arXiv:1406.6999v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 30 Sep 2014

Erratum: Proposed Chiral Texture of the Magnetic Moments of Unit-Cell Loop Currents in the Pseudogap Phase of Cuprate Superconductors [Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 047005 (2013)]

Sergey S. Pershoguba, Kostyantyn Kechedzhi, and Victor M. Yakovenko Condensed Matter Theory Center, Department of Physics, University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland 20742-4111, USA (Dated: February 10, 2018)

Originally, the observation of the polar Kerr effect in cuprates [1] was interpreted as the evidence for spontaneous time-reversal-symmetry breaking. Then, it was proposed in Refs. [2–6], as well as in an earlier paper [7], that the polar Kerr effect in cuprates can be explained by a chiral gyrotropic order that breaks inversion symmetry, but preserves time-reversal symmetry. However, it was shown in a general form using reciprocity arguments by Halperin [8] and confirmed by recent papers [9, 10] that the reflection matrix of light must be symmetric for a time-reversal-invariant system, so the polar Kerr effect must vanish. This prompted retractions [11, 12] of the proposals that a chiral order without time-reversal-symmetry breaking can explain the polar Kerr effect. In this Erratum, we show that, while the electromagnetic constituent relations are correctly derived in our Letter [4] and do contain a bulk gyrotropic term, the reflection matrix of light is, nevertheless, symmetric (in agreement with Refs. [8–12]), so our proposed model [4] cannot explain the experimental observation [1] of the polar Kerr effect in cuprates [13].

The confusion stems from different treatments of a surface contribution to the constituent relations in different papers. Reference [7] employed the bulk relation 4πP = γ∇×E, where E and P are the electric field and polarization, and γ is the coefficient of natural optical activity [14]. However, for a system occupying semi-infinite space z > 0 in contact with vacuum at z < 0, the coefficient γ(z) has a stepwise dependence on coordinate z: γ(z) = 0 for z < 0 and γ(z) ≠ 0 for z > 0. Reference [15] proposed the following relation 4πP = ∇ × (γE) = γ∇ × E + (∇_zγ) × E containing the delta-function surface term γδ(z)ẑ × E. Substituting these relations into Maxwell’s equations, Refs. [7] and [15] obtained opposite signs for the polar Kerr effect. However, both relations are wrong, as pointed out in Ref. [10], and the correct relation is 4πP = γ∇ × E + (1/2)(∇_zγ) × E, as employed in Ref. [11] after correcting an arithmetic error in Ref. [16]. This relation can be obtained by variation P = δS/δE of the effective action S = (1/8π) ∫ dω d^3r γ(z) E · (∇ × E), and it gives zero polar Kerr effect [11].

Equation (4) in our Letter [4] utilized the incorrect formula from Ref. [15] claiming a nonzero Kerr angle. However, our microscopic derivation of the effective action for a helical structure of loop currents is correct. Moreover, the advantage of our discrete lattice model over continuous models is that the correct surface term in the constituent relations can be derived unambiguously without confusion. The electromagnetic action in our model is given by Eq. (9) in our Letter [4] S = − γ̃ 4π ∞∑ n=0 ∫ dω d^2r (E_n × N_n) · (E_{n+1} × N_{n+1}), (1)

where n is an integer coordinate labeling cuprate layers in the z direction, and the parameter γ̃ = 4πΛβ^2 encapsulates the magnetoelectric coefficient β and the magnetic coupling Λ. The in-plane anapole vectors N_n are arranged in a helical structure, so that N_{n+1} is rotated by π/2 around the z axis relative to N_n (i.e. N_0 = x̂N, N_1 = ŷN, N_2 = −x̂N, . . .). Although the vectors N_n change sign upon the time-reversal operation, the action (1) is time-reversal invariant, because it is bilinear in N_n. The action (1) generates different expressions for the electric polarizations P_n in the bulk for n > 0 and P_0 at the surface layer at n = 0, because the latter has only one neighboring layer:

P_n = 1 d δS δE_n = γ̃ 4πd N_{n+1} [N_n · (E_{n+1} − E_{n−1})] , P_0 = 1 d δS δE_0 = γ̃ 4πd N_1 (N_0 · E_1) , (2)

where d is the interlayer distance, and we used the property N_{n+2} = −N_n. In the continuum limit d → 0, the first and the second terms in Eq. (2) produce the bulk and the surface contributions to the electric polarization, respectively, 4πP = γ ∇_z × E + 1 2 γ δ(z) (τ_x − iτ_y)E, (3) where γ = γ̃ ẑ · [N^{(n)} × N^{(n+1)}], and the Pauli matrices τ_x and τ_y act on the two-component electric field E = (E_x, E_y). In agreement with the discussion above, the surface term in Eq. (3) contains the antisymmetric contribution

2 proportional to iτ_y with the coefficient 1/2 relative to the bulk term, as in Eq. (6) of Ref. [11]. The surface term in Eq. (3) also contains the symmetric contribution proportional to τ_x, which represents nematicity in our lattice model. Substituting Eq. (3) into Maxwell’s equations with the electric current density given by j = Ṗ , we find that the plane-wave eigenmodes propagating in the z direction with the frequency ω are circularly polarized E_± ∝ (1, ±i) with the momenta k_± = k(1 ± kγ/2), where k = ω/c. By matching the incoming E_I e^{ikz} and reflected E_Re^{−ikz} waves with the eigenmodes E_± in the bulk and using the correct boundary condition determined by the surface term in Eq. (3), we find, indeed, that the reflection matrix is symmetric, so the polar Kerr effect vanishes.

The same conclusion can be also obtained without taking the continuous limit. The electric polarization (2) gives the following contribution to the right-hand side of Maxwell’s equation for the waves propagating in the z direction

∇^2_z E + k^2E = −4πk^2d ∞∑ n=0 P_n δ(z − nd). (4) Treating the right-hand side of Eq. (4) as a perturbation [17] up to the first order in γ, we obtain the reflection matrix

E_R = iγk 4 cos kd τ_x E_I , (5)

which contains only the symmetric matrix τ_x, so the polar Kerr effect vanishes.

In conclusion, we withdraw our claim made in our Letter [4] that the chiral texture of loop currents can explain the experimentally observed polar Kerr effect in cuprates [1]. Although our model does contain a bulk gyrotropic term and produces a nonzero Faraday effect on transmission, the reflection matrix of light is, nevertheless, symmetric and gives zero polar Kerr effect. The correct result is obtained when the surface term is properly derived from the discrete lattice model in out Letter [4]. Incorrect conclusions about a nonzero polar Kerr effect were made when the surface term was either omitted [7] or had an incorrect factor [15]. A theoretical explanation of the experimental results [1] still remains an open question. An alternative approach using a time-reversal-breaking tilted loop-current model was proposed in Ref. [18].

This work was supported by JQI-NSF-PFC (K. K.).

[1] J. Xia et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 127002 (2008); A. Kapitulnik, J. Xia, E. Schemm, and A. Palevski, New J. Phys. 11, 055060 (2009); R. H. He et al., Science 331, 1579 (2011); H. Karapetyan et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 147001 (2012).

[2] P. Hosur, A. Kapitulnik, S. A. Kivelson, J. Orenstein, and S. Raghu, Phys. Rev. B 87, 115116 (2013). [3] J. Orenstein and J. E. Moore, Phys. Rev. B 87, 165110 (2013).

[4] S. S. Pershoguba, K. Kechedzhi, and V. M. Yakovenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 047005 (2013). [5] V. P. Mineev, Phys. Rev. B 88, 134514 (2013). [6] H. Karapetyan et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 047003 (2014). [7] B. Arfi and L. P. Gor’kov, Phys. Rev. B 46, 9163 (1992).

[8] B. I. Halperin, The Physics and Chemistry of Oxide Superconductors, Springer Proceedings in Physics 60, edited by Y. Iye and H. Yasuoka (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992), p. 439.

[9] N. P. Armitage, arXiv:1311.5556v4. [10] A. D. Fried, arXiv:1406.2019v1.

[11] V. P. Mineev and Yu. Yoshioka, Phys. Rev. B 89, 139902(E) (2014). [12] P. Hosur et al., arXiv:1405.0752.

[13] While the polar Kerr effect for reflection of light vanishes for a chiral time-reversal-invariant system, the Faraday effect for transmission of light does not vanish, as it is commonly accepted, e.g., in Ref. [14].

[14] L. D. Landau, E. M. Lifshitz, and L. P. Pitaevskii, Electrodynamics of Continuous Media, 2nd ed. (Pergamon Press, Oxford, 1984), Chap. 104.

[15] A. R. Bungay, Yu. P. Svirko, and N. I. Zheludev, Phys. Rev. B 47, 11730 (1993). [16] V. P. Mineev and Yu. Yoshioka, Phys. Rev. B 81, 094525 (2010).

[17] We use Green’s function G(z) = e^{ik|z|}/2ik, which satisfies the equation ∇^2_z G(z) + k^2G(z) = δ(z). In the spirit of the first Born approximation, we substitute the zeroth-order electric field En = EI e^{iknd} into the right-hand side of Eq. (4) and

compute the first-order correction in γ: E^{(1)}(z) = −4πdk^2 ∫ dz^′ G(z − z^′)^∞ ∑ n=0 Pn δ(z^′ − nd). Then, the reflected wave is

ER = E^{(1)}(0).

[18] V. M. Yakovenko, arXiv:1409.2183.