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C ollective E xcitations in H igh-Tem perature Superconductors
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C ollective, low -energy excitations in quasitw o-din ensional d-wave superconductors are analyzed.
W hilke the longrange Coulom b interaction shifts the charge-density-wave and phase m odes up to
the plagm a energy, the spin-density-w ave excitation that arises due to a strong localelectron-electron
repulsion can propagate as a dam ped collective m ode w ithin the superconducting energy gap. It is
suggested that these excitations are relevant to high-T. superconductors, close to the antiferrom ag—
netic phase boundary, and m ay explain som e of the exotic features of the experin entally ocbserved

spectraldensity and neutron-scattering data.

An in portant agpect of superconductivity is concemed
w ith collective m odes as they may m odify low-energy
properties of superconductors [}:]. In principle, these
excitations are either attrbuted to a symm etry trans—
formm ation under which the system is invariant or to a
spontaneously broken continuous symm etry. O ne m ight
then expect that, in addition to the usual charge and
soin  uctuations, collective m odes associated w ith the
phase and the am plitude of the superconducting order
param eter are In portant. Yet, in conventional supercon—
ductors w th a m om entum -independent energy gap, col-
Jective m odes have essentially no practical signi cance
regarding the low -energy properties of the superconduc-
torsm ainly because the long-range C oulom b interaction
causesthe phasem ode to appearat the plagn a energy g].
The only m ode that is not di usive at long wavelengths
is the am plitude m ode, but i has no direct coupling to
charge or spin degrees of freedom m aking its observation
dem anding '_].

M oreover, excitonic states that are bound pairs of
quasiparticles have been predicted to exist In supercon—
ductors El:]. Such states appear In angularm 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 has an attrac-
tive partiatwave com ponent wih a given angular m o—
m entum . N onetheless, there is no experin ental evidence
for these kind of states possbly because of their am all
binding energy E].

W hile for m ost phenom ena collective excitations in
conventional superconductors can be ignored | for in—
stance, the superconducting energy gap In the elec—
tronic spectrum at the Fermm i energy is not a ected by
these m odes | there are both theoretical and exper-
In ental reasons to expect that high-T. superconduc—
tors m ay behave di erently in this respect. T heoret—
ically, the energy gap has a strong m om entum depen—
dence and there is a large local electron-electron repul-
sion which m ay qualitatively change the nature of col
lective excitations and allow new ones to develop that
are not related to the broken gauge symmetry. Ex-—

perin entally, neutron-scattering studies f_d] In supercon-—
ducting Laj.s xNdp.4SnCul, have established the ex—
istence of elastic peaks In the m agnetic structure factor
at wave vectors (3 £) and ;1 ) measured In
unis of 2 =a), providing direct evidence for (di usive)

soih-density-wave uctuations in high-T. superconduct-
Ing m aterials. These excitations can be regarded as a

m anifestation of uctuating charge stripes and antiphase

soin dom ains which have shown to provide a natural
explanation for the unusual features observed In angle—
resolred photoem ission experin ents ij.]. W emay also ar-
gue that they account for the broad \bosonic" feature in

the electronic spectral densiy near the (% ;0) and (O;%)

points seen only in the underdoped m aterials ig].

In this Note, we exam Ine under what conditions col-
Jective excitationsdevelop in d-w ave superconductorsand
w hat are theirexperin entalin plications, w hen the quasi-
particle picture is appropriate. O ur m ost In portant ob—
servation is that d-wave superconductors close to the
antiferrom agnetic phase boundary support a low -energy
soin-density-wave m ode. A s a consequence of the super—
conducting energy gap, this m ode can propagate coher-
ently with reduced dam ping, unlke its precursor in the
nom al state where only a di usive spin-density wave is
realized. Tt can be excited by m agnetic processesm aking
it observable, for nstance, by inelastic neutron scatter—
ing. The m ode is \m assive" because rotational sym m e—
try in spin space isnotbroken. Under speci ¢ conditions,
how ever, them ass ofthem odem ay vanish and m ay even
becom e negative signaling an instability of the supercon—
ducting ground state against a spontaneous creation ofa
soin-density-w ave state.

C onsider, for exam ple, the H am ittonian
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wheren, = Y, isthe electron num ber operator

at site r, tywo Is the tunneling-m atrix elem ent between
sttes r and r°, is the chem ical potential, 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 = Hgcs + H e, where
the BC S and interaction Ham iltonians are

X

Hgpcg = x (k%3 (2a)
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Here, , o = (kv ¥ 4)" s the G or’kov-Nambu spinor,

Kk = cteoe T is the sjng]e—partjc{g energy rela—
tive to the chem ical potential, and v(q) = LVvie T %
The ferm ion operators n real and mom entum spaces
are reg@ted by the unitary transfom ation =
N 72, ¢ e } where N is the number of sites in
the system . A 1so, suppose that there exists a wave vec—
tor Q such that x+¢ x; le. the Fem i surface
is approxin ately nested. This kind of situation m ay
qualitatively arise In lightly doped high-T. superconduc—
tors. For illustrative purposes, let only the nearest—
neighbor tunneling m atrix elem ent be non-zero so that

x = =W (coskea+ coskya) , where W is the half
bandw idth and a is the lattice spacing. T herefore, at half

Iing ( = 0),Q0 = Qo,whereQy ( =a; =a).

The energy gap x is detem ined by requiring that
the Interaction H am ittonian doesnot give any selfenergy
corrections to the energy gap E]. T his condition leadsto
the gap equation,

1 X
k=3 vk

P

p)Tri€ ©;!); @3)

where § ;') = 1=(!"% ™+ %) denotes the
G reen’s ﬁmctjor%,oftheB C SE,H am iltonian. W euse the no—
tation nwhich =N * @'=2 )andp= @;!).
In order to determ ine w hether the system can support
collective excitations, consider an e ective two-particle
interaction ” that descrbes mutual scattering of two
quasiparticles. The poles ofthe e ective interaction then
yield the energy and lifetin e of two-particle collective
excitations. In the ladder approxim ation, the Bethe-
Salpeter equation for "m ay be w ritten form ally as

Yo X

w hich is equivalent to the equation
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with “;q) = G+ g=2) S =2 ;here, qisthe
total fourm om entum of a quasiparticle pair. The bare
interaction vertex, denoted as

X - T

is "o kik%) = vk K)% 3 v@F, wih B =
(" 1) 0. M oreover, the outer product, A B =
AsByi, where a = (ij) and b = (1), is de ned so

that there is a oneto-one correspondence between the
ordered index lists a;b 2 f£1;2;3;4g and (ij); k1) 2
£(@11); 22); 12); 21)g.

On a square lattice, it is convenient to de ne orthogo—
nal functions k) In tem s of which the vertex func—
tions and the electron-electron interaction can be ex—
panded l_l-(_i] Forexample, vk k)= U + V; posky
ki)a+ cosky, Klalmay be written as vk K) =

v k) %, where, or = 0,v = U istheon-
site electron-electron Interaction and, for = 1;:::;4,
v = V;=2 isthe nearest-neighborelectron-electron inter-
action. Below , wew illassum e that the on-site iInteraction
is repulsive, U > 0, and the nearest-neighbor interaction
is attractive, V1 < 0, as should be appropriate for a phe—
nom enological m odel descz?jng high-T. superconduc—

tors. Sin iarly, " k;k%q) = " @ &k 9and
A P A A

o k;k%p) = D@ ® ®9, with "V =
v 3 3 v@) o OPA. T hus, the BetheSalpeter

equation becom es
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w here @=1 , @®) ©®ad @). To compactify
the notation, de ne new m atrices such that [A] =" ,
etc. Then, it is Inm ediately clear that the e ective In—

teraction vertex is
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where g= (g; + i0%). Because, orgq= 0, "( p;q =
A(p;q), there is no m ixing between even and odd par-
ity sectors of A @ : the subspaces f k(o>; k(
fk( )g descrbing scattering in the singlet and triplet
channels decoupl. In contrast, forg = Q , the subspaces
b }:o>; k( )g and f }: )g are decoupled. W hen the sys-
tem hasparticle-hole symm etry at the Fermm ienergy and

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

couple. Thism eans that, org = Q , the subspace £ k( )g

decouples from £ k(o); k(+ )g and, for g = 0, the sam e oc—
caursorf | 'gand £ ; ’g. This is particularly con—
venient because }: ) detem inesthe d-wave gap function,

x = ( 0=2) }: ).Atzerotxanpexamre,Eq. (’jﬁ) becom es

)g and



1= wa) [ 'P=4E, . Here, E, = P 7y 2 s
the quasiparticle energy In the superconductor. W e nd

o/ 4W e M3 whereW isthehalfbandw idth and
Ng = N ( ) is the density of states at the Fem ienergy
In the nom alstate.

T he collective excitations are described by the poles of
the e ective two-particle interaction, Eq. ('§), and they
are conveniently classi ed by the symm etry properties
of the system . The Ham iltonian (2) possesses a num ber
of sym m etries which lead to conserved currents. F irst,
gauge sym m etry, generated by the transform ation !

E x » Vields charge conservation. On general
grounds, one then expects that there is a collective m ode
associated w ith the phase of the superconducting order
param eter. However, due to the long-range nature of
the C oulom b Interaction, the A nderson-H iggsm echanisn
shifts it at am allm om enta to the plagn a energy. Second,
the symm etry transform ation, i ! S= ey, s
associated w ith an am plitude m ode of the order param —
eter [_1-]_:] In contrast to s-wave superconductors, this
m ode is alw ays overdam ped in d-w ave superconductors.
Third, spin-rotational sym m etry leads to a new m ode In
the particle-hole sector, which is driven by the on-site
Coulomb repulsion. A s an exam ple, consider a cylindri-
calFem isurface and a wave vector g = Q nesting two
given k pointsw ith vanishing quasiparticle energies. For
U M J the energy o ofthe collective excitation is

_ ei/ Ay
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when > 0. For ;373 W,v, "’ iP -
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[ =
sures them agnide ofthe particle-hole sym m etry break—
Ing In the density of states N ( ) at the Femn i energy
and ¢ descrbes the contrbution due to the m ixing
betw een the particlke-hole and particleparticle channels.
ForU;3¥1J W ,iftcanbeexpandedas o = (_()l)+ (;()2),
@ o2 2 g @ v, 2 o 2

where g W 2 0 W .
For < 0, the oollective excitation rem ains m assive
( o > 0) pbrallvaluesofVy=U , down to the pont where
the superconductor becom es unstable. T he excitation is
dam ped, because i overlaps w ith the quasiparticle con—
tinuum . For the other values of g, the continuum does
not necessarily start from zero but at some nite value
#35 mIx Ex+ Exsq). kisthen possble to have collec-
tive excitations with an In nite lifstine, when o < #4.
T he exact nature ofthe collective excitation is deduced
}Igy exam Ining is coupling to the soin operator S, (@) =
Y A0 A0 2 2% . That themode is a

k k 2 k+qr Where %,
soin-density wavebecom esevident by com puting the spin
correlation function, (Q; )= H S, (@; )S. ( g;0)4,

Q,/28,

FIG.1l. The energy 4 of the spin-density-wave excia-
tion as a function of wave vector g at zero tem perature for
U=W = 0485 and V:;=W = 0:608. Here, the superconduct—
ing energy gap is =W = 0: and the chem ical potential is
chosen so that the density of holes equals 10% (relative to
half 1ling). The excitation ener'(%y g 1s com puted num eri-
cally from the exact result, Eq. §).

Speci cally, is tem poral Fourder transform is given by
the omula

@=h.7@0+ "@ @ .4 ®)

where the column vector j,i isde ned asha j.i =

%[Ao sy o. In the Iimic ' 0, our result reduoes_to

the form obtained by non-conserving approxin ation :_12_§],
w hen the energy spectrum has particle-hole symm etry at
the Fem i energy. However, or energies ~ o or in
the absence of particle-hole sym m etry, one m ust use the
general result, Eq. {g) . Note that, by incorporating the
m ixing of the particle-hole and particleparticle degrees
of freedom , o accounts for, for exam ple, the e ect of
any tw o-particle, soin-triplet excitations E[Z_%] at them o—
mentum Q . Sin ilar calculation show s that no resonance
develops for the charge responsenearg = Q .

T he m ost favorable conditions for observing these ex—
citations are m ost lkely found in underdoped high-T.
superconductors close to the antiferrom agnetic phase
boundary. In the antiferrom agnetic phase, the above col-
Jective m ode is replaced by the G oldstone m ode of the
antiferrom agnet. Interestingly, orU ~ V,, the system is
unstable against a spontaneous creation of quasiparticle—
quasihol virtualbound states at g = Q . This In plies
a phase transition to an antiferrom agnetic state. In con—
trast to d-w ave superconductors, the W ard identity E_B'x.'_fl:]
exclides the spin-density-w ave collectivem ode in conven—
tional superconductors w th a m om entum independent
gap function.

To obtain a quantitative understanding of the disper—
sion relation of the collective m ode, we resort to num er—
ical m ethods. Figure 1 shows the energy of the spin-—
density wave as a fiinction ofwave vectornearhalf Iling
w ih hole density equal to 10%5 . The m ininum value
of the excitation energy, =2 o ' 0:08, is located at
the wave vector g / (095 =a; =a), Inplying that the



superconductor becom es unstable against a spontaneous
creation of an antiferrom agnetically ordered state with
vertical thorizontal) antiphase dom ain walls. In con—
trast to neutron scattering data [_é] In superconducting
Laj. xNdp.uSrCuO 4 which show that them ean separa—
tion ‘between antiphase dom ain walls should scale w ith
theholdensity x as '/ a=2x,we nd that ‘ism orethan
by a factor oftwo longer than the experin entalone. (In
the present approxin ation, ‘also dependson (. The
failire to predict correctly the dom ain-wallperiodicity is
sin ilar to the problem of descrbing the static, incom —
m ensurate stripe order in the Hartree¥ock approxin a-
tion [_11_1I] A Ithough at zero tem perature exciting vertical
soin-density-wave uctuations requires the least am ount
of energy, the rotation of their ordientation relative to the
underlying lattice constitutes a relatively soft m ode; see
Fig.1l. For exam ple, the excitation energy at the saddle
point g = 0:98Q o isabout 60% largerthan them inim um
energy required to excite a verticalm ode. T he form ofthe
dispersion relation 4 isa ected by the lifetim e e ects:
the troughs clearly visble in Fig. 1 m ark the boundaries
between damped ( 4 > #4) and undamped ( 4 < #4)
excitations. For exam pl, the excitationswih g = Qg
and 0:94Q y are undam ped whereas the excitation w ith
g= 0:97Q ¢ is dam ped.

Figure 2 illustrates the behavior of the in agihary part
of the spin correlation function, Eg. (@) . The collective

excitation produces a distinctive resonance structure in

®(q; ) at energies speci ed by the dispersion relation,

= q- At low energies, the resonance becom es nar—
row er as the excitation energy 4 decreases. However,
In the vicinity ofthe ( =a; =a) ponnt, for exam ple, the
collective excitation appears below the onset energy of
the two-particle continuum #4. A ccordingly, the collec-
tive exciation would acquire an In nie lifetin e yield—
ing a resolution-Iim ited peak n  ®(g; ) | also, below
this onset energy, the usual quasiparticle contribution to

®(g; ) would vanish | ifthe lifetin e of quasiparticles
were In nite. C learly the collective m ode is an in portant
new feature descrbing the low-energy spin correlation
finction {5].

In a d-wave superconductor, strongly-scattering in pu-
rities induce virtual bound states 6] by m odifying the
local potential energy of electrons at the in purity site.
In addition, they may also change local Coulomb in-
teraction between electrons at the inpurity site. Such
an e ect can be accounted for by incliding the tem
Ui pNrnNy 4, Where r = rp is the location of the in -
purity. A straightforward calculation show s that this
e ect ]eadslgo a virtual bound state with the energy

0=2 0 2 UC=Ujmp l, w here Ue 1= N . In con—
trast to an In purity potential, the in purity interaction
has a critical value U, below which the ground state is
nonm agnetic and the spin quantum num ber of the reso—
nance state equals to %, and above which the in purity
becom es m agnetic in the sense that one electron spin is
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FIG.2. The in aghary part of the soin correlation fiinc-
tion OO(01; ) as a function of (a) the wave vector q w ith

=2 o= 013 and ) andgx with g = =a at zero tem -
perature or U=W = 0485 and V;=W = 0:608. A anall
broadening of resonances is ocbtained by sum isinga niteen—
ergy resolution ofm agnitude =W = 3 10° due to quasipar-
ticle lifetin e e ects. H ere, the superconducting energy gap is

o=W = 0: and the chem icalpotential is chosen so that the
density ofholes equals 10% (relative to half 1ling).

trapped to the In purity site.

F inally, onem ay ask w hether excitonic states ofbound
pairsofquasiparticlesare feasible in d-w ave superconduc—
tors. It is inm ediately clear that while the e ective In—
teraction has an attractive partialwave In the (extended)
swave channel, it isneverthelesstoo weak nearhalf 1ling
to support any excitons w ith the sam e angular quantum
number. It is only far away from half 1ling that these
states m ight appear as virtual bound states because of
the proxin iy to a superconducting state w ith extended
s-wave symm etry.

In conclusion, we have shown that d-wave supercon—
ductors can support propagating collective m odes that
are best described as spin-density waves. It is then nat-
uralto anticipate that the m ost favorabl conditions for
detecting them are found close to the antiferrom agnetic
phase boundary. Furthem ore, superconducting uctu-
ations couple particlke-hole and particleparticle excita—
tions allow ing the latter ones to be probed by the usual
m eans. T his coupling is particularly in portant ifthe two
excitations are (nhearly) degenerate.
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