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Comm ent on \N onm onotonic d,» ,» Superconducting O rder P aram eter in
N d2 <«Ce,Cul 4"

In a recent Letter F;_l:]B]umbergetaL address the sym —
m etry of the superconducting gap in cuprate supercon-—
ductors. In particular in the electron-doped system s the
issue is not yet settled, and not even the phase sensitive
experim ents @] arrive at a consistent conclision. T here—
fore m ore spectroscopic nfom ation is useful: in addi-
tion to the Bi4y and By Raman spectra B] B um berg
and coauthors m easured the A4 com ponent by using
an excitation energy of 1.9 €V . They obtain positions
of the A 14, B1g and By pair breaking peaks at 45, 50
and 67 an !, respectively, and conclude, from these po-
sitions alone, that the superconducting order param eter
hasdy> 2 symm etry wih a non-m onotonic dependence
on the azinuthalangke (seeFig. 1lb In Ref. []:]) .

In this Comment we show that the basis for this con—
clusion isinsu cient. Thisbecom es already clearby jast
follow ing the qualitative argum ents of the authors: since
the R am an scattering am plitudes () ofallsym m etries

are niteatthemaxinum ¢ oftheproposed gap func-
tion, the spectra in allsym m etries w ill exhb it structures
at the sam e energy 2 ( as opposed to what is observed
@:,:3]. In addition, if ( ) hascom ponentsup to sin (10 )
(see caption ofF ig.1) asproposed in Ref. rE:] it ishard to
probe them with / sin 2 ) without applying a m odel.
T herefore, we calculated the Ram an response explicitly.
Eﬁ] For a sm allphenom enologicaldam ping = ¢ = 0:04
Fig. :}' a) both the B4 and the B,y spectra exhibit
two structures at around 50 and 67 an ', and the A4
peak is at approxin ately 60 and not at 45 am ! as 1
the experim ent. Even for this an all dam ping all spec—
tra are linear (see Inset ofFjg.-'JJI a) up to approxin ately
20an ! B]. A largerdamping = o= 030 Fi. il b)
not only sm ears out the double peak structure but also
com pletely kills the power law s characteristic for d-w ave
pairing for this type of gap. In general, neither the k de-
pendence nor the m agniude of the gap can be derived
from the peak positions alone. Rather an appropriate
m odel and the com plte study of the low -tem perature
and low -frequency power law s are required. T hen, con—
straints forthe gap sim ilarto those from the speci cheat
or the m agnetic penetration depth could be obtained.

Here, i is ndeed the m agnetic penetration depth E’_S]
(T) which is in direct con ict wih the proposed form
of the gap. The tem perature dependence of (T) can
be readily calculated from the functional dependence
( ). No agreem ent w ith the data [5_1 at any doping can
be achieved. Supposaed the nonm onotonic gap would be
realized an analysisw ith a m onotonic one E_i'] would lead
to o’ % T. In spie of the restricted phase space

around the node.
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FIG.1l: Raman response calculated with the gap function
proposed In Ref. [L]. The best analytical approxin ation is
givenby ()= osin@ )+arsin(6 )+axsin(10 )] @2 o=
67 an l’aul.: 042, a, = 0:17) using the sam e de nition of
asin Ref. |L]. In this nom enclature the scattering am plitudes
read: g,, / sih@ ); s,, / cos@ ),and a,, / cos(d ).
Neither for small (@) nor for lJarge () dam ping the power
law s, In particular the 13 dependence in B1g symm etry can
be observed any m ore for ! < 20 am ! (insets).

In conclusion, the fiinctional dependence of the gap
proposed in Ref. i}'] is neither su ciently supported by
the Ram an results nor com patble wih the m agnetic
pentration depth. In spite of that, an anisotropic s-wave
as suggested earlier B] is probably not the full story
either at least not In the entire doping range. T herefore
the issue of the superconducting gap in the electron-—
doped system s cannot at allbe considered soled by now .
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