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In this paper,we present analyticaland num ericalcalculations ofthe

� resonance in the t-J m odel. W e show in detailhow the � resonance in

the particle-particle channelcouples to and appears in the dynam icalspin

correlation function in a superconducting state. The contribution ofthe �

resonance to the spin excitation spectrum can be estim ated from general

m odel-independent sum rules,and it agrees with our detailed calculations.

Theresultsarein overallagreem entwith theexactdiagonalization studiesof

thet-J m odel.Earliercalculationspredicted thecorrectdopingdependenceof

theneutron resonancepeak in theY B C O superconductor,and in thispaper

detailed energy and m om entum dependence ofthe spin correlation function

is presented. The m icroscopic equations ofm otion obtained within current

form alism agree with that ofthe SO (5) nonlinear sigm a m odel,where the

� resonance is interpreted as a pseudo G oldstone m ode ofthe spontaneous

SO (5)sym m etry breaking.

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

Ofm any fascinatingexperim entson high Tc superconductors,theresonantneutron scat-

tering peak observed in the Y B CO fam ily isan extrem ely striking one [1{5]. Itwas�rst

observed in theoptim ally doped Y B CO m aterials.Them odeexistsonly in anarrow region

in reciprocalspacenear(�=a;�=b;�=c),wherea and barethelatticeconstantsin theCuO2

planeand cisthedistancebetween two neighboring CuO 2 planesin a unitcell.(In thefol-

lowing,wewillsettheselatticeconstantsto unity to sim plify notations).Theenergy ofthe
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resonance is41m eV and itdispersesweakly in reciprocalspace.Perhapsthem oststriking

property ofthism ode isitsdisappearance above Tc. M ore recently,thistype ofcollective

m ode has also been observed in the underdoped fam ilies ofthe Y B CO superconductors.

Here the energy ofthis m ode is 33m eV and 25m eV ,form aterials with Tc values of62K

and 52K respectively. W hile the m ode energy decreasesm onotonically with Tc,the m ode

intensity increasesasTc decreases.Com pared with the41m eV peak,thesem odesalso have

a broader spectraldistribution below Tc. In these underdoped m aterials the resonance is

also observed above Tc where it becom es signi�cantly broader. Allthe m odes have been

observed in theneutron spin ip channel,and m orerecently,the41m eV m odewasseen to

broaden underauniform m agnetic�eld [6],both indicatingthatthem odesarespin triplets.

These striking resonances have generated wide theoreticalinterests and a num ber of

theoreticalideashavebeen suggested in orderto explain theirproperties[7{16].W ebelieve

thatonekey ingredientisthecoupling oftheneutron to theparticle-particle(p-p)channel

which occursin thesuperconducting(SC)stateviathecondensate.In particularforadx2� y2

gap,thecoherencefactor[1� � k+ q� k=E kE k+ q]=2forQ = (�;�;�)goestounityatthreshold

ratherthanvanishingasitwouldforans-wavesuperconductor[1,17].Furtherm ore,twoofus

argued thatthep-p interactionsin thischannelleadsto a sharp resonancewhich wascalled

the�-m ode[7].In thenorm alstate,theresonanceisdecoupled from theneutron scattering,

butcan in principle be observed in pairtunneling experim ents[18]. Thistheory predicted

the doping dependence ofthe m ode energy and intensity which was subsequently veri�ed

experim entally [19]. Thispicture wasalso laterveri�ed in detailed num ericalcalculations

oftheHubbard and thet-J m odels[20,21].

In this paper,we study the � resonance using a self-consistent linear response theory

which form allytakesintoaccountthem ixingoftheparticle-hole(p-h)with thep-p channels

intheSC state.Thisform alism isexplained inSec.II.InSec.III,wepresentnum ericalresults

based on thisform alism and show theoverallstructureofthespin correlation function.W e

then givean approxim atebutanalyticexpression fortheresonancein Sec.IV.In Sec.V,we

com pare ourform alism with the resultsobtained by using equationsofm otion forthe t-J
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m odeland with theSO (5)quantum non-linearsigm a m odel.In Sec.VI,we sum m arize the

resultsand conclude thepaperwith som e generalrem arks.Beforegoing into thesedetails,

wegiveheresom egeneralfeaturesofthe�-resonance.

Thecentralobjectofthetheory ofthe� resonanceisthesocalled � operator[7],de�ned

by

�
y
� =

1

2
p
2

X

p

(cospx � cospy)c
y

p+ Q �
�
�
y
c
y
� p (1)

with �� being Paulim atricesand cyp = (c
y

p";c
y

p#).Thisoperatorisa spin tripletand carries

charge two. Thisoperatorinspired one ofus(SCZ)to form ulate the SO (5)theory ofhigh

Tc superconductivity [22].Togetherwith the totalspin and totalcharge operators,the six

� operatorsform an SO (5)Lie algebra. A naturalvectorrepresentation ofthisSO (5)Lie

algebra isthesuperspin

~n = (n1;n2;n3;n4;n5)

= (
�+ � y

2
;N x;N y;N z;

�� � y

2i
) (2)

form ed outoftheantiferrom agnetic(AF)orderparam eter

N � =
1

2

X

p

c
y

p+ Q �
�
cp (3)

and therealand im aginary com ponentsofthed-wavesuperconducting (dSC)orderparam -

eter

� =
X

p

gpc� p#cp": (4)

Here,

gp =
1
p
2
(cospx � cospy) (5)

isthed-waveform factor.The� operatorrotatesN � and � into each other

[��;N �]= i� ��� (6)
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therefore within the SO (5)theory,AF and dSC are uni�ed into a com m on object,called

superspin,which can be pictured asa unitvectoron an SO (5)sphere,see Fig.1. A direct

�rst-ordertransition between these two phases can be induced by a chem icalpotential�,

and the superspin ops from the AF direction into the dSC direction. However, inside

the dSC phase, there are 4 collective m odes, which can be viewed as Goldstone m odes

ofthe spontaneous SO (5)sym m etry breaking. The usualSC phase m ode corresponds to

the rotation inside the dSC plane,while there are three extra � m odes,corresponding to

rotations towards the AF directions, see Fig.1. Because � breaks the SO (5) sym m etry

explicitly and constrainsthesuperspin to lieattheequator,the� uctuationsarem assive.

From thisgeneralconsideration,we expect its m ass,orthe resonance energy,to decrease

with decreasing doping.

(Re   )∆

π" "fluctuation

1n sc

n ∆5

n
( Neel )

(Im   )

{2,3,4}

n

FIG .1. G eom etric interpretation ofthe � resonance in the superspin phase.

TheSO (5)theory thereforeprovidesa sim plepictureofthe� m odesascollectiverota-

tionsin the SO (5)sphere. W ithoutgoing into the m icroscopic details,thispicture im m e-

diately provides us with som e usefulquantitative inform ation. Inside the dSC phase,the

righthand sideoftheoperatorequation (6)can bereplaced by theexpectation valueofthe

dSC orderparam eter,giving

[��;N �]= ih�i��� (7)

Thisequation can besim ply interpreted asthecom m utation relation between asetofcanon-
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ically conjugate variables,justlike p and q in elem entary quantum m echanics. Therefore,

weseethata new setofcollective quantum degreesoffreedom em ergesin thebroken sym -

m etry statecharacterized by a dSC order�.Thissim pleconsideration explainswhy the�

resonance m ode isonly observed below Tc. However,in the regim e where a uctuating �

orderparam eterexists,the� resonancecan also appearasa broad feature.

In thedSC state,the� m odecouplesdirectly to thespin operator~SQ = ~N .W hatisthe

dynam icsassociated with the� operator? Thisisa m odeldependentm icroscopicquestion.

Ifone isdealing with an SO (5)sym m etric m icroscopic m odel[23{25],thedynam icsofthe

� operatorisdeterm ined by theequation

h

H ;�
y
�

i

= !0�
y
� (8)

where !0 = �2�. Therefore,SO (5)sym m etric m odelspredicta sharp � resonance whose

energy scaleswith doping.The dynam icsassociated with the coupled � and spin operator

in thet-J m odelisthecentralquestion studied in ourcurrentpaper.However,even without

detailed m icroscopiccalculations,wecangivegeneralargum entstoestim atethecontribution

from the � operatorto the spin correlation function. Equation (7)leads to an im portant

sum ruleforthem ixed correlation function between thespin and the� operators.De�ning

them ixed correlation function as

m ��(!)= �h0j��
1

! � H + E 0 + i0
N � � N �

1

! � H + E 0 + i0
��j0i (9)

and m aking useofeq.(7),wehave

Z
d!

2�
m ��(!)= � ���h0j�j0i (10)

In addition,wealsohaveanothersum ruleforthe� correlation function,which followsfrom

thecom m utation relation

h

��;�
y

�

i

= (1� n)��� (11)

wheren isa �lling factor(half�lling correspondsto n = 1).From thesetwo sum rules,we

can puta lowerbound on the� contribution to thespin excitation spectrum as
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I� �
1

�

Z

� peak

d!Im �+ � (Q;!)>
�

2j�j2

1� n
(12)

asshown in theAppendix.Therefore,onewould expectthe� contribution to thedynam ic

spin correlation function toscaleasthesquareofthedSC orderparam eterand inversely with

thedopingx = 1� n.Both oftheseconclusionsareconsistentwith theexperim ental�nding

in the optim ally doped Y B CO thatthe neutron resonance m ode disappearsabove Tc asa

sharp excitation,and with thedopingdependenceofitsintensity.W ecan usetypicalvalues

of� (�;0) = 40m eV (see Appendix forconverting the orderparam eterto the quasiparticle

energy gap),J = 120m eV and doping x = 15% to estim atethelowerbound forI� as0.32.

Thisiscloseto and consistentwith theexperim entally m easured value,0:51� 0:1 [2].In a

realisticm odel,the� operatorisnotan exacteigenoperatoroftheHam iltonian,and eq.(8)

isonlyapproxim ately ful�lled with othercontributionstotheenergy !0.However,aslongas

the� operatorrem ainsasan approxim ate eigenoperator,itwillm akea sharp contribution

tothespin correlation function,and theenergy ofthem odewillhavealeadingcontribution

of�2�.

II. SELF-C O N SIST EN T FO R M A LISM

In thispaper,we shallstudy the � m ode ofthe t-J m odelwith nearest-neighbor(n.n.)

hopping. Before presenting the details ofthe form alism ,we would like to answer som e

generalquestionsregarding theuseofthism odeland theapproxim ations.

The �rst question concerns the e�ect ofthe n.n.Coulom b interaction V
P

i;jninj [26].

Even ifwe did notinclude a bare V term ,the reduction from the on-site Hubbard m odel

to the t-J m odelwould generate such a term with V = �J=4. Actually,atthisparticular

valueofV ,theinteraction between thequasi-particlesm aking up a spin tripletiszero.One

m ightbeconcerned thatwithoutthem ultiplescattering in thetripletchannel,therewould

not be any � resonance. However,this is not the case. Even in the absence ofa triplet

interaction,thereisa sharp � m odegiven by

6



Z

dte
i!t
�(t)h0j��(t)�

y

�(0)j0i=
1� n

! + 2� + i0
���: (13)

This occurs because the p-p continuum collapses to a point at totalm om entum q = Q.

Interaction in the triplet channelsim ply shifts the resonance energy from �2�. In this

paper,we shallonly calculate the � and spin correlation function with V = 0. The e�ect

ofV istwo-fold,itchangesboth the interaction in the � tripletchanneland the energy to

destroy a d-wavepairin theground state,thereby changing thechem icalpotential�.Since

the V interaction does not distinguish between the singlet Cooper pair and the triplet �

pair,these two contributionswillessentially canceleach other. Thiscancelation isindeed

observed ratheraccurately in the num ericalcalculationsin both the Hubbard and the t-J

m odel[20,21].BecausetheJ interaction isdi�erentin thesingletand tripletchannels,this

cancelation doesnotoccur.Therefore,in thispaper,weshallonly study thee�ectoftheJ

interaction.

The second question concerns the e�ect ofthe next nearest neighbor hopping term t0

[20,21,26,27]. In the presence ofthisterm ,the p-p continuum no longercollapsesattotal

m om entum Q,and it is not clear ifthe � m ode can rem ain sharp in the presence oft0.

This question depends on the bandwidth around the (�;0)and (0;�)pointsin reciprocal

space.W hilethebarebandwidth m ightbelarge,itisknown from both photoem ission and

num ericalexperim ents that m any-body corrections reduce the bandwidth at these points

signi�cantly.Assum ingthereduced band structure,the� m oderem ainssharp in thenorm al

state.Directnum ericalcalculationson the� resonancealso show thatthe� m oderem ains

sharp for a wide range oft0 [20,21]. Because the m any-body reduction ofthe bandwidth

ishard to obtain from directperturbation theory,we shallnotaddressthe t0 issue in this

paper.

In this work,we shallm ainly discuss the two-dim ensionalcase where the � operator

carriesm om entum (�;�).Generalizationsto bilayersystem isstraightforward.In thiscase,

the � operator rotates the 3D AF state into the 3D dSC state,and carries m om entum

(�;�;�),i.e. itisodd underbilayer interchange. Ifthe 3D � operatorisan approxim ate
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eigenoperator ofthe inter-layer Ham iltonian,analysis presented in this paper willcarry

through in thebilayercaseaswell.

Finally we would like to addressthe issue ofthe large Hubbard U repulsion orthe no

doubleoccupancy constraintin thet-J m odel[28,29].In thispaper,weshallonly treatthe

Hubbard U within the Hartree approxim ation. In thiscase,itse�ectcan be captured by

a renorm alization ofthe chem icalpotential[29]and the hopping t. Alternatively,we can

treatthet-J m odelwithin theslaveboson m ean �eld theory.Hereonereplacestheelectron

operatorci� byaproductofbifi�.W ithin thedSC state,theholonsbiarecondensed and can

be replaced by itsc-num berexpectation value. The resulting Ham iltonian forthe spinons

fi� isjusta t-J m odelwith renorm alized param eters,where the constraintisonly treated

on the average,again by adjusting the chem icalpotentialand renorm alizing the hopping

param eter[30]. These two form alism therefore lead to the sam e perturbation seriesin the

interaction J.

W enow review theself-consistentform alism forcom puting thespin correlation function

in the SC state. This self-consistent approach has been pioneered by Anderson [31]and

Rickayzen [32]in treating the problem ofthe response ofa superconductor to an electro-

m agnetic �eld and laterused by Bardasis and Schrie�er to study collective excitations in

a superconductor [33]. The basic idea ofthis m ethod is the sam e as that ofany linear

response calculation.W e perturb a system by a sm allexternal�eld and then com pute the

correspondinginduced response.Itishoweverim portanttorem em berthatwhen thesystem

hasSC order,any uctuation in thep-h channelim m ediately m ixeswith uctuationsin the

p-p,and hole-holechannels.Thism ixing isresponsible forrestoration ofthetransversality

oftheelectrom agneticresponseofa superconductor[32]and preserving theW ard identities

[36]. M icroscopically it corresponds to taking into account the response ofthe supercon-

ductordue to the backow ofthe condensate aswellasthe creation ofthe quasi-particle

excitations.W ehaveapplied thisform alism to the�-resonancein thenegative-U Hubbard

m odel[36](seealso[37]),and shown thatitconstitutesaconserving approxim ation,which

givesexcellentagreem entwith theexacttheorem son the�-resonanceoftheU < 0Hubbard
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m odel[34,35].Sim ilarform alism hasbeen used recently by Kohno,Norm and and Fukuyam a

[38],Salkolaand Schrie�er[39],and Brinckm ann and Lee[40]tostudy collectiveexcitations.

In this paper we em phasize that the origin ofthe neutron resonance peak is coupling

to the p-p channelbelow Tc. The SCLR form alism is a com plete fram ework which takes

thise�ectinto account,and hasbeen shown to agree with exacttheorem swhere they are

available [36].However,the naive RPA form ula �R P A = �B C S=(1+ VQ �B C S)also contains

partialinform ation aboutm ixing intothenon-interactingp-p channelduetotheanom alous

F yF term in �B C S. Therefore the peak observed at�2� in the RPA treatm entm ay also

haveitsorigin dueto p-p m ixing.Thisargum entisfurtherstrengthened by the�ndingsin

ourpresentwork thattheRPA peak at�2� m ovesto theenergy ofthe interacting triplet

pairwithin SCLR form alism .

W estartby considering thet-J m odelin thepresenceofa m agnetic�eld Rehq!e
i(qx� !t)

(only theZeem an e�ectoftheapplied �eld isofinterestto us)

H = �t
X

< ij> �

(c
y

i�cj� + h:c:)+ J
X

< ij>

SiSj � S
�
q hq!e

� i!t
� �

X

i�

c
y

i�ci� (14)

where S�
q =

P

pc
y

p#cq+ p" isthe spin operator.The system respondsto the applied �eld hq!

in thespin channelaswellasin the� channelsin such a way thattheoperators

Sq =
X

p

c
y

q+ p"cp# (15)

�
+
q =

X

p

gpc
y

q+ p"c
y

� p" (16)

�
�
q =

X

p

gpc� q� p#cp# (17)

getnon-vanishing tim e-dependentexpectation values. TheirFouriertransform willbe de-

noted as Sq! =
R
dtei!thSq(t)i and ��q! =

R
dtei!th��q (t)i. The weight function, gp =

(cospx � cospy)=
p
2 (as de�ned earlier in eq.(5)),ofthe ��q operators arises from the as-

sum ed d-wavesym m etry oftheorderparam eter1.

1In principle,the sym m etry ofthe interaction leads to responses in the p-h channelthat di�er
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TheHam iltonian (14)isthen linearized by factoring outthedSC gap2 � p = � 0 gp and

thequantities��q! and Sq!:

H =
X

p�

�pc
y
p�cp� +

X

p

� pc
y

p"c
y

� p# +
X

p

� �
pc� p#cp"

+
J

4
�
+
q!e

� i!t
X

p

gpc� p"cq+ p" +
J

4
�
�
q!e

� i!t
X

p

gpc
y

p#c
y

� q� p#

+ (VqSq! � hq!)e
� i!t

X

p

c
y

p#cq+ p" (18)

where Vq = J(cosqx + cosqy)and �p = �2t(cospx + cospy)� �.W eproceed by taking the

�rst two term s in eq.(18) as the unperturbed Ham iltonian H 0 and use Kubo form ulas to

treatthelastthreeterm sastheperturbation H 1,

hf̂(t)i= �i

Z
t

� 1

dt
0
h
h

f̂(t);H 1(t
0)
i

iH 0
: (19)

Thisprocedureisdescribed in detailinourearlierpaperonthe� excitation ofthenegative-U

Hubbard m odel[36].

Itisconvenientto introducetheam plitudeand phaseoscillationsasb+q! = �+q! + ��q! and

b�q! = �+q! � ��q!.Aftersom esim plecalculations,wearriveatthecoupled equationsforb
+
q!,

b�q! and Sq!:

b
+
q! =

J

4
t+ + b

+
q! +

J

4
t+ � b

�
q! � 2Vqm + (Sq! � hq!=Vq)

b
�
q! =

J

4
t+ � b

+
q! +

J

4
t� � b

�
q! � 2Vqm � (Sq! � hq!=Vq) (20)

Sq! = �
J

4
m + b

+
q! �

J

4
m � b

�
q! � Vq�0(Sq! � hq!=Vq) (21)

from (15)by thepossiblesym m etry factorsS�q =
P

p�pc
y

p+ q"
cp# where�p m ay be(sinpx � sinpy)

or(cospx � cospy). Such S�q! �eldsprovide interm ediate states thatthe spin uctuationscan be

scattered into.In generalthiscan m odify theam plitudeoftheinduced Sq! �eld.Howeveritturns

outthatfortheq’sofinterestnearQ = (�;�),thee�ectofsuch S�q! �eldsisnegligible.

2� 0 isthe energy gap,which isrelated to the orderparam eter� de�ned earlierby the relation,

� 0 = VB C S� with V B C S =
3J

2
.
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where

t+ + = i
X

p

g
2
p

Z
d�

2�
fG � p(� � !)Gp+ q(��)+ G� p(�)Gp+ q(! � �)

+ 2F� p(� � !)Fp+ q(��)g

= 2
X

p

g
2
p(u� pup+ q + v� pvp+ q)

2 �pq

!2 � �2pq

t+ � = i
X

p

g
2
p

Z
d�

2�
fG � p(� � !)Gp+ q(��)� G� p(�)Gp+ q(! � �)g

= 2
X

p

g
2
p(v

2
� pv

2
p+ q � u

2
� pu

2
p+ q)

!

!2 � �2pq

t� � = i
X

p

g
2
p

Z
d�

2�
fG � p(� � !)Gp+ q(��)+ G� p(�)Gp+ q(! � �)

� 2F� p(� � !)Fp+ q(��)g

= 2
X

p

g
2
p(u� pup+ q � v� pvp+ q)

2 �pq

!2 � �2pq

m + = i
X

p

gp

Z
d�

2�
fFp+ q(�)G� p(� + !)� F� p(�� � !)Gp+ q(�)g

= 2
X

p

gpup+ qvp+ q(u
2
� p � v

2
� p)

�pq

!2 � �2pq

m � = � i
X

p

gp

Z
d�

2�
fFp+ q(�)G� p(� + !)+ F� p(�� � !)Gp+ q(�)g

= � 2
X

p

gpup+ qvp+ q
!

!2 � �2pq

�0 = i
X

p

Z
d�

2�
fG � p(�)Gp+ q(� + !)+ F� p(��)Fp+ q(� � !)g

= �
X

p

(up+ qv� p � u� pvp+ q)
2 �pq

!2 � �2pq
(22)

In theequationsabove,E p =
q

�2p + � 2
p, �pq = E p+ q+ E � p, upvp = � p=2E p, u

2
p =

1

2
(1+

�p

E p
),

and v2p =
1

2
(1�

�p

E p
).TheGreen’sfunctionshavebeen de�ned as

G p(!)=

Z

dte
i!t(�i)hTcp�(t)c

y
p�(0)i

Fp(!)=

Z

dte
i!t(�i)hTcp"(t)c� p#(0)i

F
y
p(!)=

Z

dte
i!t(�i)hTc

y

� p#(t)c
y

p"(0)i (23)

In eq.(22),! should betaken to havean in�nitesim alim aginary part,� = 0+ ,com ing from

causality.
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Solution ofeqs.(21)givesthedynam icalspin susceptibility in thisSelf-ConsistentLinear

ResponseTheory (SCLR).

�SC LR (q;!)= i

Z

dte
i!t
�(t)h

h

S
+
q (t);S

�
� q(0)

i

i=
Sq!

hq!
: (24)

Itcan bewritten in theform

�SC LR(q;!)=
�irr

1+ Vq�irr
(25)

�irr = �0 + �� (26)

�� = �
J

2

m 2
+ + m 2

� �
J

4
m 2

+ t� � �
J

4
m 2

� t+ + +
J

2
m � m + t+ �

1� J

4
t+ + �

J

4
t� � +

J2

16
t+ + t� � �

J2

16
t2+ �

(27)

and m ay beunderstood asam odi�ed Random PhaseApproxim ation (RPA)wherethebare

bubble�0 hasbeen m odi�ed byincludingtheladderdiagram s.Fig.2givesthediagram m atic

interpretation ofform ulas(26),(27).

irr

.

χ 0χ T= +

= TT +

..

FIG .2. M odi�cation of�irr dueto ladderdiagram s

Theprocedurefor�nding thep-p correlation function

P(q;t)= �i�(t)h
h

�
+
q (t);�

�
q (0)

i

i (28)

isvery sim ilartotheoneshown aboveforthespin channel.W eonly need toadd an external

�eld inthe�
y

Q channelandcom putetheresponsein thesam echannel.Skippingthelaborious

butstraightforward calculationswepresentthe�nalexpression foritsFouriertransform

12



P(q;!)=
t+ + + t� � +

J

2
t2+ � �

J

2
t+ + t� � � 2t+ � �

J

4

m 2

+
(1� J

2
t�� )+ m 2

�
(1� J

2
t+ + )� 2m + m � (1�

J

2
t+ � )

1+ Vq�0

1� J

4
t+ + �

J

4
t� � �

J2

16
t2+ � +

J2

16
t+ + t� � + J2

m 2

+
(1� J

4
t�� )+ m � (1�

J

4
t+ + )+

J

2
m + m � t+ �

1+ Vq�0

(29)

In the norm alstate this reduces to a sim ple T-m atrix expression that was studied in

[7]. There it was shown that,in the norm alstate,the p-p spectrum at Q is dom inated

by the collective �-m ode resonance thatappearsdue to the collapse ofthe p-p continuum

(�p+ Q + �� p = �2� )and the repulsive interaction oftwo particlesin a tripletstate sitting

on n.n.sites.W esuggested thatthiscollectivem odem ay contributeto thespin-uctuation

spectrum when the system becom es superconducting. However such argum ent raises an

im m ediate concern that superconductivity could in principle lead to another e�ect � a

signi�cantbroadeningofthe� resonance,duetopossiblescatteringintothep-h excitations.

Thegoalofthenextpartistoshow thatthisdoesnothappen.The� resonancesurvivesas

a collective m odeand a�ectsstrongly thedynam icspin-spin correlation function in theSC

state.Theim portantpointhereisthatunlike�0,�� in � irr containsinform ation aboutthe

� resonance.Asweshallseein thenextsection,Im �irr nearly vanishesatthe� resonance

energy,whereRe�irr issharply peaked.Thecom bination ofthesetwo e�ectsgiveriseto a

sharp � resonance.

III.N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Itiswellknown thatthe RPA form ofthe spin correlation function overestim ates the

antiferrom agnetic instability. Therefore,ifwe see a peak in the dynam ic spin correlation

function,itisim portantto check ifitisan artifactdue to the RPA type ofoverestim ate

or due to a genuine collective m ode. M oreover,the size ofthe dSC gap relative to Tc is

signi�cantly largerthan theBCS estim ate.TheBCS gap equation forH 0 is

1= VB C S
X

p

g2p

2E p

tanh(
E p

2T
) (30)

with thebarepairing interaction VB C S = 3J=2.However,thisgivesa 2� (�;0)=kB Tc ratio of

theorderof4 which issm allcom pared to thetypically observed valueof6 to 8.Therefore,

13



in what follows, we take two approaches to these problem s. W e introduce an e�ective

reduction oftheantiferrom agneticvertex VQ = �V bare
Q

with � < 1,asaway tom odelvertex

corrections,orwetakethedSC gap � 0 to bebiggerthan itsm ean �eld value.Both ofthese

approacheshave the e�ectofrem oving the RPA type ofAF instability. W e shallsee that

the� resonanceisrobustagainstthesevariations.

A . � resonance and its robustness against vertex corrections

In this section we take J = 0:6t and � = �0:3t. W e choose the m ean-�eld value of

� 0 = 0:0094t and the reduction of VQ is set by � = 0:82. W e assum e a �nite value

� = 10� 4tfortheim aginaryin�nitesim alin theenergydenom inatorand perform integration

by dividing theBrillouin zoneinto a 32000� 32000 lattice.

SCLR

2

4

6

8

0.6 0.63 0.66
ω

Re χirr

Im χirr

Im χ
1/|VQ|

Im P
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FIG .3. Re �irr,Im �irr,Im �SC LR ,and Im P vs.!

This plot shows the \m echanics" ofthe resonance in �SC LR. In the norm alstate the

p-p channelhasa sharp peak at!0 � �2� + J

2
(1� n)= 0:655t. Notice thatthere isno

visible shiftofthe energy ofthisresonance in the SC state,butonly a sm allbroadening.

Thisresonancein thep-p channelP(Q;!)then leadsto a peak in Re�irr.Consequently at

a frequency where Re�irr =
�
�
�
1

VQ

�
�
� the realpartofthe denom inatorin the SCLR expression

(25)vanishes leading to a peak in Im �SC LR. At these frequencies,the im aginary partof

thedenom inator(Im �irr )isalso sm all,and theresonanceappearsto bequitesharp.

|

0.5

1

1.5

2

0.6 0.63 0.66
ω

Re χ0

Re χ irr

1/2|V Q

FIG .4. Re�irr and Re�0 vs.!.Thedotted line representstheline of1=2J.

In Fig.4,wecom paretherealpartof�irr with thatof�0.Asdiscussed above,wehave

resonance peaks in Im �SC LR when Re�irr =
�
�
�
1

VQ

�
�
�. W e can see that taking �irr instead

of�0 considerably suppresses the divergence around �2� (thisdivergence com esfrom the

15



dynam icnesting oftheFerm isurface.Itgivesriseto theRPA peak,theonly resonanceone

getsfrom anaiveRPA calculation.) and leadstothedevelopm entofapeak attheenergy of

the�-excitation.Itiseasily noticeablethatifwedo nottakeinto accountreduction ofVQ ,

butexploitthebarevalueofV bare
Q = �2J,then Re�irr willcrossitattwo points(! � �2�

and !0),giving rise to both � RPA and � peaks (see Fig.7). However,the divergence of

Re�irr around !0 ism uch stronger,m akingthe� peak m orerobustagainstvariationsin VQ .

0.5

1

1.5

0.6 0.63 0.66
ω

Im χ0

Im χirr

FIG .5. Im �irr and Im �0 vs!

In Fig.5,weshow theIm aginary partof�irr and �0.Notethata dip developsin Im �irr

attheenergyofthe�-excitation.Thism eansthatthe�-resonanceism uch lessdam ped than

onem ighthaveexpected.In thenorm alstate,thestability ofthe� resonanceisguaranteed

by theabsenceofthephasespace availablefordecay (p-p continuum collapsesto a point).
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In thedSC state,thisargum entno longerworks.M ixing ofthep-h and p-p channelscould

provide a m echanism forthe decay ofthe � excitation. However,we see thatthe system

accom m odatesthe� excitation by suppressing Im �irr atitsenergy.In Section IV,weshall

givean approxim ateanalyticalderivation ofthisim portantfeature.

2

4

6

8

0.6 0.63 0.66
ω

Im χRPA

Im χSCLR

FIG .6. Im �SC LR and Im �R P A vs.!

In Fig.6,we com pare the self-consistent spin-spin correlation function �SC LR with the

oneobtained from theRPA calculation,�R P A.Thelatteronehasan RPA peak thatcom es

from thedynam ic nesting ofthetight-binding Ham iltonian atm om entum Q.In Im �SC LR ,

thispeak disappearsalm ostcom pletely,and the the spectralweightistransfered into the

�-excitation.
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SCLR

5

10

15

20

0.6 0.63 0.66
ω

Im χ

α=1 
α=0.82

FIG .7. Im �SC LR vs.! fortwo di�erentvaluesofvertex correction param eter�.

In Fig.7,weshow thecom parison ofdi�erentchoicesof� in VQ .Noticethecoexistence

oftheRPA peak with the� peak forthechoiceofbareparam eter(� = 1).Reducing � has

no e�ecton the� resonancebutcom pletely destroystheRPA peak.

From theanalysiscarried outin thissubsection,weconclude thattheRPA peak m ight

be the the result ofoverestim ating the AF instability,while the � peak is robust against

vertex corrections.

B . R obustness ofthe � peak against variations ofthe superconducting gap

Anotherway ofsuppressing AF instability within RPA orSCLR form alism isto choose

a largerdSC energy gap.
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5

10

15

20

0.6 0.63 0.66
ω

χSCLR(∆0=0.0094)

χSCLR(∆0=0.05)

FIG .8. Im �SC LR vs.! fordi�erentvaluesof� 0.

In Fig.8,we com pare the resultsofSCLR calculationsforthe spin correlation function

for two choices of� 0. The sm aller one,� 0 = 0:0094t,corresponds to the self-consistent

(m ean-�eld)value,and the biggerone wastaken as� 0 = 0:05t. In these calculations,we

takeJ = 0:6tand � = �0:3tasbefore,butwith VQ = �2J,thebarevalue(� = 1).

W e observed in the previous subsection thattwo peaks(RPA and �)coexist with the

choice ofthe m ean-�eld value for� 0 and a bare value forVQ . Fig.8 shows thattaking a

largerdSC gap rem ovestheRPA peak and increasesthespectralweightofthe� peak.This

hasan even strongere�ectthan wesaw in theprevioussection by reducingtheAF exchange

constant.Thelatterone,aswe found,only rem ovestheRPA peak withouta�ecting the�

resonance. Itis also interesting to �nd thatforthe largergap there isan increase in the
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energy oftheresonance.

0.5

1/2J
1

1.5

2

0.6 0.63 0.66
ω

Re χ irr
Re χ0
Im χ irr
Im χ0

FIG .9. �irr and �0 vs! forthe case when � 0 islargerthan itsBCS value.

A tenaciouse�ectofthelargedSC gap isexplained in Fig.9.Herethechoiceofparam e-

tersisthesam easin thepreviousFigurewith � 0 = 0:05t.By looking at�irr in thiscaseof

large� 0,we�nd thattheRPA peak in therealpart(! � �2�)hascom pletely disappeared.

Forthe m ean-�eld value of� 0,there was only a suppression ofthis peak. In contrast to

that,theonly e�ectoftaking a larger� 0 on the� peak in Re�irr wasto m akeitbroader.

Thisbroadening explainstheincreasein thetotalweightofthe� peak in �SC LR (theslope

ofRe�irr atthecrossing pointwith 1=2J determ inesthetotalweightofthe� resonancein

�SC LR.Seem oreon thatin Section IV.).Also notean enorm oussuppression ofim aginary

partof�irr forenergiesbelow !0 in thiscaseoflarge� 0.
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.96π
π

1.04πq
0.6

0.66
ω

0

1

2

3

Im χSCLR(q,ω)

FIG .10. Im �SC LR (q;!)forq = (q;q)

On Fig.10,weshow theq and ! dependenceofIm �SC LR(q;!).Thisplothasbeen done

for� 0 = 0:05t,� = 1and forcom putationalreasonswetookalarger� = 10� 2t,which leads

toconsiderablesm earing.Howeverthegeneralpictureoftheq dependenceofIm �SC LR (q;!)

m ay beseen quiteclearly.W ehavean incom m ensuratestructureatlow frequencies,which

is followed by a com m ensurate �-peak. Right after the peak,there is a m issing spectral

weightatthecom m ensuratewavevector.Qualitatively thispictureissim ilartowhatisseen

in inelastic neutron scattering in YBCO [5]. (The incom m ensurate peaksin thatcase will

berotated by 45degreesduetoadi�erentband structure.CalculationsfortheYBCO band
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structurewillbepublished elsewhere [41].)

IV . A N A LY T IC A L D ER IVAT IO N O F T H E � R ESO N A N C E

In the previoussection,we showed num erically thatatthe energy ofthe �-excitation,

�irr possessesa sharp peak in therealpartand a dip in theim aginary part.In thissection,

we study the origin ofthese propertiesanalytically3.W hen looking atthestructure ofthe

expressions in eq.(21),one encounters very often analogousintegralsthatonly di�erby a

factorg2p in thep-sum m ation.Tosim plify thefollowinganalysis,wem akean approxim ation

thatthisfactorm ay be replaced by itsaverage value of1. A sim ilarassum ption hasbeen

used in [22]to obtain approxim ateSO(5)algebra.Itisim portantto realizethatoneshould

taketheaverageofg2p notoverthewholeBrillouin zonebutovera narrow band around the

Ferm isurface,since in m ostofthese expressions the otherfactorsin the integralsrestrict

theim portantdom ain ofintegration to thisregion.

W eintroduce

I1(!)=
X

p

g
2
p

1� v2� p � v2p+ Q

!2 � �2pQ

I2(!)=
X

p

gp
up+ Q vp+ Q � u� pv� p

!2 � �2pQ
(31)

and use som e identities for the BCS coherence factors and the approxim ation g2p � 1 to

expressallthefactorsin (21)as

t+ + = �4�I1(!)

t+ � = �2!I1(!)

t� � =
1� n

�
�
!2

�
I1(!)

m + = �2�I2(!)

m � = �!I2(!)

3W e restrictthisanalysisto the case q= Q = (�;�).
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�0 =
2

3J
+
!2 � 4�2

2� 0

I2(!): (32)

Substituting these expressions into eq.(27)and using the identity �4�� 0I2(!)= (1�

n)+ (4�2 � !2)I1(!)which holdswithin theapproxim ation described above,weget

�irr =
1

VB C S
+
I2(!)

2� 0

(!2 � !2
0)(!

2 � 4�2)

!2 � !2
0 + � 0JI2(!)(!

2 � 2�!0)
(33)

whereVB C S com esfrom thegap equation
P

pgpupvp = � 0=VB C S (eq.(30)),and !0 = �2� +

J

2
(1� n). In the m ean �eld analysisofthe t-J m odel,VB C S = 3J=2. Since I2(!)< 0 for

! � !0,the denom inatoroftheexpression (33)vanisheswhen thefrequency islargerthan

!0 butvery closetoit(theenergy separation isproportionalto�
2
0 ).Thisexplainsthepeak

in Re�irr,and thefactor!
2 � !2

0 in thenum eratorexplainsthedip in theim aginary part.

Expression (33)allowsusto estim ate theintegrated spectralweightofthe�-excitation

in the spin-spin correlation function. Forsim plicity,we neglect a sm allim aginary partof

�irr near!0.Then a polein �SC LR occurswhen

Re�irr = �
1

VQ
: (34)

Expanding �SC LR around thisfrequency !� we�nd that

�SC LR =
�irr

VQ
@�irr

@!

�
�
�
�
�
!�

1

! � !� + i0
=

1

V 2
Q

@�irr

@!
j!�

�1

! � !� + i0
: (35)

Earlierweintroduced two distinctenergiesin oursystem .TheBCS coupling VB C S and

the AF coupling VQ = �2J. Ifwe consider a hypotheticalsituation when VQ = �VB C S,

we can see thatthe condition (34)issatis�ed exactly at!0 and a sim ple calculation gives

�SC LR(!)=
2� 2

0

V 2

Q
(1� n)

� 1

!� !0+ i0
.IfwetakehereVQ tobeVB C S = 3J=2,wehavefortheintensity

ofthe� resonanceas

I� =
1

�

Z !0+ �
0

!0� �

d!�
00
SC LR =

8� 2
0

9J2(1� n)
: (36)

The right hand side is equal to the expression derived in the Appendix as a lower

bound. In eq.(36), � and �0 characterize the width of the � resonance around !0,
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and we introduced a factor 1=� since the Lehm ann representation of (24) is given by

Im �(Q;!)= �
P

n

�
�
�hnjS

+
Q j0i

�
�
�
2

�(! � !n0). This de�nition ofI� is the sam e as A(T) of

ref.[2]4.Expression (36)isalso whatweobtained fortheintensity ofthe� resonancein [7]

using a T-m atrix analysis5.

If we take realistic values ofJ = 120 m eV , � (�;0) = 40 m eV (this corresponds to

� 0 = 28:3 m eV ) and 1� n = 15% ,and substitute them into eq.(36),we get I� = 0:32.

Forthe t-J m odel,jVQ j> VB C S,and the energy satisfying the condition (34)islowerthan

!0 and the slope
@�irr

@!
issm allerthan the above estim ate (see Fig.4). This willbe partly

cancelled with the increse ofVQ ,and we expecteq.(36)givesa sem i-quantitative estim ate

forI�.

V .C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H E SO (5) EQ U AT IO N S O F M O T IO N

W enow study theHeisenberg equationsofm otion (EOM )forthe� and spin operators

�
+
pQ = c

y

p+ Q "c
y

� p"

�
�
pQ = c� p� Q #cp#

S
+
pQ = c

y

p+ Q "cp# (37)

using (14) as a Ham iltonian. A closed set ofequations m ay be obtained by taking com -

m utators ofthe operators (37) with the Ham iltonian and then factorizing the results in

term softhe occupation num bersforthe electronsv2p = hcyp�cp�iand BCS anom alousaver-

agesupvp = hc� p"cp#i. Asshown by Anderson and others[31],thisprocedure recoversthe

M odi�ed Random Phaseand T-M atrix Approxim ations.

4 Forunitconvention,see Appendix B ofref.[2].

5 Note a factor of
p
2 di�erence in the de�nitions of � 0 here and in ref.[7], � 0(present) =

p
2� 0(ref:[7]).
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h

H ;�
+
pQ

i

= (~�p+ Q + ~�� p)�
+
pQ +

J

2
(1� v

2
p � v

2
p+ Q )

X

k

�
+

kQ �(p� k)

�
3J

2
(S+

pQ + S
+
� p� Q Q )

X

p

ukvk�(p� k)+ 4J upvp
X

k

S
+
kQ (38)

h

H ;S
+
pQ

i

= (~�p+ Q � ~�p)S
+
pQ + 2J(v2p+ Q � v

2
p)
X

k

S
+
kQ

�
3J

2
(�+pQ � �

�
pQ )

X

k

ukvk �(p� k)�
J

2
upvp

X

k

(�+kQ � �
�
kQ )�(p� k) (39)

h

H ;�
�
pQ

i

= �(~�p+ Q + ~�� p)�
�
pQ �

J

2
(1� v

2
p � v

2
p+ Q )

X

k

�
�
kQ �(p� k)

+
3J

2
(S+

pQ � S
+
� p� Q Q )

X

p

ukvk�(p� k)� 4J upvp
X

k

S
+

kQ (40)

Here�(p)= cospx+ cospy andthebaredispersion isrenorm alized into~�p = �p�
3J

2

P

k v
2
k �(p�

k).Thelattercorrespondsto a trivialrescaling oftwhich wewilldisregard.

The operatorofthe collective excitation in the �+ channelis�+Q =
P

pg(p)�
y

pQ . Then

from eq.(38),wehave

h

H ;�
+
Q

i

= !0�
+
Q +

J� 0

VB C S
S
+
Q (41)

whereS+
Q =

P

pS
+
pQ and VB C S hasbeen de�ned earlier.Analogously,

h

H ;�
�
Q

i

= �!0�
�
Q �

J� 0

VB C S
S
+
Q (42)

W e can see that in the SC state the EOM for ��Q no longer close on them selves. The

third and the forth term sin eqs.(38)and (40),thatcom e from anom alousself-energy and

scattering correspondingly,do notcanceleach otherexactly.Thism ay becontrasted to the

�-excitation in the negative-U Hubbard m odel[36],where exactcancelation ofsuch term s

occurs.

Thecollectivem odein theS channelm ay beobtained by sum m ing eq.(39)overdi�erent

p’s.

h

H ;S
+
Q

i

= �
2J� 0

VB C S

�

�
+
Q � �

�
Q

�

(43)

In ordertoderivethisresult,wehad todisregarded the�rstterm ofeq.(39).In thelanguage

ofourearlierSCLR approach,thism eansneglecting �0 in com parison with ��.In a close
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vicinity of!0,thisisa justi�able assum ption,because atthese frequencies�� isstrongly

peaked and isthe dom inantpartof�irr. However,itislessso atotherfrequencies,where

the incoherent continuum is m ore im portant. Thus the m eaning ofgoing from eq.(39) to

eq.(43)isa single m ode approxim ation,which capturescollective degreesoffreedom only.

How good isthisapproxim ation? Onecan seefrom thenum ericalresultsofSec.IIIthatfor

� 0 around 0:1 J the�-peak already becam ea dom inantfeatureoftheS+Q spectrum .Som e

estim atesofthe realistic value of� 0 �nd itto be close to 0:2 J. In thiscase,such single

m odeapproxim ation willtruly bea good one 6.

It is instructive to com pare our m icroscopic EOM ’s with the SO(5) EOM ’s in the SC

state[22].W ehave

� i_��� = �
�

B 15�
�
� + ghn5in�

�

(45)

�i_n� = �
1

2�1�
hn5i

�

�
y
� � ��

�

(46)

with ��� = L1� � iL5� and weassum ed dSC orderingalongn5.Equation (45)istheanalogue

ofeqs.(41) and (42),and eq.(46) corresponds to eq.(43). Results in this section therefore

givea m icroscopicjusti�cation and quantitativederivation oftheSO (5)quantum nonlinear

�-m odelasa long-wave-length theory in thedSC state[22].

6 However,thisapproxim ation seem stooverem phasizetheim portanceoftheanom alousscattering

term s in the energy ofthe � excitation. The anom alous self-energy tendsto increase the energy

ofthe resonance,whereasthe anom alous scattering decreases it(see eqs.(38),(39),and (40),for

exam ple). In Secs.IIIand IV,we saw thatin the com plete calculations,the resonance energy in

theSC stateturnsoutto beaboveitsvaluein thenorm alstate.However,from eqs.(41),(42)and

(43),we �nd theresonance energy in the SC state to bedecreased

!
2
s = !

2
0 �

�
2J� 0

VB C S

� 2

: (44)
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V I.SU M M A RY

W e have presented detailed analyticaland num ericalcalculations for the contribution

from the� resonanceto thespin correlation function in thedSC state.Theresultsofthese

calculations support our earlier interpretation ofthe resonant neutron scattering peak in

term s ofthe p-p collective m ode in the � channel. Various approxim ations were used in

thecalculationspresented in thiswork,som eofthem arem odel-dependentand m ay notbe

well-controlled.Therefore,itisim portanttosum m arizeherethem ain pointsleading to our

conclusion.

1)From generalm odel-independentsum ruleson variouscorrelation functions,onecan

conclude that the contribution from the � correlation function to the dynam ic spin cor-

relation function is ofthe order ofj�j2=(1� n),in excellent agreem ent with the two key

experim entalobservations,nam ely thevanishingofthesharp m odeaboveTc and thedoping

dependence ofitsintensity.

2)W ithinm odel-dependentcalculations,thereisawell-de�ned � m odeinthep-pchannel

in thenorm alstate,and thism odecouplesto thep-h spin channelin thedSC state,where

itrem ainsasa sharp excitation.Theenergy ofthism odeisnotdirectly related to thedSC

gap,but is directly related to the doping x. In the underdoped m aterials,the dSC gap

increasesslightly asdoping isreduced,while the neutron resonance peak energy decreases

with x.Thisim portantexperim ental�nding showsthattheneutron resonance peak isnot

sim ply a \2�" phenom enon,and ourinterpretation in term softhe � resonance naturally

resolves this apparent paradox. The doping dependence ofboth energy and intensity of

theneutron resonancepeak werepredicted [7,22]beforetheexperim entsin theunderdoped

superconductorswerecarried out[4,3].

3)M any approxim ationswithin ourcurrentcalculationsare notcom pletely controlled.

However,them ain behaviorcan beveri�ed in thecasewhere exactknowledge isavailable.

First ofall,detailed exact diagonalization studies have been carried out both for the t-J

and the Hubbard m odels [21,20]. It is clearly seen that the � m ode in the p-p channel
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existsin alldoping range,and ithasa low-energy peak whereboth theenergy and intensity

scale with x,in agreem ent with ourT-m atrix calculation. In contrastto the � correlation

function,thespin correlation function doesnothavesharp peaksin thehigh doping range.

In the doping range where there are dSC uctuations,the � peak coincideswith the spin

peak. From these results,one can conclude thatthe � m ode isa genuine collective m ode.

W e can also com pare ourapproxim ations with the exact SO (5)m odels [23],where the �

operatorsareexacteigenoperatorsoftheHam iltonian.Them anipulationspresented in this

work lead to results consistentwith the exactSO (5)W ard identities. The � resonance is

an exactexcitation oftheSO (5)m odels,and ithasexactly thesam edoping dependenceof

them odeenergy and intensity asobtained here.

4) The distinction between the \RPA peak" and the \� peak" in the dSC state will

be a m odel-dependentone. In the dSC state,they share the sam e quantum num bers,and

both arebased on approxim atecalculations.Theorigin oftheRPA peak m ay berelated to

the overestim ate ofthe m agnetic instability and we see thatitm ay notbe robustagainst

variations ofthe vertex corrections or variations ofthe gap,both ofwhich dim inish AF

instability. On the otherhand,the SCLR treatm entofthe � peak ism ore robustagainst

these variations. One can test these two approxim ate schem es within the exact SO (5)

m odels. Only SCLR treatm ent including the \�" process agree with the exact answer in

thiscase.Therefore,calculationsincluding the\�" processisa betterapproxim ation than

thesim pleRPA calculation.

5)W ithin ourapproxim ations,thespin spectrum consistsofan incom m ensurate struc-

ture atlow frequencies,a sharp com m ensurate peak arising from the triplet excitation in

thep-p channel(the� peak),and am issing spectralweightatcom m ensuratewavevectorat

higherfrequencies.Thesefeaturesarein overallagreem entwith experim ents.Thepredicted

weightofthe� resonanceagreesquantitatively with experim ents.

Therefore,whileeach oftheaboveargum entsarenotcom pleteon theirown,thecom bi-

nation ofthem m akesastrongoverallcase.From theinterpretation oftheneutron resonance

peak in term s ofthe � m ode,we hope to learn a generalprinciple,ratherthan a speci�c

28



m odelfor �tting a speci�c experim ent. In strongly correlated system s, m ost degrees of

freedom sarestrongly coupled,and m ostspectra areincoherent.Usually,only a sym m etry

principlecan forbid thedecay ofa collectiveexcitation.In thecaseoftheresonantneutron

scatteringpeak,webelievethatitistheSO (5)sym m etry principleatwork,and the� m ode

isthepseudo Goldstoneboson associated with thisspontaneoussym m etry breaking.In this

paper,we have shown thatsuch an interpretation isconsistentwith the key experim ental

facts,butitm ay notbetheonly possibleinterpretation.Itsutility liesin thesim plicity and

generality ofthe principle,which can be applied to otherrelated experim ents and lead to

new experim entalpredictions.
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A P P EN D IX A : M O D EL-IN D EP EN D EN T EST IM AT E O F T H E �

C O N T R IB U T IO N T O T H E SP IN SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y

A spectralfunction forany two operatorsA and B isde�ned as

�A ;B (!)�
1

2�i

h

D
ret
A ;B (!)� D

adv
A ;B (!)

i

=
X

n

h

h0jAjnihnjB j0i�(! + E0 � E n)

�h0jB jnihnjAj0i�(! � E0 + E n)
i

; (A1)

where D ret
A ;B (!) and D adv

A ;B (!) are retarded and advanced response functions,respectively,

jni’sareeigenstatesofthesystem Ham iltonian with energy E n,and j0iistheground state

with energy E 0. Ifwe restrictthe above sum m ation only to interm ediate statesthathave

nonzero overlap with �y�j0i,then such a quantity

�
��
A ;B (!)=

X

n:h0j�� jni6= 0

h

h0jAjnihnjB j0i�(! + E0 � E n)
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�h0jB jnihnjAj0i�(! � E0 + E n)
i

(A2)

m ay be regarded asthe contribution ofthe � excitation to the fullspectrum �A ;B (!). W e

can introduce!-integrated spectralweightas

[�
��
A ;B ]

!2

!1
=

Z
!2

!1

d!�
��
A ;B (!): (A3)

Alloftheabovespectralfunctions(orspectralweight)arebilinearwith respecttoA and

B ,and haveaproperty,�A ;A y � 0for! � 0or!2 � !1 � 0.Therefore,theCauchy-Schwarz

inequality holdsprovided thatthesam efrequency condition issatis�ed7 :

�A ;A y�B ;B y � j�A ;B yj
2 (A4)

Here�A ;B y can beeitherof�A ;B y(!),�
��

A ;B y(!)or[�
��

A ;B y]
!2

!1
.

In Section Iwederived two sum rules
R
d!�

��

�� ;�
y
�

(!)= 1� n and
R
d!�

��

�� ;N
y
�

(!)= i�.If

m ostofthe� spectrum isaccom m odated in an interval(!0� �;!0+ �0)on thepositivereal

axisand around the�-resonanceenergy !0,wecan write

h

�
��

�� ;�
y
�

i!0+ �0

!0� �
� 1� n;

h

�
��

�� ;N
y
�

i!0+ �0

!0� �
� i�: (A5)

Equation (A4)then im m ediately givesus

7 Thism ay beproved asfollows.From bilinearity and (sem i-)positivity,we have

0� �A + �B ;A y+ ��B y

= �A ;A y + ��B ;A y + �
�
�A ;B y + j�j

2
�B ;B y

forany com plex num ber�.De�ning � asthephaseofthe ‘m ixed correlation function’as�A ;B y =

��
B ;A y = j�A ;B yje

i�,and choosing � = xei� (� 1 < x < 1 ),we have

�A ;A y + 2xj�A ;B yj+ x
2
�B ;B y � 0

Sincethisinequality holdsforany realnum berx,theinequality (A4)should hold.
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h

�
��

N � ;N
y
�

i!0+ �0

!0� �
>
�

j�j2

1� n
: (A6)

The lefthand side ofthis equation represents the contribution ofthe � m ode to the spin

excitation spectrum (e.g.,Im �zz=�),and the righthand side givesitslowerbound 8. This

isa m odel-independentresult.

Noting that Im �+ � = 2Im �zz,we obtain eq.(12). W hen applying this result to the

presentanalysisofthet-J m odel,where� 0 = VB C S� =
3J

2
�,wehaveI� >�

8

9J2
j� 0j

2

1� n
.

Analysisin thisAppendix can be generalized to �nite tem peraturesby considering the

spectralfunction,

�A ;B (!)=
1

Z

X

n;m

(e� �En � e
� �Em )hnjAjm ihm jB jni�(! + En � E m ): (A7)
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