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In this work, we carry out a systematic investigation of the coherence peak in unconventional superconductors
as they transition into the superconducting phase at Tc. Using d-wave cuprates as an example, we reveal the
presence of a coherence peak below Tc in the charge channel. The nuclear quadrupole relaxation rate is shown
to be an effective method for detecting this unconventional coherence peak, with the superconducting coherence
factor playing a pivotal role in its emergence. Additionally, we explore the influence of correlation effects, which
further enhance this phenomenon. Extending our analysis, we demonstrate the existence of a similar coherence
peak in ultrasonic attenuation and iron-based superconductors. Our findings offer a fresh perspective on probing
superconducting gap symmetry in unconventional superconductors.

Owing to electron-electron correlation, the emergency
of high-temperature (high-Tc) superconductors and other
related unconventional superconductors greatly chal-
lenges our understanding based on the conventional
Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) theory [1–3]. Al-
though solving this complex correlation problem seems to be
a formidable task, uncovering their unconventional properties
is one achievable work and an inevitable step toward the final
destination [1]. Retracing the development of conventional
superconductors and BCS theory [4, 5], coherence peaks
always served as barometers for understanding their physical
properties. For example, the coherence peak from the scan-
ning tunneling microscope (STM) determines the diverged
density of states (DOS) at the superconducting gap [4, 5]; the
Hebel-Slichter coherence peak [5, 6], observed in the nuclear
magnetic resonance (NMR) spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1
just below the transition temperature Tc, as illustrated in
Fig.1(a). This spin-fluctuation-related coherence peak is
one important hallmark for the s-wave spin-singlet pairing
supporting the BCS theory [5, 6].

For cuprates and iron-based superconductors, coherence
peaks have already played important roles in extracting their
electronic structures [1–3, 7, 8]. For example, neutron scat-
tering experiments observed the spin resonance peaks at Q =
(π, π) in cuprate superconductors [9–11], which revealed the
novel spin dynamics for high-Tc supercondcutors. On the
other hand, NMR failed to locate any coherence peaks en-
tering superconducting states in cuprates, which is beyond
the conventional understanding of BCS theory [12–20]. Re-
cently, we also successfully extracted a new coherence peak
from the quadrupole relaxation rate 1/T quad

1 [21], as illustrated
in Fig.1(b). Importantly, this peak is absent in the BCS su-
perconductors pointing to unconventional charge fluctuations
crossing Tc in d-wave superconductors. This coherence peak
provides a new barometer for unconventional superconduct-
ing pairing [21]. Motivated by this observation, we perform a
systematic study on the coherence peak in unconventional su-
perconductors through the charge fluctuation channel in this
work.

Traditionally, NMR focuses on the interaction between the
nuclear spin and electron spin [22]. During the process non-

++

-

-

d-wave gap
s-wave gap

Spin fluctuation Charge fluctuation

magnetic relaxation rate quadrupole relaxation rate

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) Top: the gap function of s-wave superconductors. Bot-
tom: the spin-lattice relaxation rate of conventional superconduc-
tors. Owing to the diverged quasiparticle density of states, the spin
fluctuation-related relaxation rate acquires the Hebel-Slichter coher-
ence peak crossing Tc. At lower temperature, few quasiparticles are
excited and the relaxation rate goes down to zero. (b) Top: the gap
function of d-wave superconductors. Bottom: the quadrupole re-
laxation rate of cuprates superconductors. This charge fluctuation-
related relaxation rate also acquires a new coherence peak crossing
Tc.

equilibrium nuclear spin state acquiring thermodynamic equi-
librium with its surrounding electrons, the nuclear spin relax-
ation time T1 provides direct information on the spin fluctu-
ation of surrounding electrons [22]. On the other hand, the
nonspherical nuclear spin with the spin I > 1/2 also hosts nu-
clear quadrupole moment, which couples the electron charge
densities through the electric field gradient (EFG) at nuclear
sites [22]. Therefore, the spin-lattice relaxations contain both
magnetic relaxation by the electron spin fluctuation and the
quadrupole relaxation by the electron charge fluctuation. This
quadrupole relaxation is a highly accurate measurement of
charge degree of freedom [22–24].

Phenomenologically, the coupling between the EFG and the
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nuclear quadrupole moment can be written as

HQ =
∑

q

F(q)ρ̂(q){3Î2
z − Î2 +

η

2
(Î2
+ + Î2

−)}(−q) (1)

where F(q) is the structure factor. ρ̂(q) is the electronic den-
sity operator and Î is the nuclear spin operator. η = (Vxx −

Vyy)/Vzz is the EFG asymmetry parameter defining the differ-
ence between the EFG tensors Vxx, Vyy and Vzz [22]. Follow-
ing the same procedure of magnetic relaxation rate in NMR
[16, 22, 25], the quadrupole relaxation rate 1/T1 [23, 24, 26]
can be written as

1
T1
∝ T

∑
q

F2(q) lim
ω→0

Im χ(q, ω)
ω

. (2)

where χ is the electron charge susceptibility. Normally, the
spatial dependence of F(q) is weak as in cuprates [27] and we
can take F(q) as a constant in most cases.

Without losing the generality, we first take the one-band
model for cuprates as one example and discuss other cases
later. The mean field Hamiltonian for this one-band model
can be written as

H0 =
∑
kσ

ξkc†kσckσ + ∆kc†k↑c
†

−k↓ + H.c. (3)

where ξk = −2t(cos kx + cos ky) + 4t′ cos kx cos ky − µ is
the normal state dispersion. We set t = 1, t′ = 0.35
and µ = −1 to capture the feature of Fermi surface (FS)
in hole-doping cuprates. It is well-known that cuprates
pairing symmetry belongs to B1g [28]. Hence, the pair-
ing gap function takes ∆k = 2∆0(cos kx − cos ky) with d-
wave form and gap amplitude ∆0. The d-wave gap function
can be obtained by solving the gap equation self-consistently
with the Fermi surface shown in Fig.2(a) and the phe-
nomenological nearest neighbor attractive interaction. We
will use ∆k as a general pairing function for further discus-
sions. The bare charge susceptibility χ0(q, iΩ) can be cal-
culated through the Green’s functions as [25] χ0(q, iΩ) =
1
β

∑
k,iωn

Tr
[
G(k, iωn)τ3G(k + q, iωn + iΩn)τ3

]
, where G(k, iω)

is the Green’s function under Nambu basis ψk =
[
ck↑, c

†

−k,↓

]T

and τ3 is the Pauli matrix denoting density operator under
Nambu basis. To link with experimental probes, the most
important quantity is the imaginary susceptibility χ′′0 (q, ω),
which can be written as

lim
ω→0

χ′′0 (q, ω)
ω

=
∑

k

∫
dω f ′(ω) Tr

[
GR(k, ω)τ3GR(k + q, ω)τ3

]
=

∑
k

(
1 +

ξkξk+q − ∆k∆k+q

EkEk+q

)
f ′(Ek)δ(Ek − Ek+q) (4)

where f (ω) is the Fermi distribution function and Ek =√
ξ2

k + ∆
2
k is the Bogoliubov quasiparticle energy. Importantly,

the above formula contains one coherence factor g(k, q) =(
1 + ξkξk+q−∆k∆k+q

Ek Ek+q

)
coming from (ukuk′ −vkvk′ )2, where uk,vk are

the mean field Hamiltonian Bogoliubov coefficients [5].
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FIG. 2. (a) The Fermi surface of cuprates with d-wave pairing sym-
metry. The colors represent the sign of order parameter on the
FS with red indicating positive and blue indicating negative. (b)
The bare quadrupole relaxation rate (non-interacting) of cuprates at
q = (π, π) and q = (0, 0). q = (0, 0) shows the same feature as a
s-wave superconductors while the q = (π, π) shows a coherence peak
owing to the coherence factor. (c) The total quadrupole relaxation
rate calculated based on charge susceptibility for the bare noninter-
acting case (blue line) and for the RPA renormalized case (orange
line). The coherence peak is enhanced at the orange line below Tc.
(d) The ultrasonic attenuation rates are another way of probing the
charge channel, which shows features similar to the quadrupole re-
laxation rate in (c).

One should also notice that Eq.4 is dominated by the Fermi
surface contributions with ξk → 0. Hence, for s-wave su-
perconductor with ∆k = ∆0, g(k, q) around Fermi surface re-
duces to 1 − ∆

2
0

E2 . This g(k, q) almost vanishes for s-wave su-
perconductors, which will greatly dismiss the charge fluctu-
ation crossing superconducting transition. For s-wave super-
conductors, the 1/T1 can be expressed as

1
T1
∝ T

∫
dE

1 − ∆2
0

E2

 N2
s (E) f ′(E) (5)

where Ns(E) = N0E/
√

E2 − ∆2
0 is the density of state (DOS)

and N0 is the DOS at EF . From Eq.5, we can see the DOS

divergent factor 1/
√

E2 − ∆2
0 is compensated by the E2 − ∆2

0

from the coherence factor g(k, q). Hence, the quadrupole re-
laxation rate decreases quickly when entering the s-wave su-
perconducting state instead of the Hebel-Slichter coherence
peak in the magnetic relaxation rate [24, 29, 30].

Moving to the d-wave superconductors, the situation be-
comes more complicated. The gap function ∆k ∝ cos kx −

cos ky changes sign with π/2 rotation. Hence, the g(k, q)
around q = 0 takes a same feature to s-wave superconduc-
tors due to ∆k+q∆k > 0. g(k, q) around Q = (π, π) gives rise
to an enhancement owing to ∆k+q∆k < 0. To confirm this, we
first take a look at the 1/T1 behavior at q = 0 and q = Q as
plotted in Fig.2(b). The 1/T1 has a sudden change at transition
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temperature Tc as the superconducting gap appears below Tc.
Here, Tc can be determined by making the eigenvalue of the
linearized gap equation to 1. We can see that the q = 0 con-
tribution shows a sharp decrease below Tc as for an s-wave
superconductors. On the contrary, the q = Q contribution ac-
quires a sharp enhancement below Tc as the HS peak. The
sharp peak originates from the g(k, q) around Q = (π, π) has
a different factor from s-wave as discussed above. This co-
herence factor cannot cancel out the DOS logarithmic diver-
gence in the d-wave pairing state [25]. Notice that, a similar
enhancement occurs in the spin fluctuation leading to the neu-
tron scattering spin resonance peak at Q = (π, π) [7, 11].

However, this physics is more complicated in strongly cor-
related systems. For the bare susceptibility χ0, we indeed find
a weak coherence peak appearing below Tc, as shown in the
Fig.2(c) blue line. Since the quadrupole relaxation rate is cal-
culated by averaging over q, it includes contributions from all
q points, resulting in the coherent peak being smeared out by
the q → 0 decreasing as mentioned above. Hence, to fur-
ther enhance this peak matching the experimental observa-
tions beyond the bare charge susceptibility, we should also
take the electron correlation effect into account for unconven-
tional superconductors, especially in cuprate high-Tc prob-
lem. It is widely believed that the cuprates superconductors
are closely related to their Mott parent states [2]. Hence, the
homogeneous charge fluctuation (q → 0) should be largely
quenched. In order to capture this physics, we take the ran-
dom phase approximation (RPA) approach to count the cor-
rections to χ0 from the onsite repulsive interaction U and the
nearest-neighbor repulsive interaction V . A similar method
has been successfully used for magnetic relaxation without
Hebel-Slichter coherence peak in cuprates [17, 19, 20]. Us-
ing Nambu spinor, the charge vertex V̂c can be written as
V̂c =

1
2N

∑
kk′q(U/2 + Vγq)ψ†k+qτ3ψkψ

†

k′τ3ψk′+q. where γq =

2(cos kx + cos ky). Then the RPA renormalized charge suscep-
tibility can be calculated as

χ(q, ω) =
χ0(q, ω)

1 + (U/4 + Vγq/2)χ0(q, ω)
. (6)

In this formula, one can find the q → 0 fluctuation is largely
reduced. The calculated RPA renormalized quadrupole relax-
ation rate at U = 5 and V = 1.5 is plotted in Fig.2(c) orange
line. The coherence peak is significantly enhanced across Tc.
Hence, we demonstrate that a d-wave superconductor could
host a coherence peak in its quadrupole relaxation rate. Simi-
lar to the Hebel-Slichter peak in conventional superconduc-
tors, the microscopic reason for this quadrupole peak also
originates from the DOS logarithmic divergence. The coher-
ence factor and correlation effect further lead to this peak in
the charge channel instead of the spin channel.

We want to emphasize that our approach is more or less
phenomenological. The main difficulty comes from the un-
known pairing mechanism of cuprates and the lack of efficient
ways of treating strong correlations. However, the existence
of the coherence peak in the charge channel crossing Tc does
not depend on these microscopic details and the way of treat-

ing correlation. On the other hand, the peak height and the
decaying tendency should be sensitive to these details, which
calls for further efforts.

There are other ways of detecting pairing properties from
the charge channel, like ultrasonic attenuation [5]. For con-
ventional superconductors, the longitudinal acoustic attenua-
tion coefficient quickly decreases entering Tc [5], which hosts
the coherence factor like that in the quadrupole relaxation
rate. Experimentally, it has been observed that cuprates su-
perconductors exhibit a peak below Tc [31, 32]. The ultra-
sonic attenuation rate reflects the scattering rate of phonons
by quasiparticles which has the same time reversal symmetry
with the quadrupole relaxation rate. Therefore, we can under-
stand these experimental results within the same theoretical
framework. The same consideration for d-wave superconduc-
tor has been explored in Ref.[33]. The ultrasonic attenuation
rate αS can be calculated by

αs(T,q) =A
Ω

4T

∫
dk

1
cosh2 (Ek/2T )

×

(
1 +

ξkξk+q − ∆k∆k+q

EkEk+q

)
δ
(
Ek − Ek+q

)
,

(7)

where A depends on the scattering matrix element andΩ is the
frequency of the ultrasound. Clearly, apart from certain coef-
ficients, this expression is identical to Eq.4. The ultrasonic
attenuation coefficients provided in Ref.[33, 34] for different
q directions are also similar to those in Fig.2(b). Fig.2(d)
shows the ultrasonic attenuation coefficient of d-wave super-
conductors with RPA, with results showing a similar behavior
quadrupole relaxation rate. Our results indicate the ultrasonic
attenuation peak just below Tc in cuprates is the coherence
peak in charge channel [31, 32].

As discussed above, the coherence factor is closely related
to the appearance of the coherent peak, primarily due to the
sign of ∆k∆k+q. In cuprates, the opposite signs of order pa-
rameter at q = (π, π) due to d-wave pairing symmetry result in
a strong coherent peak. A natural question arises: do similar
phenomena occur in other superconducting systems? To ex-
plore this, we investigate the high-temperature iron-based su-
perconductors, which are widely believed to exhibit s±-wave
pairing with sign-changing superconducting order parameters
[35–37].

To simplify our discussion, we use the two-band exchange
model proposed in [38] to calculate the quadrupole-lattice re-
laxation rate. Considering two orbitals per site to capture the
degeneracy of dxz and dyz orbitals of Fe atom near the Fermi
surface, the Hamiltonian of the normal state can be written as

H0 =
∑
kσ

ψ†kσ

(
ξx(k) ϵxy(k)
ϵxy(k) ξy(k)

)
ψkσ, (8)

where ψ†kσ =
(
c†1,k,σ, c

†

2,k,σ

)
is the creation operator of the two

orbitals. The energy dispersions are ξx(k) = −2t1 cos kx −

2t2 cos ky−4t3 cos kx cos ky−µ, ξy(k) = −2t1 cos ky−2t2 cos kx−

4t3 cos kx cos ky − µ, ϵxy(k) = −4t4 sin kx sin ky, where the
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. (a) The Fermi surface of the iron-based superconductor two
orbital model Eq.8 at µ = 1.4. The color indicates the sign of the
order parameter on each FS, where q = (π, 0) becomes a dominant
momentum. (b) The quadrupole relaxation rate of iron-based su-
perconductors calculated based on charge susceptibility for the bare
noninteracting case (blue line) and for the RPA renormalized case
(orange line). A coherence peak shows up at the orange line below
Tc.

paramters are set as t1 = −1, t2 = 1.3, t3 = t4 = −0.85
and µ = 1.4 for hole doping. Fig.3(a) shows the FS of the
system where the hole pocket and the electron pocket are con-
nected by q = (π, 0), (0, π) [39]. To obtain s±-wave pairing,
we consider only the next nearest neighbor exchange interac-
tion J2SiS j. The mean-field Hamiltonian can then be written
as HMF =

∑
kΨ
†

kh(k)Ψk [40],

h(k) =


ξx(k) ϵxy(k) ∆1(k) 0
ϵxy(k) ξy(k) 0 ∆2(k)
∆∗1(k) 0 −ξx(k) −ϵxy(k)

0 ∆∗2(k) −ϵxy(k) −ξy(k)

 , (9)

where ∆1(k) = ∆2(k) = 4∆0 cos kx cos ky is the s±-wave pair-
ing order parameter obtained by self-consistent calculation.

The bare charge susceptibility under orbital basis of multi-
orbital system can be defined as

χ0
o1o2;o3o4

(q, iω) =
∫ β

0
dτ

〈
Tτρo1o2 (q, τ)ρo3o4 (−q, 0)

〉
eiωτ

where o1−4 = 1, 2. Within RPA, we consider the onsite
Coulomb repulsion of both intra-orbital repulsion U and inter-
orbital repulsion U′ = U and nearest neighbor repulsion V1
and next nearest neighbor repulsion V2. Then the interaction
vertex can be written into 4×4 identical matrix form Γ = (U+
V(q))I4 with V(q) = 2V1(cos qx + cos qy) + 4V2 cos qx cos qy.
Then the charge susceptibility with RPA is given by

χRPA
o1o2;o3o4

(q, iω) =
[
I − Γχ0

o1o2;o3o4
(q, iω)

]−1
χ0

o1o2;o3o4
(q, iω)

With the RPA charge susceptibility, we can obtain the
quadrupole relaxation rate of the iron-based superconductors
shown in Fig.3(b). For the bare relaxation rate, the peak is
extremely weak owing to the q → 0 part. When U = 4.5 and
V2 = 1.5 correlation effect is included, the coherence peaks
show up below Tc as in the d-wave superconductor. There-
fore, the iron-based superconductor could also host a coher-
ence peak in the charge channel.

On the other hand, experimentally achieving measurable
quadrupole relaxation always requires a finite EFG and asym-
metry parameter η [21, 23]. However, η is quite small for
most iron-based superconductors. On the other hand, ultra-
sonic attenuation is a promising way for this coherence peak.
It is evidence that a peak just below Tc in ultrasonic attenu-
ation [41, 42]. We argue that the peak observed is the same
coherence peak in quadrupole relaxation.

In conclusion, we present a comprehensive study of co-
herence peaks in unconventional superconductor charge chan-
nels. Upon entering the superconducting phase at Tc, an un-
conventional coherence peak is identified. This peak is in-
trinsically linked to the logarithmic divergence in the den-
sity of states and the momentum-dependent coherence fac-
tor g(k, q) characteristic of d-wave superconductors. In con-
trast, for conventional s-wave superconductors, the coherence
factor g(k, q) leads to a rapid drop feature instead of a peak.
Nuclear quadrupole relaxation rate offers a direct method to
observe this coherence peak, as demonstrated in YBa2Cu4O8
[21]. Additionally, ultrasonic attenuation can serve as another
effective probe for detecting this feature. Furthermore, we
show that a similar coherence peak emerges in iron-based su-
perconductors with s± pairing symmetry. We also want to add
a reminder here. Although the coherence peak is observed
from the charge fluctuation channel, this charge fluctuation
has nothing to do with the pairing mechanism. We hope our
findings provide valuable insights and open new avenues for
understanding coherence peaks in unconventional supercon-
ductors.
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