneticorder

param etersaregenerally incom patible,with only a sm all

coexistence region. M ore extensive studies ofthe phase

diagram with com m ensurateorderby K yung26 show that

the size ofthe coexistence region dependson the m odel

param eters,butthatthe antiferrom agneticand dSC or-

deralwayssuppressoneanother.Bycontrast,theCSDW

orderhasvery little e�ecton the dSC phase.

III. D EN SIT Y O F STA T ES A N D SU P ER FLU ID

D EN SIT Y

Because of the nodal nesting, the density of states

(DO S)

N (!)=

NX

i= 1

2nX

n= 1

[jUinj
2
�(! � En)+ jUi+ N nj

2
�(! + E n)];

(9)

develops a gap of width � in the dSC+ CSDW phase,

asshown in Fig.4. In contrast,the dSC+ DSDW phase

retainsthecharacteristicd-waveDO S,N (!)/ j!jatlow

!,butdevelopsa resonance at!0 which in m any cases

dom inatesthespectrum .In both cases,thesequalitative

di�erencesfrom thepuredSC DO S arereected in �s(T).
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FIG . 4: (Color online) D ensity of states. N (!) is shown

forhom ogeneous(top row)and inhom ogeneous(bottom row)

doping.Inhom ogeneousresultsarefora singledopantcon�g-

uration,exceptforw = 0:78 which isaveraged over5 con�g-

urations. The single-particle gap � and subgap resonance at

!0 are indicated.

Thesuperuid density isrelated to them agneticpene-

tration depth �(T)m easured in experim entsby �s(T)=

m c2=4�e2�2(T). In linear-response theory, �� 2(T) =

(4�e2=c2)hK dia
�� (T)� Kparam

�� (T)i�= x;y with

K
dia
�� =

X

m

�
~M
� 1
��

�

m m
f(E m ) (10)

K
para

��
=

X

m ;n

�

~�
�

m n

�

~�
�

nm

f(E m )� f(En)

E m � En
(11)

where

[~M
� 1
]m n =

X

i;j

1X

p= 0

(� 1)
p
U
y

m i+ pN
[M

� 1
]ijUj+ pN n

[~]m n =
X

i;j

1X

p= 0

U
y

m i+ pN
[

� 1
]ijUj+ pN n

where ~M and ~ aretheinversee�ectivem asstensorand

currentvertex respectively,written in thebasisofeigen-

states ofthe Ham iltonian. O n a tight-binding lattice,

[M
� 1
��
]ij = � tij~�� rijrij �~� and [�]ij = i~�� rijtij with

~� and ~� the unitvectors x̂ or ŷ and rij = ri� rj. The

calculationsarerestricted to low T wherewecan usethe

T = 0 valuesfor� ij and ni�;theT-dependenceof�s(T)

is due to therm alpair breaking,as has been argued in

Ref.[2].W e discussthisassum ption below.

W efocus�rston hom ogeneousdoping,Fig.5(a).The

superuid density at T = 0 is a strong function ofw,

especially in the dSC+ DSDW phase;�s(0)isreduced to

10% ofits initialvalue with only sm allchanges in the

coherence peak energy in the DO S.W hile this is con-

sistent with experim ents,the T-dependence of�s(T) is
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FIG .5:(Coloronline)Superuid density.�s(T)isplotted for

hom ogeneous (a) and inhom ogeneous (b) doping. D i�erent

curvesforw = 0:78 in (b)correspond to di�erentrandom ly-

generated im purity potentials.Inset:low-T behaviorof�s(T)

forhom ogeneous(solid)and inhom ogeneous(dashed)doping.

Results in (b) are con�guration-averaged over 2-4 sam ples,

exceptforw = 0:78 where resultsare shown foreach con�g-

uration.

not. In the dSC+ CSDW phase,�s(T) is exponentially

activated: ��s(T) / exp(� T=�),where � is the single-

particlegap shown in Fig.4.In thedSC+ DSDW phase,

�s(T)islinearin T,butalso hasan exponentialcontri-

bution from theresonanceat!0,alsoshown in Fig.4.In

m ostcaseswehavestudied theexponentialcontribution

isdom inant.

The inhom ogeneously-doped calculations are qualita-

tively di�erent. The electronic potentialproduced by

doping isitselfweakly scattering and haslittle directef-

fect on nodalquasiparticles39;however,it disordersthe

SDW ,and indirectly doeshavea signi�cante�ecton the

low-! DO S.As seen in Fig.4,characteristic featuresof

thedi�erentSDW phasesarewashed outand N (!)uni-

versally obtainsa dirty-d-wave form . Thisisone ofthe

m ain results ofthis work. Not surprisingly,�s(T) also

obtainsthedirty dSC form ;asshown in Fig.5(b)and in

the �gure inset,��s(T)/ T 2 forT � Tc,and is linear

in T at larger T. In general,�s(T) varies weakly be-

tween disordercon�gurations. The notable exception is

nearthesuperconducting phaseboundary (ie.w = 0:78)

where �s(0)dependsstrongly on disordercon�guration,

although ��s(T) rem ains quadratic in T. In m acro-

scopic sam ples,this willbe reected as a sensitivity to

both sam plequality and doping.Therem arkableaspect

of Fig.5(b) is that, even for a m agnetic energy scale

M � 2� (atwhich point�s(0)is nearzero),�s(T)has

the appearance ofa dirty but pure dSC,as seen in ex-

perim ents.Thisconstitutesourm ain �nding.

The m echanism by which the superuid density isde-

pleted is quite interesting. The diam agnetic response,

K dia,isalm ostindependentofboth w and them agnetic

m om ent:however,the param agneticresponse atT = 0,

K para(0),is a strong function ofthe m agnetic m om ent.

Thisisrem iniscentoftheresponseto disorderin d-wave

superconductorswhereCooperpairbreakingbyim purity

scattering m anifestsasa nonzero K para(0).In thiscase,

however,thebroken Cooperpairsarealso apparentasa

�niteresidualdensity ofstatesattheFerm ilevel.A dis-

orderlevelsu�cient to cause a 90% reduction in �s(0),

aswehavefound here,would producea residualdensity

ofstates com parable to that ofthe norm alstate. The

factthatsuch a residualdensity ofstatesisnotobserved

in ourcaseillustratesthattheSDW correlationsarenot

sim ply breaking Cooperpairs.

Rather,itisthefactthatCooperpairsin them agnetic

phasedo nothavea well-de�ned charge-currentwhich is

responsibleforthesuppression of�s(0).In thecom m en-

surate(four-band)case,the currentoperatoris

x(k) =

�

vx(k)�0 0

0 vx(k + Q )�0

�

(12)

with vx = @�k=@kx and �0 thePaulim atrix.Thism atrix

isnotdiagonalin the basisofBogoliubov quasiparticles

(ie.~x(k) is not diagonal),m eaning that the currentis

not conserved. Physically, this is because the Bogoli-

ubov quasiparticles are form ed from m ixtures ofstates

with crystal m om enta k and k + Q . Then, because

~x(k)hasnonzeroo�-diagonalm atrixelem ents,thereisa

nonzerointerband contribution in Eq.(11)which reduces

the overallsuperuid density.W e stressthatthism ech-

anism is distinct from either pair-breaking or quasipar-

ticlerenorm alization (ie.strong-correlation)m echanism s

forreducing the superuid density.

W e�nish with a com m enton therelationship between

Tc and �s(0). An estim ate ofTc as the tem perature at

which a straight line, �tted to the region T > 0:1 in

Fig.5(b),crossesthe T-axisyieldsTc � 0:36,forallw.

This is surprising,asitindicates thateven for strongly

inhom ogeneouscasesTc isdeterm ined by them axim um ,

ratherthan average,�.Italso suggeststhattwo physi-

calprocessesneglected in ourcalculations,phase uctu-

ations and glassy SDW dynam ics,m ay play an im por-

tant role at higher T. In particular,phase uctuations

areexpected to be pronounced atsm allw wherethe su-

perconductivity isspatially inhom ogeneous.G lassy spin

dynam ics,provided they rem ain slow on electronic tim e

scales,behaveasquenched disordering ofthe SDW ,and

should not change our results qualitatively. An inter-

esting question,outside the scope ofthis work,is how

theSDW dynam icsa�ect�s(T)athigherdoping,where

a gap in the spin-wave spectrum begins to appear. In

sum m ary,itseem slikely that,assuggested in Ref.9,Tc

isultim ately determ ined by a com bination ofphase and

quasiparticleexcitations.
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IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion, we have shown that incom m ensurate

m agneticcorrelationswhich nestthe nodalpointsofthe

Ferm isurfacem aycoexistwith d-wavesuperconductivity

with essentiallynosuppressionofthesuperconductingor-

der.Furtherm ore,the form ation ofquasistatic m om ents

is a plausible explanation for the rapid suppression of

superuid density nearpc in YBCO .W e �nd that,pro-

vided the spin density waves are disordered, both the

single-particle spectrum and �s(T)are indistinguishable

from the dirty d-wavecase.
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