arXiv:.cond-mat/0405235v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 5 Oct 2004

Charge modulation, spin response, and dual Hofstadter budrfly in high-T . cuprates

Zlatko TeSanovit
Department of Physics and Astronomy,
Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD 21218, USA
(November 19, 2018)

The modulated density of states observed in recent STM empets in underdoped cuprates is argued to
be a manifestation of the charge density wave of Cooper f@P£DW). CPCDW formation is due to super-
conducting phase fluctuations enhanced by Mott-Hubbaneletions near half-filling. The physics behind the
CPCDW is related to a Hofstadter problem in a dual superatiodult is shown that CPCDW does not impact
nodal fermions at the leading order. An experiment is predds probe coupling of the CPCDW to the spin
carried by nodal quasipatrticles.

Recent STM experiments![[L, 2, 3] have reinvigorated the'elementary” bosons, likéHe or the SO(5) hard-core plaque-
debatel[4| 5] on the nature of the pseudogap state in undeite bosons |[4]. Thus one encounters in cuprates an echo of the
doped cuprates. The central issue is whether the pseudoghfstorical debate on Blatt-Schafroth versus BCS pairs.s Thi
state is a phase disordered supercondugctor [6,7, 8, 9] o sonis an important issue — while certain long-distance feature
other, entirely different form of competing order, origiimg  of the two descriptions are equivalent, many crucial phaisic
from the particle-hole channel [5,110,/11) 12]. The observedroperties are not. In particular, the observed chargedumod
modulation in the local density of states (DOS), which beeak lation is a finite wavevector, non-universal phenomenon. As
the lattice translational symmetry of Cu@lanes, is conceiv- shown in this Letter, the modulation patterns and stablesta
ably attributable to both. arising from the two descriptions are essentially différen

Within the phase-fluctuating superconductor scenarioanat To appreciate this difference, note that Cooper pairs in
ural temptation is to ascribe this modulation to the “heliumnodal d-wave superconductors are highly non-local objects
physics™ a system of bosons (Cooper pairs) with short rangh real space and any description in terms of their center-of
repulsion is superfluid in its ground state as long as@i®  mass coordinates will reflect this non-locality through eom
pressible [13] — the only alternative to superfluidity is @  plicated intrinsically multi-body, extended-range irtetions.
compressible state [14]. In cuprates, as dopings reduced  Such complexity haunts any attempt at constructing a theory
toward half-filling,= — 0, strong onsite repulsion suppressesusing Cooper pairs as “elementary” bosons. The basic idea
particle density fluctuations and reduces compressibilitys  advanced in this Letter is that, under these circumstatices,
leads to enhanced phase fluctuations and reduced superfliigle of “elementary” bosons should be accordediatices
densityps, courtesy of the uncertainty relatidhNAy 2 1. instead of Cooper pairs. Vortices in cuprates, with theiasm
At z = z., a compressible superfluid turns into an incom-cores, are simple real space objects and the effectiveytioéor

pressible Mott insulator. Such insulator tends to main&in quantum fluctuating vortex-antivortex pairs can be wriiten
fixed number of particles in a given area and, at some dopinghe form that is local and simple to analyze.

x < x., the CuQ lattice symmetry typically will be broken in
favor of a superlattice with a large unit cell, tiedtgz > 1.

In this Letter | succumb to this temptation and examine sev
eral of its experimental consequences.

| start by proposing that the modulation observedlinl[L, 2, 3]
reflects the Copper pair charge-density wave (CPCDW) in a
fluctuating nodadl-wave superconductor. | then show that the

) ) ) ] physics behind CPCDW relates to an Abrikosov-Hofstadter
The first step is to recognize that the pseudogap phyiics  roplem [15] 16] for alual type-I lattice superconductor with

fersin an essential way from the abq%e analog4y: cuprates g flux per unit cellf = (1—x)/2. This mapping allows one to
are d-wave superconductors and, in contrast't®e or s-  jgenify stable states as function:oind to extract the period-
wave systems, any useful description must contain not onlysjw and orientation of CPCDW relative to the Cuttice. |
the bosons (Cooper pairs) but alf@mionic excitations in g cidate the origin of stable fractions and contrast tiselte
the form of nodal Bogoliubov-deGennes (BdG) qija5|part|-with those for the real-space pairs. The two differ in a fun-
cles. The quasiparticles carry well-defingiin S = 5 and  gamental way, akin to the difference between strongly type-
their coupling to the charge sector, dominated by$he: 0 4514 strongly type-1 superconductors. Next, | argue that the
Cooper pairs, is arguably the crucial element of quantum dyformation of CPCDW isirrelevant for the physics of nodal
namics ofcuprates._Thls spm—cha_rgemtt_erac_ﬂon istagio®d  fermions — CPCDW is a “high-energy” phenomenon in the
in origin and peculiar for fluctuating spin-singlet superco parlance of the effective theony [, 9]. Consequently, gt
ductors{3]. ing behavior of nodal fermions remains undisturbed. Finall
The nodal fermions convey another fundametal informad suggest an observable effect of CPCDW which probes an
tion: Cooper pairs in cuprates are inherently th@mentum+  essential element of the theory: the presence of a gauge field
space objects in contrast to theeal-space pairs behaving as which frustrates the propagation of spin, exclusively iear
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by nodal quasiparticles. The effect is amhanced modula-  turns into an incompressible solid, a dual Abrikosov lattic
tion, with the periodicity related to CPCDW, of the sublead-[[4, 116]. Therefore, the quantum vortex-antivortex unbind-
ing, T2, term in the spin susceptibility. This effect takes ing leads to the breaking of (lattice) translational symmet
place in the “supersolid” state, where superconductivitg a When the pattern of symmetry breaking is determined by the
CPCDW coexist, and its experimental observation would profocal dual problem, the results are “communicated” back to
vide direct evidence of the topological coupling between th the fermionic part of (@) via the gauge field$v,a) and
fluctuating vortex-antivortex pairs responsible for CPCDW (4,4, k) — hence CPCDW.
and the electronispin. The above arguments are explicit in the dual mean-field ap-
The effective theory of a quantum fluctuatidg_,.-wave  proximation, combined with the linearization of the speatr
superconductor was derived In [8] and represents the iriteranear the nodes. The linearization splits the fermiongimb)
tions of fermions withhc/2e vortex-antivortex excitations in  low-energy nodal spiri— Dirac-like particles), , wherea =
terms of two gauge fields,, anda,,: 1,1, 2 and2, and high-energy anti-nodal fermions combined
(D + iv)? into spin-singlet Cooper pairs, (.s), where(a) = (12),
Ui AV gy Utc.c 4Ly, (21), (12), and(21). Nodal Dirac fermions have no over-
2m (1) all charge density — the overall charge is carried/y, s
where¥ = (¢4,9,), p = (7,2,y), D,y = 9, + ia,0o3, 0;'S (Cooper pairs). Furthermorey,, (o4 form spin-singlets and
are the Pauli matrices, anfl= D2 — Di. Lolv,a] is the do noF couple ta. Tr_ns enables us to separate the mean-field
Jacobian of the transformation from discrete (antijvotex ~ eduations for the spin sector from those for charge:
ordinates to continuous fieldsanda:

L= \I/[Do-f—ivo‘f'

w(n(r,7) +ny(r, 7)) =V x Ag(r) ,

/D[CI), ¢31Ada K]c—le{f dSw(iQAd»(SXU)+i2/1»(6><a)—£,d)} , :I:(“)y(z)évo(r) _ WJ?(U) (I‘) ’
(2) mi® — (V —iAy)?® + g|®*® =0 ,
whereL,[®, Aq4, ] is a dual Lagrangian: 5L
(A = CAmA) | (5)

La = m3|0 +](0—i2mAg) B>+ 5| @] +|0[* (96, —2mn)?,

(3) Wherena’(I) = wa,<o¢,8> (x)dja,(a,@} (SC) + wa’,awa,a- .]E is a
andC[|®|] is a normalization factor dual current;j® = —i®*9,® + c.c. + Ag,|®[?, andAeg is
. , , the effective coupling constant (the last equation is th&Bd
C= /'D[a, Bs, klel) T2 (@xa)HF@6.=2m))} - (4)  gelf.consistency condition for the pseudogap).
) ) o o The first of Eqgs. [[) is an implicit expression féwy(r).
The physics behind(1) is simple: The fermionic part|, ¢ prates, the loss of superconductivity through underdo
of L is just the BAG action for a nodalwave supercon- ing is caused by Mott correlations forcing the system into in
ductor, the awkward phase factexp(ip(x)) having been  compressibility. This suggests that the Fourier transfofm
removed fromA by a gauge transformation. This trans- termionic compressibility. at the reciprocal lattice vector of
formation generates gauge f|elo_lfs and «q, _wh|ch MIMIC  the charge modulation is smalf.(G) ~ = < 1. Thus, to
the effect of vortex-antivortex pair fluctuations on the BdG 4 good approximation(dn(r)) ~ x.duvo(r). From the first
quaS|pf_;\rt|cIes - in the _charge andz in the spin chan- equation [[B)x.dvo(r) = LV x A4(r) — 7 and | recast the
nel. Finally, a bosonic field> describes quantum vortex- naxt two as: T
antivortex pairs: vortices/antivortices can be thoughtsf
particles/antiparticles created and annihilated by de#d #. V x (V x Ag(r)) = mxi%(r) , (6)
The dual “normal” state(>) = 0) is a physical superconduc- m3® — (V — iAy(r))2® + g|D2® =0 . @)
tor while dual condensaté®) £ 0) describes the pseudogap
state. The purpose behind the mathematics is to reformula@[d) are the Maxwell and Ginzburg-Landau equations for a
the problem in terms of the BdG action for fermiofik (1) andtype-Il dual superconductor in a dual fieldy = 77 (kg ~
the local Lagrangian of vortex bosous; @), kept in mu-  1/\/x. > 1/V/2, sincey. is small for lowz).
tual communication via two pairs of gauge fielgds a) and The solution of[[I5J7) in continuum is just the celebrated tri
(A4, K). angular vortex lattice of AbrikosoVv [IL6]. In our dual probie
Why is this reformulation useful? The CPCDW, an in- however, the effect of the underlying Cu@attice must be
tractably non-local problem in the language of electroms, h considered. This is so since, for dopings of interest, we are
a simple local expression in the dual language of vortex fieldjuite close to half-filling and: = 0. Translated to dual lan-
®. To recognize this, observe that the phage) couples guage this means we are closefto= 1/2, the maximally
in £ @A) to the overall electron density éﬁ&gp, where  frustrated case oEl7). The pinning to the atomic latticdds s
n = nq + ny. This translates to a dual “magnetic field” nificant and we should expect a near-square symmetry for the
VxAg= %ﬁ [17] seen by vortex-antivortex pails [18]. Phys- resulting CPCDW.
ically, this effect gives dual voice to the “helium physichs- Eqgs. [@F) are solved as follows: [19]: first, various deriva
cussed earlier: to prevent superfluid ground state theraystetives in [B[T) are replaced by their Cuttice counterparts
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[20]. We then consideEl7) with a uniform dual fielf}; = %ﬁ the energy gain relative to thex 4 checkerboard, however,
and initially setg — 0. This is a variant of the Hofstadter is extremely small. The modulation id7n(r) (andA) @) still
problem for dual boson;, with a fractional fluxf = p/q = retains a memory of thé x 4 block and is characterized by
(1 — x)/2 through a plaquette of a dual lattice. The solutionwavevector$s, = (£27/4a,0), G2 = (£27/8a, £27/4a),
is a “Hofstadter butterfly” spectrum with deep energy minimaandGs = (+27/(8a/3), 27 /4a), with G1 oriented along
for major fractions|[15]. The ground stategdold degener- the antinodal (eitherx or y) directions of the Cu@ lattice.
ate and one must choose the linear combination of states fGthe domains of the above modulation pattern offer a natural
dual bosons to condense into. The degeneracy is lifted by fiexplanation for the observations in Ref. [2].
nite g in (@. Thus, a unique state'” is selected, the only ~ The next leading fractions are = 0.077 (1/13) (f =
remaining degeneracy associated with discrete latticersygm 6/13) andz = 0.111 (1/9) (f = 4/9). The modulation
tries. Once@ﬁo) is known, one computes the currgfitand ~ Patterns are now more complicated and do not fit easily into
uses Maxwell equatiofi}6) to find the modulation in dual in-the underlying Cu@ lattice. on(r) (and A) [20] exhibits a
ductiondB, = By — Hy = V x 5§A4(r). This procedureis rhombic unit cell with{G;}'s oriented closer to the lattice di-
then iterated to convergence. agonals, i.e. theodal directions. Thus, as decreases away
from 1/8 there will be a tendency teorient the superlattice
away from antinodal directions and align it closer to the GuO
lattice diagonals. Such reorientation effects of the CPCHW
observed, would provide support for the physics described i
this Letter.

The above considerations include dopings like- 1/8 or
1/9 for which cuprates are typically still superconducting. In

The major fractions and their modulation patterns nie
marily determined by the Abrikosov-Hofstadter probldth (7),
the magnetic energy being a small correction in a type-H sys

tem. The interactions among vortices(]’rzﬁo) responsible for
these patterns are intrinsically multi-body and of extehde
range — they are the interactions among the center-of-noass c

ordinates of Cooper pairs. This is in contrast to the reaktep such cases the mean-field (5) is inadequate and one must in-

pairs with pairwise short-ranged interactiddér — r’). The . ) . i
pair density-wave is determined not B (7) but by the WignerC|Ude fluctuations i and A,. The fluctuations act to depop

i 0)
crystallization, encoded iftl(6), which in this limit turrsthe ;:?letgfbr::()anns?sligg;?eds S:Zﬁb ?rr:(ir:rearnsfe_;;roergseecs)f
minimization of: 1 [ d2rd2r'B,(r)V (r — 1')By(r'), where y gy

Bq(r) =3, 6(r—r;) and{r;} are the pairs’ positions. Thus tqward:cc, ) eventually ceases to lxmcroscopically ocel- .
the Cooperzand thé real-spi’;\ce pairs correspond to thepwoy pied (@) — 0) and the system returns to the superconducting

posite limits of @,), that of the type-1l and the type-I regime state. However, as Iopg as the tr.ansmon is not stronglt firs
. order, dual bosons still preferentially occupy the statesec
of a dual superconductor, respectively.

_ ] T ) _ to ®(©) on the “Hofstadter butterfly” energy landscape. This
While the analysis of[{6l7) is given in_[19], | outline here regyits in(|®(r)|2) which is finite and still modulated. Only
general features of the solutio” andV x §A,(r) break  for yet higherz will the translational symmetry of the super-
the translational symmetry of the dual and the Gu&ltice.  conducting state be finally restored.
The new superlattice is characterized by the set of recipro- The above is an example of the “supersolid state”, in which
cal vectors{G;}. The major fractionsf, i.e. the energeti- superconductivity coexists with the CPCDW. The modulation
cally most favored states, are those wjtleing a small in- s dominated byb(®) and thus our mean-field symmetry anal-
teger, (integef) or a multiple of 2, reflecting the square sym- ysis of major fractions still goes through. The fluctuatitinet
metry of the Cu@ planes. In the window of relevant to  produce the “supersolid” state consist of a liquid of vadesic
cuprates, these afe= 7/16,4/9,3/7,6/13,11/24,15/32,  and interstitials superimposed on the original mean-fielal d
13/32,29/64, 27/64, ..., (x = 0.125 (1/8), 0.111 (1/9),  vortex lattice. This leads to low, and tends to shift the pe-
0.143 (1/7), 0.077 (1/13), 0.083 (1/12), 0.0625 (1/16),  riodicity away from the mean-field set ¢i&;}'s associated
0.1875 (3/16), 0.09375 (3/32), 0.15625 (5/32)) etc. Other  with major fractions, particularly as a function df since the
potentially prominentf, like 1/4, 1/3, 2/5, or 3/8, corre-  self-energies of vacancies and interstitials are gengrid-
spond tozx outside the regime of vortex-antivortex fluctua- ferent. Such fluctuation-induced incommensurability dde
tions. behind the difference between the CPCDW periodicities ob-
The above information allows insight indG;}'s of ma-  served inl[1] (highl") and [2] (very lowT).
jor fractions. The non-linear term ifl(7) favors the smdlles The preceding discussion of the charge sector sets the
unit cell containing an integer number of flux quanta and astage for the question of what happensspin, carried by
homogeneous modulation i®;|. These conditions single nodal quasiparticles (for convenience, | now rotatga -
out dopingz = 0.125 (f = 7/16) as a particularly promi- wave superconductor into @&,,-wave one). The CPCDW
nent fraction. Atz = 0.125 (¢ = 16), the modulation in  affects low-energy fermions in two ways: firéty,(r) cou-
V x A4(r) can take advantage offax 4 elementary checker- ples tov, , as a periodically modulated chemical potential
board block which, when oriented along théy) direction, and can be absorbed into a locally varying Fermi wavevec-
fits neatly into plaguettes of the dual lattice. Ngae= 1/2, tor: krp — kp + dkp(r), wheredkp(r) = dvo(r)/vp.
however, a large number of vortices £ 7) per such a block Such shift leaves the nodal point in the energy space undis-
leads to a redistribution and a larger, rhombic unit cell[29 turbed. Similarly, there also is a modulation in the size of
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the pseudogapA — A + 6A(r), arising from the BdG periodicity set by{G;}'s, since it reflects the variation of
self-consistency equatiofil(5). Near the node®; k) —  (|®|?) on the lattice dual to the CuQne. Furthermore, since
A(k2 — k2) + 6A({G:}, k), whereP is related to the center- M~ ~ & [E], where&q is thedual superconducting corre-
of-mass momentum of Cooper pairs. Assuming that the pseuation length, thel™ term in [I1) isx & and consequently
dogap retains the overall,» _,.-wave symmetry throughout strongly enhanced a8 — z.. The combination of mod-

the underdoped regime, one findla ({G}, k) ~ k2 — k2.
Again, the nodal point is left intact. The semiclassicalcspe
trum is:

E(k;r) = 4/} (0)2 + 03 (0)k2 ®8)
wherevp(r) = vp + (dkp(r)/m) andva(r) = va +

(0A(r)/kr) [21]). The local DOS exhibits modulation at
wavevectors{G;}'s but still vanishes linearly at the nodes.

The only exception to this behavior is the situation in which

CPCDW iscommensurate with the nodes andlG; }’s happen
to coincide with some of the internodal wave vecto€¥;:,

ulation and enhancement, as the superconductivity is -extin
guished atr = =z, sets this term apart from other contribu-
tions toy. The observation of such a modulation, ip&R or

an NMR experiment, for instance, would provide a vivid il-
lustration of the subtle interplay between the charge aind sp
channels which is the hallmark of theoEy (1).
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Q;3, etc. Such commensuration can only be purely acciden-

tal since the dual lattice physids[(B,7) that determif@s}'s
has no simple relation to the location of nodes in the Briliou
zone.

There is, however, a yet another way by which the CPCDW

affects nodal fermiong, . This is through the coupling to a
Berry gauge field:’,, which describes topological frustration
of BAG “spinons” moving through space filled with fluctuat-
ing he/2e vortex-antivortex pairs. This non-trivial coupling of
charge and spin sector is captured by the effective Lagaangi

Ly = &n (i’yuau + V;Lau) Yo + LG [au] ) 9

obtained as the low energg( A) limit of £ @). In {@),10.a

have been arranged into four component Dirac-BdG spinors
1, following conventions of Refl|8] and the summation over

N = 2 nodal flavors is understood.
Below the pseudogap energy scalethe spin correlator of
physical electrons is|[22]:

by~ AR K

(5= (RS- (0) = Fr o r g I T a2

(10)

wherellf (k) ~ |k| denotes the fermion current polarization
andI1Y is the bare stiffness of in £o. In the pseudogap
statea is massless and’, ~ k? dominates the expression for
the static spin susceptibility, leading to a hon-Fermi liquid

behavior of nodal quasiparticles [22]. In the superconduct

ing statea has mass\/2, I1% — M?, and the leading order
behavior is set byIf. ForT < A:

(2N In2/7)?
M2

The leading term~ T) in () is just the renormalized
wave Yoshida function of non-interacting BdG quasipaescl
The subleading term~{ T'), however, involves\/2. In the
“supersolid” phasé/? is modulated via the non-uniformity in
(|®|?) @) — this modulation carries an imprint of the CPCDW

X~ (2N In2/m)T — T?+... . (11)
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