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C ollective Excitations in H igh-Tem perature Superconductors
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Collective,low-energy excitations in quasi-two-dim ensionald-wave superconductors are analyzed.

W hile the long-range Coulom b interaction shifts the charge-density-wave and phase m odes up to

theplasm aenergy,thespin-density-waveexcitation thatarisesduetoastronglocalelectron-electron

repulsion can propagate asa dam ped collective m ode within the superconducting energy gap.Itis

suggested thatthese excitationsare relevantto high-Tc superconductors,close to theantiferrom ag-

netic phase boundary,and m ay explain som e ofthe exotic featuresofthe experim entally observed

spectral-density and neutron-scattering data.

An im portantaspectofsuperconductivity isconcerned
with collective m odes as they m ay m odify low-energy
properties of superconductors [1]. In principle, these
excitations are either attributed to a sym m etry trans-
form ation under which the system is invariant or to a
spontaneously broken continuoussym m etry. O ne m ight
then expect that, in addition to the usualcharge and
spin uctuations, collective m odes associated with the
phase and the am plitude ofthe superconducting order
param eterareim portant.Yet,in conventionalsupercon-
ductorswith a m om entum -independentenergy gap,col-
lective m odes have essentially no practicalsigni�cance
regarding the low-energy propertiesofthe superconduc-
torsm ainly becausethe long-rangeCoulom b interaction
causesthephasem odetoappearattheplasm aenergy[2].
The only m ode thatisnotdi�usive atlong wavelengths
isthe am plitude m ode,butithasno directcoupling to
chargeorspin degreesoffreedom m aking itsobservation
dem anding [3].
M oreover, excitonic states that are bound pairs of

quasiparticleshave been predicted to existin supercon-
ductors [4]. Such states appear in angular-m om entum
channels other than the one in which the Cooper pair-
ing occurs. Theoretically,they should be present once
the e�ective electron-electron interaction hasan attrac-
tive partial-wave com ponent with a given angular m o-
m entum .Nonetheless,thereisno experim entalevidence
for these kind ofstates possibly because oftheir sm all
binding energy [5].
W hile for m ost phenom ena collective excitations in

conventionalsuperconductors can be ignored | for in-
stance, the superconducting energy gap in the elec-
tronic spectrum at the Ferm ienergy is not a�ected by
these m odes | there are both theoreticaland exper-
im ental reasons to expect that high-Tc superconduc-
tors m ay behave di�erently in this respect. Theoret-
ically,the energy gap has a strong m om entum depen-
dence and there is a large localelectron-electron repul-
sion which m ay qualitatively change the nature ofcol-
lective excitations and allow new ones to develop that
are not related to the broken gauge sym m etry. Ex-

perim entally,neutron-scattering studies[6]in supercon-
ducting La1:6� xNd0:4SrxCuO 4 have established the ex-
istence ofelastic peaksin the m agnetic structure factor
at wave vectors (1

2
� �;1

2
) and (1

2
;1
2
� �) (m easured in

units of2�=a),providing direct evidence for (di�usive)
spin-density-wave uctuations in high-Tc superconduct-
ing m aterials. These excitations can be regarded as a
m anifestation ofuctuating chargestripesand antiphase
spin dom ains which have shown to provide a natural
explanation for the unusualfeatures observed in angle-
resolved photoem ission experim ents[7].W em ay also ar-
guethatthey accountforthebroad \bosonic" featurein
the electronic spectraldensity nearthe (1

2
;0)and (0;1

2
)

pointsseen only in the underdoped m aterials[8].
In this Note,we exam ine under what conditions col-

lectiveexcitationsdevelopin d-wavesuperconductorsand
whataretheirexperim entalim plications,whenthequasi-
particle picture isappropriate.O urm ostim portantob-
servation is that d-wave superconductors close to the
antiferrom agneticphase boundary supporta low-energy
spin-density-wavem ode.Asa consequenceofthe super-
conducting energy gap,thism ode can propagate coher-
ently with reduced dam ping,unlike its precursorin the
norm alstate where only a di�usive spin-density wave is
realized.Itcan beexcited by m agneticprocessesm aking
it observable,for instance,by inelastic neutron scatter-
ing. The m ode is\m assive" because rotationalsym m e-
tryin spin spaceisnotbroken.Underspeci�cconditions,
however,them assofthem odem ay vanish and m ay even
becom enegativesignaling an instability ofthesupercon-
ducting ground stateagainsta spontaneouscreation ofa
spin-density-wavestate.
Consider,forexam ple,the Ham iltonian

H = �
X

rr0�

trr0 
y
r� r0� +

1

2

X

rr0

v(r� r
0)nrnr0 � �

X

r

nr;

(1)

where nr =
P

�
 y
r� r� isthe electron num beroperator

at site r,trr0 is the tunneling-m atrix elem ent between
sites r and r0,� is the chem icalpotential,and v(r) is
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an instantaneous electron-electron interaction. In de-
scribing superconducting order, it is useful to express
the Ham iltonian in the form H = H B C S + H int,where
the BCS and interaction Ham iltoniansare

H B C S =
X

k

	 y

k
(�k �̂3 � �k �̂1)	 k (2a)

H int =
1

2N

X

kk0q

v(q)(	 y

k+ q
�̂3	 k)(	

y

k0� q
�̂3	 k0) (2b)

+
X

k

� k	
y

k
�̂1	 k:

Here,	 k = ( k"  
y

� k#
)T is the G or’kov-Nam bu spinor,

�k =
P

r
tr0e

� q� r� � is the single-particle energy rela-
tive to the chem icalpotential,and v(q)=

P

r
v(r)e� q� r.

The ferm ion operators in real and m om entum spaces
are related by the unitary transform ation  r� =
N � 1=2

P

k
 k�e

ik� r,where N is the num ber ofsites in
the system . Also,suppose thatthere existsa wave vec-
tor Q such that �k+ Q ’ � �k; i.e., the Ferm isurface
is approxim ately nested. This kind of situation m ay
qualitatively arisein lightly doped high-Tc superconduc-
tors. For illustrative purposes, let only the nearest-
neighbor tunneling m atrix elem ent be non-zero so that
�k = � 1

2
W (coskxa + coskya)� �,where W is the half

bandwidth and a isthelatticespacing.Therefore,athalf
�lling (� = 0),Q = Q 0,whereQ 0 � (�=a;�=a).
The energy gap � k is determ ined by requiring that

theinteraction Ham iltonian doesnotgiveany self-energy
correctionsto theenergy gap [9].Thiscondition leadsto
the gap equation,

� k = �
i

2

X

p

v(k � p)Tr�̂1Ĝ (p;!); (3)

where Ĝ (p;!) = 1=(!�̂0 � �p �̂3 + � p �̂1) denotes the
G reen’sfunction oftheBCS Ham iltonian.W eusetheno-
tation in which

P

p
= N � 1

P

p

R
(d!=2�)and p= (p;!).

In orderto determ inewhetherthesystem can support
collective excitations,consider an e�ective two-particle
interaction �̂ that describes m utual scattering of two
quasiparticles.Thepolesofthee�ectiveinteraction then
yield the energy and lifetim e of two-particle collective
excitations. In the ladder approxim ation, the Bethe-
Salpeterequation for�̂ m ay be written form ally as

Γ = + Γ ,

which isequivalentto the equation

�̂(k;k0;q)= �̂0(k;k
0;q)+ i

X

p

�̂0(k;p;q)̂�(p;q)�̂(p;k
0;q);

(4)

with �̂(p;q)= Ĝ (p+ q=2)
 Ĝ (p� q=2)T ;here,q isthe
totalfour-m om entum ofa quasiparticle pair. The bare
interaction vertex,denoted as

= + ,

is �̂0(k;k0;q) = v(k � k0)̂�3 
 �̂3 � v(q)̂P , with P̂ =
(̂�0 � �̂1)� 0.M oreover,the outerproduct,[A 
 B ]ab =
A ijB kl, where a = (ij) and b = (kl), is de�ned so
that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the
ordered index lists a;b 2 f1;2;3;4g and (ij);(kl) 2

f(11);(22);(12);(21)g.
O n a squarelattice,itisconvenientto de�neorthogo-

nalfunctions ��(k) in term s ofwhich the vertex func-
tions and the electron-electron interaction can be ex-
panded [10]. Forexam ple,v(k � k0)= U + V1[cos(kx �
k0x)a + cos(ky � k0y)a]m ay be written as v(k � k0) =
P

�
v���(k)��(k0),where,for� = 0,v� = U isthe on-

site electron-electron interaction and,for � = 1;:::;4,
v� = V1=2isthenearest-neighborelectron-electron inter-
action.Below,wewillassum ethattheon-siteinteraction
isrepulsive,U > 0,and thenearest-neighborinteraction
isattractive,V1 < 0,asshould beappropriatefora phe-
nom enological m odel describing high-Tc superconduc-
tors.Sim ilarly,�̂(k;k0;q)=

P

��
�̂�� (q)��(k)��(k0)and

�̂0(k;k0;p) =
P

��
�̂(0)
��
(q)��(k)��(k0), with �̂(0)

��
(q) =

v���� �̂3 
 �̂3 � v(q)��0 ��0 P̂ . Thus,the Bethe-Salpeter
equation becom es

�̂�� (q)= �̂(0)
��
(q) +

X

 0

�̂(0)� (q)̂� 0(q)̂�0�(q); (5)

where �̂�� (q)= i
P

p
��(p)̂�(p;q)��(p). To com pactify

thenotation,de�nenew m atricessuch that[̂�]�� = �̂�� ,
etc. Then,it is im m ediately clearthat the e�ective in-
teraction vertex is

�̂(q)= [1� �̂(0)(q)̂�(q)]� 1�̂(0)(q); (6)

where q = (q;
 + i0+ ). Because,forq = 0,�̂(� p;q)=
�̂(p;q),there is no m ixing between even and odd par-

ity sectors of �̂�� (q): the subspaces f�
(0)

k
;�

(� )

k
g and

f�
(� )

k
g describing scattering in the singlet and triplet

channelsdecouple.In contrast,forq = Q ,thesubspaces
f�

(0)

k
;�

(� )

k
g and f�

(� )

k
g are decoupled. W hen the sys-

tem hasparticle-holesym m etry attheFerm ienergy and

 � 0,a further factorization can be shown to occur;
nam ely,particle-hole and particle-particle channels de-

couple.Thism eansthat,forq = Q ,thesubspacef�(� )
k

g

decouplesfrom f�
(0)

k
;�

(+ )

k
g and,forq = 0,the sam e oc-

cursforf�(� )
k

g and f�(0)
k
;�

(+ )

k
g.Thisisparticularly con-

venientbecause�(� )
k

determ inesthed-wavegap function,

� k = (� 0=2)�
(� )

k
.Atzerotem perature,Eq.(3)becom es
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1 = � (V1=N )
P

k
[�(� )
k

]2=4E k. Here,E k =
p
�2
k
+ � 2

k
is

the quasiparticleenergy in the superconductor.W e �nd
� 0 ’ 4W e� 1=N F jV1j,whereW isthehalfbandwidth and
N F = N (�)isthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy
in the norm alstate.
Thecollectiveexcitationsaredescribed by thepolesof

the e�ective two-particle interaction,Eq.(6),and they
are conveniently classi�ed by the sym m etry properties
ofthe system .The Ham iltonian (2)possessesa num ber
ofsym m etries which lead to conserved currents. First,
gaugesym m etry,generated by thetransform ation 	 k !

	 0
k
= ei’ �̂3	 k,yields charge conservation. O n general

grounds,onethen expectsthatthereisa collectivem ode
associated with the phase ofthe superconducting order
param eter. However,due to the long-range nature of
theCoulom b interaction,theAnderson-Higgsm echanism
shiftsitatsm allm om enta to theplasm aenergy.Second,
the sym m etry transform ation,	 k ! 	 0

k
= e’ �̂1	 k,is

associated with an am plitude m ode ofthe orderparam -
eter [11]. In contrast to s-wave superconductors, this
m odeisalwaysover-dam ped in d-wavesuperconductors.
Third,spin-rotationalsym m etry leadsto a new m odein
the particle-hole sector,which is driven by the on-site
Coulom b repulsion. Asan exam ple,considera cylindri-
calFerm isurface and a wave vectorq = Q nesting two
given k pointswith vanishing quasiparticleenergies.For
U � jV1j,the energy 
Q ofthe collectiveexcitation is

�

�

Q

2� 0

�

’
1

4

�
V0

U
� 1

�

� �Q ; (7)

when � > 0. For � 0;j�j� W ,V � 1
0 ’ 1

N

P

k
1

2E k
�

jV1j
� 1. The param eter � = �

�
� 0

@ logN (�)

@�

�

�= �
m ea-

suresthem agnitudeoftheparticle-holesym m etrybreak-
ing in the density of states N (�) at the Ferm ienergy
and �Q describes the contribution due to the m ixing
between the particle-hole and particle-particle channels.
ForU;jV1j� W ,itcan beexpanded as�Q = �

(1)

Q
+ �

(2)

Q
,

where �
(1)

Q
� 2

�
V1
W

�2� �

2�

�2
and �

(2)

Q
�

�
V1
W

�2� 
 Q

�� 0

�2
.

For � < 0, the collective excitation rem ains m assive
(
Q > 0)forallvaluesofV0=U ,down to thepointwhere
the superconductorbecom esunstable.The excitation is
dam ped,because itoverlapswith the quasiparticle con-
tinuum . For the other values ofq,the continuum does
not necessarily startfrom zero but at som e �nite value
#q � m ink(E k + E k+ q).Itisthen possibletohavecollec-
tiveexcitationswith an in�nite lifetim e,when 
q < #q.
Theexactnatureofthecollectiveexcitation isdeduced

by exam ining itscoupling to the spin operatorSz(q)=
P

k
	 y

k
̂
(0)
z 	 k+ q,where ̂

(0)
z = 1

2
�̂0. Thatthe m ode isa

spin-densitywavebecom esevidentbycom putingthespin
correlation function,�(q;�)= hT�Sz(q;�)Sz(� q;0)i,

= + Γχ

FIG .1. The energy 
 q of the spin-density-wave excita-

tion as a function ofwave vector q at zero tem perature for

U=W = 0:485 and V1=W = � 0:608. Here,the superconduct-
ing energy gap is � 0=W = 0:1 and the chem icalpotentialis

chosen so that the density of holes equals 10% (relative to

half�lling). The excitation energy 
 q is com puted num eri-

cally from the exactresult,Eq.(8).

Speci�cally,its tem poralFourier transform is given by
the form ula

�(q)= hzĵ�(q)[1+ �̂(q)�̂(q)]jzi; (8)

where the colum n vector jzi is de�ned as ha�jzi =
1

2
[̂�0]ij��0. In the lim it 
 ! 0, our result reduces to

theform obtained by non-conservingapproxim ation [12],
when theenergy spectrum hasparticle-holesym m etry at
the Ferm ienergy. However,for energies 
 >

� � 0 or in
the absence ofparticle-holesym m etry,one m ustuse the
generalresult,Eq.(8). Note that,by incorporating the
m ixing ofthe particle-hole and particle-particle degrees
offreedom ,�Q accounts for,for exam ple,the e�ect of
any two-particle,spin-tripletexcitations[13]atthe m o-
m entum Q .Sim ilarcalculation showsthatno resonance
developsforthe chargeresponsenearq = Q .
The m ostfavorable conditionsforobserving these ex-

citations are m ost likely found in underdoped high-Tc
superconductors close to the antiferrom agnetic phase
boundary.In theantiferrom agneticphase,theabovecol-
lective m ode is replaced by the G oldstone m ode ofthe
antiferrom agnet.Interestingly,forU >

� V0,thesystem is
unstableagainsta spontaneouscreation ofquasiparticle-
quasihole virtualbound states at q = Q . This im plies
a phasetransition to an antiferrom agneticstate.In con-
trasttod-wavesuperconductors,theW ard identity [3,11]
excludesthespin-density-wavecollectivem odein conven-
tionalsuperconductors with a m om entum independent
gap function.
To obtain a quantitative understanding ofthe disper-

sion relation ofthe collectivem ode,we resortto num er-
icalm ethods. Figure 1 shows the energy ofthe spin-
density waveasa function ofwavevectornearhalf�lling
with hole density equalto 10% . The m inim um value
ofthe excitation energy,
q=2� 0 ’ 0:08,is located at
the wave vector q ’ (0:95�=a;�=a),im plying that the
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superconductorbecom esunstableagainsta spontaneous
creation ofan antiferrom agnetically ordered state with
vertical (horizontal) antiphase dom ain walls. In con-
trast to neutron scattering data [6]in superconducting
La1:6� xNd0:4SrxCuO 4 which show thatthem ean separa-
tion ‘between antiphasedom ain wallsshould scalewith
theholedensityx as‘’ a=2x,we�nd that‘ism orethan
by a factoroftwo longerthan theexperim entalone.(In
the presentapproxim ation,‘ also dependson � 0.) The
failureto predictcorrectly thedom ain-wallperiodicity is
sim ilar to the problem ofdescribing the static,incom -
m ensurate stripe order in the Hartree-Fock approxim a-
tion [14].Although atzero tem peratureexciting vertical
spin-density-waveuctuationsrequiresthe leastam ount
ofenergy,therotation oftheirorientation relativeto the
underlying lattice constitutesa relatively softm ode;see
Fig.1.Forexam ple,the excitation energy atthe saddle
pointq = 0:98Q 0 isabout60% largerthan them inim um
energyrequiredtoexciteaverticalm ode.Theform ofthe
dispersion relation 
q isa�ected by the lifetim e e�ects:
thetroughsclearly visiblein Fig.1 m ark theboundaries
between dam ped (
q > #q) and undam ped (
q < #q)
excitations. For exam ple,the excitations with q = Q 0

and 0:94Q 0 are undam ped whereas the excitation with
q = 0:97Q 0 isdam ped.
Figure2 illustratesthebehavioroftheim aginary part

ofthe spin correlation function,Eq.(8). The collective
excitation produces a distinctive resonance structure in
�00(q;
)atenergiesspeci�ed by the dispersion relation,

 = 
 q. At low energies,the resonance becom es nar-
rower as the excitation energy 
q decreases. However,
in the vicinity ofthe (�=a;�=a)point,forexam ple,the
collective excitation appears below the onset energy of
the two-particle continuum #q. Accordingly,the collec-
tive excitation would acquire an in�nite lifetim e yield-
ing a resolution-lim ited peak in �00(q;
) | also,below
thisonsetenergy,theusualquasiparticlecontribution to
�00(q;
)would vanish | ifthelifetim e ofquasiparticles
werein�nite.Clearly thecollectivem odeisan im portant
new feature describing the low-energy spin correlation
function [15].
In a d-wavesuperconductor,strongly-scatteringim pu-

ritiesinduce virtualbound states[16]by m odifying the
localpotentialenergy ofelectrons at the im purity site.
In addition, they m ay also change local Coulom b in-
teraction between electrons at the im purity site. Such
an e�ect can be accounted for by including the term
Uim pnr0"nr0#,where r = r0 is the location ofthe im -
purity. A straightforward calculation shows that this
e�ect leads to a virtual bound state with the energy

0=2� 0 � 2

p
Uc=Uim p � 1,whereUc � 1=�NF .In con-

trastto an im purity potential,the im purity interaction
hasa criticalvalue Uc,below which the ground state is
nonm agnetic and the spin quantum num berofthe reso-
nance state equals to 1

2
,and above which the im purity

becom esm agnetic in the sense thatone electron spin is

FIG .2. The im aginary part ofthe spin correlation func-

tion �
00
(q;
) as a function of (a) the wave vector q with


=2� 0 = 0:13 and (b)
 and qx with qy = �=a atzero tem -

perature for U=W = 0:485 and V1=W = � 0:608. A sm all

broadening ofresonancesisobtained by surm ising a �niteen-

ergy resolution ofm agnitude=W = 3� 10
� 3

dueto quasipar-

ticlelifetim e e�ects.Here,thesuperconducting energy gap is

� 0=W = 0:1 and thechem icalpotentialischosen so thatthe

density ofholesequals10% (relative to half�lling).

trapped to the im purity site.
Finally,onem ay ask whetherexcitonicstatesofbound

pairsofquasiparticlesarefeasiblein d-wavesuperconduc-
tors. Itisim m ediately clearthatwhile the e�ective in-
teraction hasan attractivepartialwavein the(extended)
s-wavechannel,itisneverthelesstooweaknearhalf�lling
to supportany excitonswith thesam eangularquantum
num ber. It is only far away from half�lling that these
states m ight appear as virtualbound states because of
the proxim ity to a superconducting state with extended
s-wavesym m etry.
In conclusion,we have shown that d-wave supercon-

ductors can support propagating collective m odes that
are bestdescribed asspin-density waves.Itisthen nat-
uralto anticipate thatthe m ostfavorableconditionsfor
detecting them are found close to the antiferrom agnetic
phase boundary. Furtherm ore,superconducting uctu-
ations couple particle-hole and particle-particle excita-
tionsallowing the latteronesto be probed by the usual
m eans.Thiscouplingisparticularly im portantifthetwo
excitationsare(nearly)degenerate.
W e would like to thank D.Scalapino, E.Dem ler,
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