arXiv:1512.02088v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 7 Dec 2015

Emergence of charge order in a staggered loop-current phase of cuprate

high-temperature superconductors

W. A. Atkinsorf]
Department of Physics and Astronomy, Trent University, Peterborough Ontario, Canada, K9J7B8

A. P Kampiﬂ and S. Bulut
Theoretical Physics 11, Center for Electronic Correlations and Magnetism,
Institute of Physics, University of Augsburg, 86135 Augsburg, Germany
(Dated: September 26, 2021)

We study the emergence of charge ordered phases within a m-loop current (wLC) model for the
pseudogap based on a three-band model for underdoped cuprate superconductors. Loop currents
and charge ordering are driven by distinct components of the short-range Coulomb interactions:
loop currents result from the repulsion between nearest-neighbor copper and oxygen orbitals, while
charge order results from repulsion between neighboring oxygen orbitals. We find that the leading
7L.C phase has an antiferromagnetic pattern similar to previously discovered staggered flux phases,
and that it emerges abruptly at hole dopings p below the van Hove filling. Subsequent charge
ordering tendencies in the wLC phase reveal that diagonal d-charge density waves (dCDW) are
suppressed by the loop currents while axial order competes more weakly. In some cases we find
a wide temperature range below the loop-current transition, over which the susceptibility towards
an axial dCDW is large. In these cases, short-range axial charge order may be induced by doping-
related disorder. A unique feature of the coexisting dCDW and wLC phases is the emergence of an
incommensurate modulation of the loop currents. If the dCDW is biaxial (checkerboard) then the
resulting incommensurate current pattern breaks all mirror and time-reversal symmetries, thereby

allowing for a polar Kerr effect.

I. INTRODUCTION

Charge order is a universal feature of underdoped
cuprate high-temperature superconductors. Charge or-
dered phases lie in close proximity to antiferromagnetic,
spin-glass, and superconducting phases, implying a close
competition between the different ordering tendencies.
This raises the possibility that some or all of the anoma-
lous properties exhibited by the cuprates are due to mul-
tiple competing or coexisting electronic phases.

Originally observed by scanning tunneling spec-
troscopy in Bi-based cuprates!®, charge order was
then inferred to exist also in YBagCusOgyy, e.g.
from magneto-transport¥® and magneto-oscillation
experiments ™ NMR210 and x-ray scattering THI5
More recently, charge order has been found in
HgBag(]uO4+¢JE|'Im and in the electron-doped compound
Nds_,Ce, CuO4 ™

The charge order has two distinguishing features: it
has modulation wavevectors q that lie along the crys-
talline axes (so-called “axial order”), and it has an ap-
proximate d,2_,2 internal structure 220423 We therefore
adopt the notation d-charge density wave (dCDW). In
essence, the dCDW can be thought of as a predominant
charge transfer between neighboring oxygen p-orbitals

the amplitude of which is modulated with wavevector

24H27
q.

This dCDW is distinct from the stripe order found in
La-based cuprates. While both are strongest near hole
dopings of p = 0.12, stripes are characterized by an en-
tanglement of spin and charge degrees of freedom?8 that
is absent in the dCDW phase2? additionally, the doping

dependence of the density modulations follows an oppo-
site trend in stripe- and charge-ordered materials22

Charge order also appears to be distinct from
the pseudogap phenomena. Early experiments on
YBaQCu306+m and BigSrg,mLamCuOHx found
that static charge modulations develop at temperatures
Teo close to the pseudogap onset temperature T, and
this suggested a cause for the partial destruction of the
Fermi surface that characterizes the pseudogap. Further-
more, a recent STM study of BigSI‘QC&CUQOg+I@ found
a connection between the energy scales of the charge
order and the pseudogap. However, systematic studies
over a wide doping range in YBasCu3Og4, have revealed
that the onset of the dCDW at T, varies differently
with p than does 7115 In addition, the pseudogap
was found insensitive to doping with Zn impurities 3215
while charge order is rapidly quenched ™58 Finally, the
wavevector associated with the dCDW connects tips of
the remnant Fermi arcs in the pseudogap phase; this sug-
gests that charge order is an instability of, rather than
the cause of, the Fermi arcs®¥ indeed, theoretical cal-

culations accurately reproduce experimental wavevectors
under this assumption 2643732

Several calculations found instabilities towards
dCDW states with ordering wavevectors q oriented
along the Brillouin zone diagonal (so-called “diagonal
order” ) 2P0 iy contrast to all the experiments, which
find axial order. This discrepancy is resolved by imposing
a pseudogap, from which charge order emerges 263948149
This is not a unique resolution, though: some authors
pointed out that axial and diagonal instabilities are
close competitors ¥ and in Ref. the inclusion



of Aslamazov-Larkin vertex corrections led to axial
order. Empirically, however, it does appear that the
pseudogap is a prerequisite for the formation of the
dCDW in hole-doped cuprates, since T, is always less
than or equal to T*. While the underlying reason is
unclear, it is possible that short quasiparticle lifetimes
at temperatures T' > T™ inhibit the formation of charge
order.>?

If a correct description of the dCDW requires a basic
understanding of the pseudogap phase, then it is dis-
heartening that the cause of the pseudogap is still un-
known. Many recent proposals suggest that the pseu-
dogap is the result of fluctuations of, or competition
between, multiple distinct order parameters®4¢ involv-
ing charge and superconductivity. Alternatively, dy-
namical mean-field calculations find that in the strongly
correlated limit, local Coulomb interactions may gener-
ate a spectral pseudogap without need for a true phase
transition; this is linked to dynamical antiferromagnetic
correlations 229U However, there is experimental evidence
for a true thermodynamic phase transition®*%2 at T* (al-
though this has been challenged in Ref. [63) that termi-
nates at a quantum critical point near p = 0.19/64767
One prominent suggestion is that the phase below T*
breaks time-reversal symmetry via microscopic loop cur-
rents (LCs) that may®® ™ or may not® break the trans-
lational symmetry of the lattice.

Considerations about the relationship between the
dCDW and the pseudogap recently led us to reexam-
ine the instabilities of multi-orbital models for cuprate
superconductors ™ For physically relevant model param-
eters, we found a leading instability towards a sponta-
neous 7-loop current (7LC) phase, in which the circula-
tion of the loop currents alternates to form an orbital an-
tiferromagnet, similar to staggered LC phases that have
been proposed in the past881%2 While direct experimen-
tal evidence for staggered LC phases in cuprates is still
lacking ™8 we are nonetheless motivated to study the
LC phase for two reasons: first, the persistence with
which LC phases are predicted by theory makes it plau-
sible that there exist systems in which LCs are of key
importance; second, phase competition of the type found
in the cuprates can lead to emergent properties that are
distinct from those of the constituent phases.

Here, our starting point is the assumption that the
pseudogap follows from a wLC phase, and we focus on
the possible emergence of charge order within this phase.
The required formalism is developed in Sec. [[I} and re-
sults thereby obtained are presented in Sec. We show
in Sec. [[ITA] that the encountered phases originate from
different interactions: the mLC phase is driven primar-
ily by the Coulomb repulsion between nearest-neighbor
copper and oxygen orbitals, while charge ordering is
driven by oxygen-oxygen repulsion. In Sec. [[IIB] we
discuss that axial dCDWs can emerge within the 7LC
phase while diagonal dCDWs are strongly suppressed. In
some cases we find a wide temperature range below the
7LC transition and above the axial dCDW transition,

over which the susceptibility towards an axial dCDW is
large. In these cases, short-range charge order may be
induced by doping-related disorder. One important con-
sequence relates to the Kerr effect that has been mea-
sured in YBaoCuzOg ;%Y a nonzero signal implies that
both time-reversal and mirror symmetries are broken.
The spontaneous currents in the 7LLC phase break time-
reversal symmetry, and mirror symmetries are further
broken with the development of the dCDW phase. The
coexistence of loop currents and dCDW order therefore
offers a candidate case for the observed Kerr rotation.

II. CALCULATIONS
A. Hamiltonian

We adopt a three-band model for the CuO, primitive
unit cell, as described in Ref.[25l The model includes the
Cud,2_,2 orbital and the Op orbital from each oxygen
that forms a o bond with it; we label these Op, and
Opy. The noninteracting part of the Hamiltonian is

HO = ZZCLaahO,aﬁ(k)ckﬁfﬂ (1)

k,oc a,B

where o is a spin index and «, 8 denote the orbitals. We
take the convention that cxg, is an electron annihilation
operator. Because the 7LC phase has a periodicity of two
unit cells, we use a supercell comprising two primitive
CuOs unit cells so that orbital labels run from 1 to 6
(Fig. [1).

We assume that the SU(2) spin invariance is unbroken
so that spin-up and spin-down electrons satisfy identical
equations of motion. For brevity, we therefore suppress
the spin-index except where it is required.

The Hamiltonian has diagonal matrix elements
ho,aa(k) given by the on-site energies ¢4 (for o = 1,4)
and €, (otherwise). The model further includes nearest-
neighbor hopping between Cu and O orbitals with ampli-
tude t,4, and between adjacent O orbitals with amplitude
tpp.- The Hamiltonian matrix in Eq. is therefore

h; (k) hy(k) ] ’

= | 2 10 ?

where
~ € tpdeiky/Q _tpdeikw/Q
hi(k) = | tpge /2 € 2tppe— |5 (3)
i —tpae /2 2t c €p
_ 0 _tpde—iky/Q tpde—ikm/2
ho(k) = | —tpqets/? 0 —2tper | -(4)
i tpde““'/2 —2tppcy 0
The primitive lattice constant is ag = 1, and c4 =

cos(f £ %y) The signs of the off-diagonal matrix el-

ements ho o3(k) are determined by the product of signs
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Unit supercell and Brillouin zone. (a)
The supercell (shaded region) contains two CuO2 primitive
unit cells, with orbitals numbered 1 through 6 as shown. The
plus and minus signs indicate the sign convention for the lobes
of the Cud,2_,2, Op:, and Op, orbitals. The lattice vec-
tors a; and as lead to the folded Brillouin zone shown in (b)
(shaded region). Backfolded Fermi surfaces are shown for hole
filling p = 0.15 (thick red lines).

of the closest lobes of orbitals « and g, as shown in
Fig. a). Because the supercell contains two primitive
unit cells, the Brillouin zone is halved and the Fermi sur-
face is folded into the reduced Brillouin zone [Fig. [[(b)].

We consider both on-site and nearest-neighbor
Coulomb repulsion, so the interaction has the form

V= Z Uafiatfiay + % Via,jBMiacjger, (D)

(2o} iao,jBo’
where i and j label supercells, o and [ label orbitals,
o and o’ label spins, and 74, = c;fagcmg. The on-site
Coulomb interaction U, is Uy (o« = 1,4) or U, (other-
wise); the nonlocal interaction Vi, jg is V,q for nearest-
neighbor p and d orbitals, and V,,, for adjacent oxygen
orbitals.

Following Ref. 25| we take t,q = 1 to be the unit of
energy, tp,, = —0.5, and €4 — €, = 2.5. The interaction
strengths are Uy = 9.0, U, = 3.0, V},, varies between 1.0
and 1.3 and V,q between 2.0 and 3.0.

B. Hartree-Fock Approximation

Interactions are ﬁrsp treated within a Hartree-Fock

(HF) approximation, V = Vir = Vg + VX7 where the
Hartree term is

VH = Z Uaﬁiaoniaﬁ + Z Vga,jﬁﬁiaon]‘,@a’a (6)

iao iao,jBo’
with 7 = —0 and nn0 = (iae), and the exchange term
is
Vx = =D Y cstiseViasslclpptiao).  (T)

io,jp o

Within the HF approximation, the leading instability is
to a spin-density wave (SDW) state involving spins on the
Cu sites.# This state is driven by the large local Coulomb
interaction Uy; it is well known that strong correlations
suppress the SDW except near half-filling, and we there-
fore make a restricted HF approximation that preserves
the SU(2) invariance of the spins. SU(2) symmetry im-
plies njqr = Njiq) and <Cj'mciaT> = <C;5¢Cm¢>, so that the
HF Hamiltonian is identical for spin-up and spin-down
electrons. .

Expressing Vi r in terms of Bloch states (and suppress-
ing the spin index) gives

VHF = Z P(X,B(k7 q)CTk_,’_%aCk,%lB, (8)
k,q,a,8
where
1
Paﬁ(k, q) = N Z Z { [Ua(sa,,u + QVQ#(qH 60t755#’1’
k' pv

~Vap(k = K)du500 el _a,00430),
(9)

is the HF “self-energy” and

Vas (@) = Z eiq.raﬁvaﬁ (ra5)7 (10)

rag

with {r,3} the set of intra- and inter-supercell vectors
pointing from orbital a to nearest-neighbor orbital 8. Ex-
plicit expressions for V,z(q) are given in Appendix

In the HF approximation, terms proportional to U,
contribute only Hartree terms, while the nonlocal terms
make both Hartree and exchange contributions. Be-
cause our model parameters are chosen phenomenolog-
ically to reproduce the cuprate band structure, the ho-
mogeneous components of the Hartree and exchange self-
energies are implicitly present in the site energies ¢; and
€, and hopping matrix elements ¢,4 and t,,. To avoid
double-counting, we retain only the spatially inhomoge-
neous components of the interaction self-energy; these
will prove responsible for both loop currents and charge
order.

It is convenient to decompose the interactions in
Eq. (@) in a set of basis functions gfw (k):

[Uada,“ + 2Vau(‘l)} 0a,80u — Vap (k- k/)du,ﬁ’(sAt,a
= V" (@)gls(K)gh, ()"

0,0
(11)

gfw(k) are 6 X 6 matrices in the orbital indices o and j,
with a single nonzero matrix element corresponding to a
unique bond or site:

géﬁ (k) = eik~ra5 50&70% éﬂﬁw (12)

where each ¢ labels either a directed bond pointing from
oy to B, or an orbital when ay = y. There are a total



of 38 orbital pairs (o, 8¢), and these are listed in Table
in Appendix [A] along with the corresponding basis func-
tions. Here, we note that ¢ € [1,32] labels the directed
bonds between nearest-neighbor sites, and ¢ € [33, 38]
labels the six orbitals making up the supercell.

With the decomposition , we obtain
-2 P

Pop(k,q) q)g5s(k (13)

where

D 3D BALUCTNY

k' ¥ pv

)*<CL’7%VCk/+%H>7

(14)
is the self-consistency equation for the HF self-energy
for bond ¢. To perform an unbiased search for broken-
symmetry phases within HF theory, it is most convenient
to linearize Eq. so that it acquires the form

S V(@)X (@) P ()

0,0

Ph(a) = - (15)

This step is performed explicitly in the next section.

C. Linearized Hartree-Fock Equations

We define a generalized susceptibility that describes
the change in P‘(q) induced by a perturbing field
o (q,t), where ¢ and ¢ label either bonds or sites as
described above. In the limit of a vanishingly weak per-
turbation, a phase transition is signalled by a diverging
susceptibility eigenvalue.

The general form of the perturbation is

(i)(t) = Z Qsmu,m/ 7'W

m,ny

= ZZQS/“’ k Q>

k,q pv

k+q/tck—§”’ (16)

where m,n label supercells and

N Z(bmp nv

m,n

duv(k,q,t

(17)
In this equation, k is associated with the relative coor-
dinate connecting orbitals p and v, while q is associated
with the spatial modulation of the field; a conventional
electrostatic potential would have

¢pu(k7 q, t) = 5M,V¢M(q7 t)

Provided the perturbation is restricted to on-site and
nearest- nelghbor terms, Eq. . can be decomposed in
terms of gW(k)

(18)

¢uv k ,q,t (19)

Z¢f a,1)g,, (k).

Zk' (rny —Tmpu ) e_i% ‘(rm;z +rn.) .

Then

(20)

ZZZ¢£ q,t guu )Ck+q Ck—9p-

k,g pv

Hermiticity of ®(t) requires for the perturbing fields

#(—a,t) = ¢'(a,t)",

where ¢ and ¢ describe the same bond, but oriented in
opposite directions.

The perturbing field induces time-dependent collec-
tive excitations 0 P,g(k, q,t) of the self-energy; these feed
back into the linear response, so that the total perturba-
tion is

(21)

= ZZ (67" (a,1) + 6" (a, )

X Zguy k+quck—§ll7 (22)
kuv
where  we  have expanded 6P, (k, q,t) =

5, 0t (k)P (@, 1) ~
A self-consistent expression for §P%(q,t) is obtained

from Kubo’s equation for the first order response of the
charge density to H'(t):

5P (q,t) = —i/

— 00

t

dt'([P*(a, 1), H'(t)]), (23)

where

NZ > V@ (K) g, g, (29)

k’ ¢ ,pv

is the operator form of P*(q) [see Eq. ] A straight-
forward calculation yields

0P (a,w) =~V (a@)Xo(a,w) [P(a,w) + dla,)|
(25)

where bold symbols represent matrices and vectors in the

38 x 38 bond and orbital basis. The bare susceptibility

matrix has elements

N Z Z QW *ggﬁ (k)

k afpv

XS W (ke )W ()W ()T ()

n,n’

f(Bnx,) = f(Enne_)
w + i — Enk+ + En’k_

X (quw) =

(26)

where k+ = k+3, greek symbols are orbital labels, n and
n’ are band indices, and E,x and ¥, (k) are respectively
the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian H,.
In the static limit w — 0 and for a vanishingly weak

external potential qzz(q, w), Eq. reduces to Eq. .



Equation is a 38 x 38 matrix equation that can be
inverted for each q and w to obtain

with

T Xolqw).  (28)

X(q,w) = [1 +Xo(q,w)V(q)

Equation describes the change in the HF self-energy
induced by a weak perturbing field.

D. Connection to Charge and Current Densities

We denote by x(q) the largest eigenvalue of the static
susceptibility matrix X(q,0). The divergence of x(q) as
temperature is lowered signals a phase transition. Fur-
ther information about the resulting phase is obtained
from the corresponding eigenvector v4. In particular,
both the current and charge density can be obtained from
a generalized charge density,

Pias = (ClaCip), (29)

which is closely related to the HF self-energy by
Pia,jp = Vie.ipPia,js- (30)

For (i) = (jB), pia,jp reduces to the single-spin charge
density n;,, while for nearest-neighbor pairs (ia) and
(4B), the imaginary part of p;a js gives the probability
current along the bond from (i) to (j5),

Jia,jp = —2tia,jpIm[pia, js)- (31)

In Eq. (31), tia,jp is *tpq or +tp,,, depending on the
bond type, where the sign depends on the relative signs
of the closest lobes of orbitals @ and g in Fig. [1| (thus
til,is = —tpd; tis,ic = Tipp)-

By Fourier transforming Eq. and expanding left
and right sides in terms of the basis functions g 5(k), we
obtain

Pla) =Y V"3 (—a), (32)
-

with

! 1
@ =5 Y el _gags)  (33)
k,a,3

Equation provides a connection between the induced
self energy 6P(q,w) in Eq. and the corresponding in-
duced change in the generalized charge density 0p(q,w).

Near the phase transition, the static susceptibility ma-
trix X(q) is dominated by the diverging eigenvalue x(q),
such that

X(q) ~ x(q)¥q¥], (34)

FIG. 2: (Color online) Largest eigenvalue of the static sus-
ceptibility matrix X(q) in the normal state at 7' = 0.010,
Vpa = 2.5, and p = 0.10.

where Vg is the column eigenvector corresponding to
x(q), i'fj; is the transpose conjugate, and the outer prod-

uct f/qff:fl generates a matrix. Substitution of Eq.
into Eq. immediately yields the induced static (gen-
eralized) charge density,

3p(—a)* = —X(q)d(a)
= —pqx(a)vq, (35)

where g = f/jl . q~5(q) is the projection of the field onto

the diverging eigenmode. The hermiticity condition (21),
along with a similar condition for V4 (see Eq. (BY) in
Appendix , imposes the constraint ¢_q = ¢q. Then,

Spiags = Op(a)e'® Cietin) 4 5p(—q)e"2 (rietrin)
“(q) {ei%(mww)@q@g

e et gugle (36)

where ¢ denotes the directed bond from (ia) to (j8), and
and ¢ denotes the oppositely directed bond. The complex
phase of ¢q shifts the density wave spatially, and can
therefore be set to zero without loss of generality:

Opiajs = —x(A)q {e’%'(%“w)@g

+e*i%'<”a+”1‘ﬁ>@f;*} : (37)

Real-space patterns shown in the next section are calcu-
lated from the portion of Eq. contained in braces.



III. RESULTS
A. Instabilities of the Normal State

As there are no broken symmetries in the normal high-
temperature phase, the HF self-energy generates only a
homogeneous renormalization of the model parameters.
As discussed above, this homogeneous component is ab-
sorbed into the phenomenological model parameters to
avoid double-counting. We therefore construct the gen-
eralized static susceptibility X(q) from the eigenstates of
the bare Hamiltonian Hy, defined in Eq. .

Figure [2| shows the largest eigenvalue y(q) of X(q)
as a function of q close to an instability approached
upon cooling. The generalized charge susceptibility al-
lows transitions to charge-, bond-, and current-ordered
phases, and the multi-peak structure in Fig. indi-
cates proximity to more than one distinct ordered phase.
Because our supercell contains two primitive cells, the
points g = (0,0) and q = (7, 7) are equivalent. Further-
more, peaks at (g,q) and (7w — ¢, ™ — q) are related by
symmetry. There are, therefore, only two distinct peaks
in x(q), corresponding to two distinct phases. We use
the notation qp = (0,0) and q; = (g1, ¢1) to denote these
two kinds of peaks, while qo will be used later to denote
peaks in the axial direction at (gz2,0) or (0, g2).

For the chosen model parameters there are pronounced
peaks at both qg and q;. The peak at qg diverges first
as T is lowered, and is therefore the leading instability.
To determine the nature of the instability, we construct
the generalized charge density dp;q, ;3 induced by an in-
finitesimally weak field using Eq. . The left panel of
Fig. a) shows the real part of §p;a, jg for @ # B, which
is related by Eq. to the bond-strength renormaliza-
tion. The imaginary parts of 6p;n, js are proportional to
the bond currents 6J;4,;3, which are shown in the mid-
dle panel of Fig. b), while the orbital charge modula-
tions 6niq = 6pPia,ia are shown in the right panel. From
the figure, it is apparent that the qg divergence corre-
sponds to the onset of a staggered loop-current pattern,
with no associated charge or bond order. (Note that qg
is a supercell wavevector, and that the current pattern
has wavevector (m, ) in terms of the primitive unit cell.)
This is the same 7LC pattern that was identified previ-
ously in Ref. [73l

In contrast, Fig. [f] shows that the subdominant peak
at q; = (0.84,0.84) corresponds to a diagonal dCDW
with vanishing orbital currents. The period of this mod-
ulation is 27/(0.84y/2) = 5.3 primitive unit cells, similar
to what is found elsewhere, and agrees with the shortest
wavevector which connects Fermi surface hotspots. This
type of instability has been discussed at length in the
literature22:0Ha,

While the details of the competition between the 7L.C
and charge ordered phases depend on the band struc-
ture, a simple picture emerges concerning the interactions
driving these two phases. In Fig. [5| x(q) is plotted along
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Components of the induced generalized
charge density dpia,;s associated with the qo eigenmode for
the susceptibility shown in Fig. (left) real part of dpia,;p
for a # B3, (middle) induced currents 6.J;q,;3, (right) induced
charge modulations dn;q. Currents with a component of their
flow in the positive x direction are deemed positive; currents
flowing entirely along the y axis are positive in the positive y
direction. dpiq, ;g is calculated from Eq. with the prefac-
tor x(q)pq set to one; the color scale is therefore arbitrary.

Re: 8piq 4p dnyq
% s OuCwEw
Eti 2 DEo=Ce
W e NN
g i 0-4 0.4 :‘.D.EDE 0.2
' 0.2 . Dmomomd | o
. S o OoomCmd| o
i g 0
-0.2 -0.2 DMOOEEE | -0-1
-0.4 - -0 4:‘.5.%DE -0.2
HOQ NN H B
N NASEING DoDmomC]
@l HOQOQH 0 O |
S0 B OEgoom
K OSSN 00
) RAIRNARN
] s s i Y
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3
X X X

FIG. 4: (Color online) As in Fig.|3] but for the peak in Fig.
at q1 = (0.84,0.84). This case corresponds to a diagonal
dCDW with no circulating currents.

the Brillouin zone diagonal as functions of both V,4 and
Vpp: Fig. [ffa) shows that x(qo) is enhanced by increas-
ing V,q while Fig. b) shows that x(qi) is enhanced by
increasing V,,. This demonstrates that V4 drives the
wLC phase while V},, drives the dCDW.

Figures[6 and [7]show the dependence of the 7LC phase
on various model parameters. We caution that factors
not included in our calculations must inevitably affect
the phase diagram quantitatively. Notably, strong cor-
relations renormalize the electronic effective mass, which
grows as the hole doping p is reduced, and the enhanced
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Effects of V4 and V,, on the suscep-
tibility eigenvalue x(q). Plots show cuts along the Brillouin
zone diagonal, q = (g, q). Results are for (a) fixed V,, = 1.0
and varying V,q; (b) fixed Vp,q = 2.5 and varying Vpp. Vpa
enhances the loop-current susceptibility at qo, while V,, en-
hances the charge susceptibility peak at qi. Results are for
T = 0.025 and hole density p = 0.12.

spin fluctuations make a further doping-dependent con-
tribution to the self-energy.

Figure [6] shows the phase diagram which follows
from the susceptibility calculations within the symmetry-
unbroken normal state. This figure illustrates the par-
ticular significance of the van Hove filling pyg, which
denotes the crossover from a hole-like Fermi surface at
p < pyua to an electron-like Fermi surface at p > pyy. It
was found previously?? that in the region p < pyy, the
leading charge instability is to a diagonal dCDW, while
for p > pyu the tendency is towards either a q = (0, 0) ne-
matic phase with an intra-unit cell charge redistribution
or an axial dCDW. Figure[6] shows that the 7L.C phase is
restricted to the region p < pyy, where it competes with
the diagonal dCDW phase.

This result is confirmed by self-consistent HF calcu-
lations of the 7LC phase diagram in Fig. [} For these
calculations, the self-energy has the periodicity of the su-
percell, and Eq. can be expressed simply in terms of
the eigenvalues E,x and eigenfunctions ¥, (k) of the HF
Hamiltonian, Hyp = Hy+ Vip. The q = 0 self-energy
for bond / is

~ ~ ool 1 / /
PZ = ZVM N Z gfxﬁ(k/)*q/zf}n(k )\Ijom(k/)f(Enk’)'
0 Bk’
(38)

Because the real part of Eq. yields a homogeneous
shift of the model parameters, we have retained only the
imaginary part of P? in the self-consistency cycle.
Figure [7] shows the amplitude of the current .J,q along
the p-d bonds in the 7LLC phase. The current is mea-
sured in units of etpq/h, so Jpq = 0.01 corresponds to
a current of ~ 1 pA if t,y = 500 meV. The current
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Phase diagram of the three-band model
from linear response theory. The figure shows the doping de-
pendence of the leading instability temperature of the gener-
alized susceptibility X(q). The van Hove hole density pvi is
indicated by a vertical dashed line, and representative Fermi
surfaces for p < pyu and p > pya are shown in the insets.
The leading charge instability is towards a diagonal dCDW
for p = 0.17, and to a translationally invariant nematic phase
consisting of an intra-unit cell transfer of charge between ad-
jacent oxygen orbitals for p > pyi.*® Results are for V,q = 3.0,
Vop = 1.0.

sets in at p,y and its amplitude grows as hole doping
is further reduced. The termination of the 7LC phase
at p = pyyg is robust, as it is nearly independent of
Vpa, and it is generally consistent with a recent exper-
imental conclusion that the pseudogap phase is bounded
by a Lifshitz transition®l! However, the p-dependence of
Jpd is expected to be affected by strong correlations. In
mean-field theory, the spectral gap associated with the
wL.C phase is proportional to the current amplitude. The
HF self-energy Eq. on the p-d bonds, which deter-
mines both the spectral gap and 75, is proportional to
Vpa and the generalized density p,q between p and d or-
bitals, while the current in Eq. is proportional to
tpqa and ppq. In the simplest picture, ¢,q < p so that the
loop current amplitudes are renormalized downwards by
strong correlations relative to the HF self-energy. This
is similar to an effect predicted for strongly correlated
superconductors: in conventional superconductors, the
superconducting T, is proportional to the superconduct-
ing gap A; however, superfluid stiffness, and therefore T,
is strongly reduced by strong correlations while the pair-
ing gap remains large. 82®% This suggests that the trends
shown in Fig. b) qualitatively capture the spectral gap
but not the LC amplitude.

The wLC phase stops abruptly at low p at a value
that does depend on V,4; such a lower bound is not seen
experimentally; however, the low-doping region of the
phase diagram is complicated by strong correlations, the
onset of a spin-glass phase, and by disorder®®88 which
are beyond the scope of our current calculations.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Self-consistent Hartree-Fock results for
the orbital current as a function of hole filling p, temperature
T, and interaction V,4. The current J,q along the p-d bond
is shown as a function of (a) T" for V,q = 3.0 and (b) p for
various Vpq at T' = 0.001. The ratio of the p-p and p-d bond
currents is Jpp/Jpa = 0.32, independent of T', p, and Vpq. It
was previously found to depend on the ratio of tp,/t,q ™ The
current is in units of et,q/h, with e the electron charge.

B. Charge Instabilities in the Loop-Current State

To determine the leading instability within the 7LC
phase, we plot the T-dependence of the leading eigen-
value x(q) in Fig. [§| at qo (loop current), q; (diagonal
dCDW), and q2 (axial dCDW). The susceptibility and its
eigenvalues are now calculated using the self-consistent
HF Hamiltonian for the 7#LC phase. We focus on the
region p < pyy, where loop currents are found, and re-
sults are shown at five different dopings between p = 0.10
and p = 0.17. For reference, the Fermi surface and T-
dependence of J,4 are also shown for each doping.

At temperatures above Ty, x(q) grows at all three q
values as T is reduced. For p < 0.15, x(qg) diverges
first, signaling the onset of the 7LC phase at Ty; x(qo)
then collapses rapidly in the ordered phase below T.. For
all hole densities in Fig. [8) the subleading peak is at q
for T > T, indicating a tendency towards a diagonal
dCDW. This peak at q; is reduced by the onset of loop
currents, however, which demonstrates a strong compe-
tition between diagonal dCDW and wL.C order.

In contrast, there is only a weak competition between
axial dCDW and 7L.C order. Above T, x(qz2) has pos-
itive curvature characteristic of growth towards a di-
vergence; however, all curves show an inflection point
slightly below T indicating that the onset of loop cur-
rents interrupts this divergence. Rather than being sup-
pressed by loop currents, x(q2) tends to saturate below
T, at a constant value [Figs. [§a) and (b)], which can
be an order of magnitude larger than at high T. At
some doping levels [Figs. [§(c) and (d)], x(q2) actually
diverges below T, signaling the onset of an axially ori-
ented dCDW. This is shown for p = 0.15 in Fig.[9] which
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Temperature evolution of the peaks in
x(q) at qo, q1, and g2 at four different fillings: (a) p = 0.10,
(b) p = 0.12, (c) p = 0.14, (d) p = 0.15 The corresponding
mean-field current along the p-d bond is also shown in each
figure (left scale). The three wavevectors are qo = (0,0),
a1 = (q1,¢1), 92 = (g2,0), where g1 and g2 are the peak
positions along diagonal and axial directions. Fermi surfaces
corresponding to the different hole fillings are shown in (e)-(h)
for the normal state (red lines) and for the 7L.C state (black
lines). As shown in (e), the axial wavevector connects tips of
the hole pockets in the 7L.C phase.

shows the emergence of strong peaks at q2 = (g2, 0) and
symmetry related points. The corresponding eigenmode
is illustrated in Fig. there is a pronounced transfer
of charge between Op orbitals, with an amplitude that is
modulated along the y-axis [right panel of Fig. . There
is a smaller charge modulation on the Cu sites, amount-
ing to ~ 15% of the Op modulations. This is similar to
the axial dCDW found previously for a phenomenologi-
cal pseudogap model?%, and both the ordering wavevector
and d-wave like form factor of the charge modulations are
consistent with experiments 222

Concomitantly, the real part of dp;q ;3 (left panel in
Fig. inhomogeneously modulates the effective hop-
ping strength, while the imaginary part corresponds to an
incommensurate modulation of the bond current (middle
panel in Fig. . We have checked that this incommen-
surate current pattern conserves charge at each vertex
of the lattice. Indeed, it is straightforward to construct
such a modulated current pattern by hand by requiring
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Largest eigenvalue of the susceptibility
matrix in the 7LC phase. Results are at p = 0.15 for V,q =
3.0, Vpp = 1.0, and at T' = 0.021.

that current is conserved at each vertex. Current con-
servation at the Cu site at position (m,n)ag, where ag is
the primitive lattice constant, requires that the current
coming in along the z-axis must be carried out along the
y-axis, namely

Sgl [Iw(m +2,m) + Iy (m,n + 5)] —0. (39

For a modulation wavevector g2 = (0, ¢2), this constraint
implies,

1
L (m + 5 n) = Ip(—1)"""™ cos(ganao + 0), (40)

where 6 is an arbitrary constant phase, and

cos[ga(n + )ag + 6]
cos(q2a0/2)

1
I, (myn+ ) = =Io(=1)"*"

. (41)
Current conservation along the oxygen-oxygen bonds is
simpler, as it requires only that the current is constant
around each loop within a plaquette.

The weak competition between axial dCDW and wLC
order has implications for the role of disorder. While the
growth of critical diagonal dCDW fluctuations is inter-
rupted at Ty, x(q2) in some instances saturates below
T, at values that are substantially enhanced relative to
the noninteracting case (where x(q) is a number of order
1). Figure c), for example, is characterized by a wide
temperature range below T, where x(q2) is more than
an order of magnitude larger than in the noninteracting
case. In this case crystalline disorder, for example due
to dopant atoms, will induce short-range charge correla-
tions with a strong qs component even well above the
charge-ordering transition at T, = 0.002.

This is consistent with what is observed in the
cuprates, where static short-range dCDW correlations
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FIG. 10:  (Color online) Left panel: induced shift in the
real part of (c!_c;js), middle panel: the bond current, and left
panel: the charge density. Parameters are as in Fig.[0] The
charge modulations on the Cu sites are ~ 15% of those on the
O sites.

develop at temperatures as high as ~ 150 K12 and
true long-range dCDW order (with correlation lengths
large enough to observe magneto-oscillation effects) only
occurs at much lower temperatures, of order ~ 50 K2

Finally, we note that the generalized susceptibility di-
verges simultaneously at symmetry-related points along
the 2- and y-directions (Fig.[d). Our linearized equations
cannot determine whether uniaxial order, with ordering
wavector (gz,0) or (0, g2), or biaxial (checkerboard) order
in which both Fourier peaks are simultaneously present,
is energetically preferred. Experimentally, domains of
uniaxial order are seen in BiySroCaCuyOg 2t while bi-
axial order is implied by magneto-oscillation experiments
in YBaQCU3OG+$.7

In our calculations, the biaxial dCDW state is of
particular interest because it breaks all mirror sym-
metries of the lattice, and coupled with the time-
reversal symmetry breaking of the wLC phase should
generate a polar Kerr effect,**Y similar to what
has been measured in both YBayCuzOg,, Y and
Pbo.55Bi1.5911 6Lag 4CuOg, 5.°¥ This mechanism should
be distinguished from other proposals involving micro-
scopic currents: in Refs. [89 and [90, the currents run
along the edges of charge stripes, while in Ref. 91l a com-
bination of staggered loop currents and d, bond order
is proposed to explain the polar Kerr measurements. It
remains unclear whether nanodomains of uniaxial order
might also lead to a polar Kerr effect in our model.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Motivated by the recent discovery of ubiquitous charge
order within the pseudogap phase of underdoped cuprate
superconductors, we have studied the development of d-



charge density waves from within a pseudogap phase gen-
erated by a staggered m-loop current. Our main finding
is that the 7LC phase competes strongly with the dom-
inant diagonal dCDW phase, and may weaken it suffi-
ciently that axial ACDW order emerges as the leading
charge instability. The resulting charge structure is con-
sistent with x-ray scattering and STM experiments. A
unique feature of the coexistence of AdCDW and 7wL.C or-
der is the emergence of an incommensurate modulation
of the loop current amplitude, illustrated in Fig. If
the dCDW has a checkerboard structure, then the result-
ing incommensurate current pattern breaks both mirror

10

and time-reversal symmetries and should generate a po-
lar Kerr effect.
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Appendix A: Hartree-Fock Approximation and Basis
Functions

In this appendix, we discuss technical details of our
treatment of the interactions in the Hartree-Fock approx-
imation. First, we give an explicit form for V,5(q), de-
fined by Eq. . Referring to Fig. |1} we obtain

Vis(q) = Vis(q) = Vaa(a) = Vsi(a) = Vpae'®/?
Vor(q) = Vis(q) = Vaa(q) = Vis(q) = Vyge 10v/?
Vis(q) = Vaa(q) = Vis(q) = Vi1 (q) = Vipae'®=/?
‘/31((]) = V43((]) = V64(q) = ‘/16((1) = Vpde iqs /2
Vaz(a) = Vsa(a) = Vss(a) = Ves(a)
4z — Qy
= 2Vpp cos( 5
= 2V,pcos ((]x;-qy> 7 (A1)

with all other matrix elements zero.

The correspondence between the basis function ¢ and
the orbital label is given in Table [l From this table, we
learn for example that

gop(k) = e*v/%65 465 5. (A2)
For this basis,
Vu  L=1{0€[1,16]
—V,, (=1;0€e17,32]
00! ) Ug =10 =33,36
Vild =9 ¢ (= —343537.38 (A3
Wos(q) (£ 00,0 € [33,38]
0 otherwise

For the matrix elements containing V,5(q), ¢ determines
a and ¢ determines 3, with the connection given by Ta-
ble[ll

Appendix B: Symmetries of the Susceptibility

1. Hermiticity of X(q)

From Eq. , we obtain the relationship for the static
susceptibility

X (@) = X5 (), (B1)

or, in matrix notation, Xo(q)" = Xo(q). Since V(q)f =
V(q), it also follows that

X(q)" = X(q). (B2)

12
2. Relation between X(q) and X(—q)

It also follows from Eq. that
£ a) =X @ = (X @] . (B3)

where ¢ represents the same bond as ¢, but oriented in
the opposite sense. Let T be the unitary matrix that
swaps bonds to the opposite orientation, we obtain the
matrix representation Xo(—q) = TXg(q)TT. Because

V(@) =TV(@T";  V(-q)=V(a@)* (B4
it also happens that

X(-q) = TX(q)"T". (B5)
For the labeling of the bonds shown in Table [}

Osxs 1lgxs|Osxs Osxs|Osxs

1gxs Ogxs|0sxs Osxs|0Osxs
T = | Ogxs Osxs|0sxs lsxs|Osxe (B6)
Osxs Osxs|lsxs Osxs|Osxs

O6xs Ogxs |O6xs Osxs|lexs
Note that TT = T in this case.
3. Eigenvectors of X(q)

Equation (B5]) implies that the eigenvalue equation,
X(a)vq = x(q)vq, transforms as

TX(q)"T'Tv; = x(a)Tvy (B7)
X(—q)Tv; = x(q)Tv}. (B8)

Because x(—q) = x(q), it follows that Tv} = ev_g,

where 6 is an arbitrary phase. Without loss of generality,
we take 6 = 0 and

Tvy=V_q. (B9)

4. Simplification of the equation for dp;. ;s

Equation gives the induced generalized charge
density
6p(a) = —X(~a)"¢(~a)".

Using the symmetry relations above along with the her-

miticity condition , Eq. (B10) becomes

pla) = ~TX(a)p(a)-
Letting ¢ correspond to the bond (i, j3),

(B10)

(B11)

5Pia,jﬁ = 6ﬁe(q)ei%'(ria+r]’3) +6P~Z(_q)eii%'(ria+rﬂj)
i (. 4p. S It ¢
= —e! et TR ()d(a)]

e [y dar] . B12)
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toelpelo ) [[¢ laelBelg’t0) [l [aelBelg’@0)  [rass [[¢ larBela'®)  [rasss [t [ae]Be]g’ (o
11 |2 [e®/2 (|9 |2 |1 [e7®*/2(117]2 |3 |eih==Fv)/2 | 1a,/2(25(3 |2 |e i the=ku)/2| _ay/21133]|1 |1 |1
2(1 [3 [e*=/2 [110]3 |1 |e"*=/2|118(2 |3 |e " ka—hu)/2| _a,/2|(26|3 |2 |eiF=—Fu)/2 | ta,/2(34|2 |2 |1
3|1 |5 e*““y/2 11(5 |1 |et*v/2 |[19]2 |6 |e!Fetru)/2 | 4a,/2(127]6 |2 |e i (ketRu)/2| _a,/2135(3 |3 |1
411 |6 e ™*=/2[112]6 |1 |e™*=/2 [20(2 |6 |e""F=tku)/2| _a,/2]/28|6 |2 |eF=thu)/2 | 1a,/2(36]4 |4 |1
5(4 |5 |et*v/2 [113]5 |4 |e v/2||21|5 |6 |e'Fe=Ru)/2 | 1a,/2((29(6 |5 |e i ke—hu)/2] _a,/2(137]5 |5 |1
6|4 |6 |e*=/2 ||14]6 |4 |e *</2]|22|5 |6 et Ra=Ru)/2| _a,/2(130(6 |5 |eiFe=Ru)/2 | 1a,/2(38]6 |6 |1
714 |2 e—““v/Q 152 |4 [etfv/2 |123]3 |5 |eiFethu)/2 | 1a,/2|131(5 |3 |e i Rethu)/2] _a, /2

84 |3 |e ™*=/2]|16(3 |4 |e™=/2 ||24|3 |5 |e i Rathu)/2] _a,/2(132|5 (3 |eikethu)/2 | 1a, /2

TABLE I: The basis functions g, 5(k) = ¢*(k)da, o 08,3,- The index £ labels the different basis functions, and each £ corresponds

to a unlque pair of orbitals o, and S, for which gwﬁ/ (k) is nonzero. In this basis, and for £ € [1, 32], the quantity P! defined in
Eq. ( is simply the bond self-energy Piq, ;s for nearest neighbor sites i, j8. For £ € [17,32], there are two nearest-neighbor
pairs for each «, 8, and to remove the ambiguity, the table shows the vector ro— 3 pointing from « to 8. The basis functions
with £ € [33,38] are used to represent the Hartree self-energies.

If ¢(q) is proportional to an eigenvector of X(q) with +e—i%'(rm+rw)q§f(q)*}_

real eigenvalue , then
g x(a) (B13)

i3 (riatrip) b e
0pia,jp = _X(q){e i J {Td’(Q)]
_ ¢
Lemi3-(riatrip) {qﬁ(Q)*} }
o {ei%(rm“ﬁ)éz(q) Taking éZ(Q) = <Pq1157 we obtain Eq. .
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