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W e present a theoretical m odel which accounts for recent angle resolved photoem ission data in
bilayer cuprate superconductors. Lineshapes and dispersions of the various bonding and antibbond-
Ing features in the spectra are quantitatively reproduced. The observed dispersion anom alies are
consistent w ith the interaction of electrons w ith a bosonic m ode which is odd w ith respect to the
Jayer indices, a unique property of the m agnetic resonance observed by inelastic neutron scattering.

PACS numbers: 74.25.0b, 74.72H s, 79.60 Bm

R ecent angle resolved photoem ission ARPES) exper—
In ents on bilayer cuprate superconductors were able for
the rsttim e to resolve a bilayer splitting betw een bond-
ing and antibonding bands i, 2, 8, 4]. The dispersion
near the ( ;0) point of the B rillouin zone show s an un-—
usual asym m etry between bonding and antbonding self
energy e ects. In particular, Feng et al :_ﬂ] found that
the energy distribution curves ED C s, taken at constant
mom entum ) In overdoped B SrnCaCu,0gy (To= 65K)
consist of three features: an antbonding band @AB)
peak near 20 meV, a bonding band (BB) peak near
40 m eV, and a bonding hum p near 105 m €V . R ecently,
G rom koetal r_B] reported strong selfenergy e ectsin the
digpersions derived from m om entum distribution curves
M DCs, taken at constant energy) in sin ilar sam ples
(Tc = 58K).Near momentum (ky;ky) = (1;0:13) =a,
an S -shaped dispersion anom aly, discussed previously In
Ref. [’_5], was shown to be present only In the bonding
band M DC, at binding energies between 40 m eV and
60 m eV . In both experin ents, a low energy doubl peak
structure In the EDC was only resolvable in the same
m om entum region.

In this letter, we dem onstrate that all of these fea—
tures can be explained by a m odel which assum es that
low energy scattering of electrons between the bonding
and antibonding bands is strong com pared to scattering
w ithin each of those bands. A s scattering events w hich
connect di erent bilayer bands are odd w ih respect to
pem utation of the layers w ithin a bilayer, this in plies
that the corresponding bosonic excitations which m edi-
ate such scattering m ust be dom inant in the odd chan-—
nel. The m agnetic resonance observed in inelastic neu—
tron scattering has exactly this property E_é,:j], and m ore—
over has the correct energy to reproduce the ocbserved
dispersion anom alies. Thus, the recent ARPES experi-
m ents on bilayer cuprates provide independent support
for a strong coupling between this resonance and elec—
tronic excitations.

If the electrons are phase coherent between the two
planes, then the spectra w illexhb it separate bonding (o)
and antbonding (@) featuresw ith (hom alstate) disper-
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In the superconducting state, the dispersions are m odi-
ed by the presence of the d-w ave order param eter given
by = o (cosky cosky). In agreement with ex—
perin ent 'E.',::S.‘], we assume ( to be the same for the
bonding and antidbonding bands. Then, the dispersion

in the superconducting state takes the form E @) )2 =
i3
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kT his \non-interacting" picture, though, is lnsu cient
to describe the three observed dispersion features. W e
are able to account for them in a m odelw here electrons
are coupld to a resonant soin m ode situated below a
gapped spin  uctuation continuum . Such a spectrum is
observed In Inelastic neutron scattering experim ents g].
In bilayerm aterials, the soin susceptibility isam atrix In
the layer indices, having elem entsdiagonal ( 12, 1) and
o -diagonal (pa, ap) In the bonding-antbonding rep—
resentation. The com ponents of the soin susceptibility
transform ing as even and odd w ith respect to the layer

Indicesaregiven by ¢= L2+ wpwand o= spt pa-
For identical planes, .5 = 1w and s = pa. The
m easured suscgptibility is then given by
d d
= coof Eo4 om0 @)

where d is the sgparation of the layers w thin a bilayer.
T he resonance part, res, was found to exist only in the
odd channel, whereas the continuum part, ., enters in
both f4]. Thus, o = ,ee+ cand o = .. This
m eans the resonance m ode can only scatter electronsbe-
tween the bonding and antbonding bands. In contrast,
the spin  uctuation continuum scattersboth w ithin and
betw een these bands. A swe dem onstrate below , the odd
sym m etry of the resonance is crucial in reproducing the
ARPES spectra.

W e emply for the single layer self energy the func—
tional form ofRef. f_ﬁ]. Tt is proportional to the convoli-
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tion ofthe G or’kov-G reen’s function ¢ w ith the dynam ic
soin susceptbility . W e write this self energy sym boli-
callyas” = ¢ & (thehatdenotesthe 2x2 partick hole
space, and g is the coupling constant) . For a bilayer sys—
tem , there is a separate selfenergy for each band, ~ @),
U sing the above notation, these self energies are given by

gzrl O
5 c

o) > res GA (@) + GA ®) + G’\ (@) (3a)
n O
N (a) 92 < (o) <~ (b) ™ (a) .
= ? res G + ¢ G + G :(3b)

D ispersion anom alies arise m ainly from coupling to the
resonance m ode. Thism eans that dispersion anom alies
In the bonding band are determ ined by the antibond-
Ing spectral function and vice versa. (T he spectral func—
tions for the bonding and antbonding bands are given
by the im aghary parts of the diagonal com ponents of
the G reen’s finctions.) Because the antbonding band is
(iIn contrast to the bonding band) close to the chem ical
potentialat ( ;0) i;i], the associated van H ove singularity
leads to a lJarger self energy for the bonding band.

The self energy e ects can be descrbbed very accu—
rately by using a m odel spin spectrum which consists
ofa perfectly sharp resonancem ode below a gapped con—
tinuum wih gap 1. W e approxin ate the intensity of
the continuum to be constant. In reality, the intensity
of the continuum decays at high energies. However, as
we are Interested In selfenergy e ects in an energy range
J j< 200 m eV, the above approxin ation is adequate. A
high frequency cut-o in the convolution integralsin Egs.
C_B-é) and d_3-k_;) was introduced. The precise cut-o  proce—
dure howeverdoesnota ectthe low energy physics. Any
variation in the cut-o can be acocounted for by a read-
Justm ent of the coupling constants and the nom al state
renom alization factor. W e m odel the resonance m ode,

= 2Im yes, and the continuum ,C = 2Im ., by
R!;q = 2r(°i[)f (! res) (! res)g; (4a)
Cig = 2c@f (! 2 ) (! 2 4)g:@p)
where the function is zero for negative argum ent and

one otherw ise. The m om entum dependences of the res—
onance m ode and the continuum , given by the finctions
r(g) and c(g), are plotted in Fjg.-';' . The resonancem ode,
shown in F ig.ila, ispeaked at Q' , w ith a correlation Jength
of res = 2a,where a is the lJattice constant. T he gapped
continuum , shown in Fig.idb, is much broader. This is
m otivated by the experin entaldata fﬁ], which show that
the continuum is enhanced around Q w ih a correlation
length ofonly 0.5 Jattice constants. A Iso, the m om entum

dependence of the continuum excitations exhib it experi-
mentally a atbehavioraroundQ, asin Fjg.-'_]:b. To sim —
plify the m odel, we use the sam e fiinctional form for the
gapped continuum in the even and odd scattering chan—
nels. This is consistent w ith the superconducting state
data, where the gap in the odd channel (@bout tw ice the

2
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FIG.1:
and b) thegapped spin uctuation continuum . T he resonance

M om entum dependence of a) the resonance m ode

mode ispeaked at Q0 = ( ; ) wih a correlation length equal
to tw ice the Jattice constant, res = 2a. T he continuum spec—
trum , In contrast, is rather broad around Q .

m axin alsuperconducting gap), is close to the opticalgap
In the even channel.

W e have chosen param eters appropriate for the over-
doped sample (T = 65K ) studied in experin ent [L]. The
nom al state dispersion is obtained from a 6 param eter
tight-binding  t to experin entaldata {I1], wih the bi-
layer splitting given by Eq.:}'. In order to detem ine the

total of 7 param eters for this t, we used three Femm i

037;037) =a,k" = (1;0217) =a,

and kzia) = (1;0435) =a, the Fem i velocty at Ky,
2316 VA, and the nom al state band energies

at (;0), ) = 105mev and ) = 18meV (the

corresponding bilayer splitting is D,(Ia) M(b) =t = 87
m eV ). Fally, to obtain the correct overall shape of the
digpersion, we xed the band energy at ( ; ), usihg a
reasonablevalie y = 0:8 &V .The high energy ( 3 200
m eV ) dispersions are not a ected strongly when going
from the nom al to the superconducting state. How-—
ever, even in the nom al state, the bare dispersion is
renom alized by the nomm alstate spin uctuation contin—
uum . To account for this renom alization, we m ultiply
the above digpersion by a factor of 14 in order to ob—
tain the bare dispersion. For the rem aining param eters
ofthemodel, weuse (= 1l6meV E:], res = 27méev,
n= 09 o,Pr@)= 0:15V?, and g°c(Q) = 0:72eV .
T he value Porthe resonance energy was obtained from the
relation ,es = 4:9kp T, found exper:'[p entally to hold for
overdoped B 1 Sr,CaCu,0 g E_é, -'j, :_12] The resonance
welght r (0') hasnot been m easured for overdoped m ateri-
als. For optin ally doped B1SrCaCu,0g, , £ is0:95 2
per p]ane ij], and we estin ated for this case g = 065
ev [_Q]. A ssum Ing for the overdoped sam ple the sam e
coupling constant, the above value or g?r(Q ) would in —
ply a resonance weight of 0:36 g per plane. Sim ilarly,
w ith this coupling constant and our value rg?c(@), we
obtain a (2D )-m om entum averaged continuum contribou—
tion of1:7 é =eV perplane (gotten by sum m ing the even
and odd channels for energies ! < 02eV ). Our calcula—
tions are for a temperature T = 10K . Note we use un—
renom alized G reen’s functions in Egs. :_S-é and :_?;1_5 This

w avevectors, Ky =

W =
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FIG .2: a) T ght binding Ferm isurfaces for antbonding and

bonding bands In overdoped B2SrnCaCuz0g+ (Tc = 65K).
b) Renom alization function and c) in aginary part of the self
energy at the ( ;0) point of the zone for the bonding band
BB) and antibonding band (AB).d) Spectral functions for
ky = =a,and kyx varying from 0 to 027 =a. For com parison
w ith experim ent, the spectra are convolved w ith a Lorentzian
energy resolution function FW HM 12mev).

approxin ation is su cient to explain a large variety of
data, and can be justi ed by considerations discussed in
Ref. f10].

T he bonding and antbonding nom alstate Fem isur-
faces are shown in Fjg.:;ia. T he bilayer splitting ism ax—
In al near the ( ;0) points of the zone. Thus, we will
concentrate on this region in the follow ing. In Fjg.:_jb we
show the renom alization function for bonding and anti-
bonding bands at the ( ;0) point. T he renom alization
is stronger for the bonding band than the antbonding
band. This is a result of the proxim ity of the antbond-
Ing saddl point singulariy to the chem icalpotential. A s
isseen in this gure aswell, both bands are renom alized
up to high energies. T he high energy renom alization ap—
proaches that of the nom al state dispersion (1.4).

The in agihary part of the self energy is shown in
Fig. -'_Zc for the bonding and antbonding bands. A sem is—
sion processes are forbidden for j j< o5, the In aghary
part of the self energy is zero in this range. D ue to scat-
tering events to the antbonding band, electrons In the
bonding band have a lJarge in agihary part of the selffen—
ergy In the range between 40 and 60 m €V . T hese events
are dom inated by em ission of the resonance, and are en—
hanced due to the van H ove singularity in the antibond-
Ing band close to the chem icalpotential. Tn contrast, the
In aginary part of the antbonding self energy is not en—
hanced because the bonding band is far away from the
chem icalpotentialat ( ;0). Consequently, i show s lin—
ear behavior over a w ide energy range, w ith a gap at low
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FIG.3: D ispersion of EDC peak posiions (left) and M DC

peak positions (right) near the ( ;0) point of the B rillouin
zone. The EDC dispersion consists of three branches, one
antdbonding peak, one bonding peak and one bonding hum p.
TheM D C bonding dispersion show s a characteristic S shape
behavior. The an all sym bols in the right picture show again
the ED C peak positions for convenience.

energies (J J<  res)-

Fig. '@'d presents the Intensities for the bonding and
antbonding spectra. T he antbonding spectra consist of
a low energy AB peak, and the bonding spectra have
a low energy BB peak and a higher energy BB hump
feature. In agreem ent w ith experin ent (ir}'] and [_2]), the
w idth oftheED C spectrum is large forthe BB hum p, but
not so for the BB and AB peaks. W e also m ention that
the BB peak iswellde ned in the whole region between
the BB Fem i crossings on either side of ( ;0), but the

nite energy resolution does not allow to resolve it near
( ;0) as seen in Fig.dd.

T Fig.d we show our results for dispersion of the
EDC and MDC peak positions. In the EDC disper-
sions, F jg.-'ga, w e reproduce the experin entally observed
three branches 'EJ], one antbonding peak and two bond-
Ingbranches, denoted BB peak’and BB hum p’. TheBB
peak hasa very at dispersion neark, = 0 in agreem ent
w ith experin ent rE:]. Tts position at 40 m €V is approxi-
mately given by ,es+ a,where , isthe gap at the
antbonding Fem icrossing. T hus, the energy separation
between the AB peak at the AB Fem icrossing and the
BB peak at ( ;0) isam easure ofthe resonancem ode en—
ergy res I overdoped com pounds. The BB hum p posi-
tion at high binding energies (105m €V ) is determm ined by
the nom alstate digpersion ofthe bondingband. B ecause
the spin  uctuation continuum changesonly at low ener—
gieswhen going from the nom alto the superconducting
state, the position ofthe BB hum p m axin um isnot very
di erent from the nom alstate BB dispersion. This is in
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FIG. 4: Spectral functions for k, = =a at ky = 0,
kx = 012 =a and ky = 021 =a. The full lines are the sum

of antdbbonding (dotted) and bonding (dashed) spectral fuinc-
tions. For com parison w ith experim ent, a Lorentzian energy
resolution finction of 12 m €V w idth was assum ed. T he dou—
ble peak structure is clearly resolved for kx = 012 =a, as in
experin ent 'E:, E‘]-

agream ent w ith experim ent rg:]. T he intensity ofthe AB
peak decreases quickly when i approachesthe BB peak,
but is strong at ( ;0) because ofthe proxin ity ofthe AB
band to the chem icalpotential In this region.

In Fjg.:_ﬂb, we present the M D C dispersions (for com —
parison we also reproduce the ED C dispersions as sm all
symbols). TheM D C digpersion consists oftw o branches,

ing the BB hump EDC branch wih the BB peak EDC
branch. This S-shaped behavior reproduces the nding
of recent experin ents g].

T he dispersion anom alies observed in the lbonding band
are a m irror of the large num ber of states close to the
chem ical potential near ( ;0) for the antidonding band.
Scattering events nvolving am ode w ith energy  yes COU—
ple the bonding band electrons in the energy region be-
tween 40 and 60 m €V strongly to those antdbbonding band
electrons. The corresponding processes are in the odd
scattering channel. T he energy range of anom alous dis—
persion is shifted by the resonance m ode energy w ith re—
spect to the antbonding binding energies.

Fially, n Fig. E we com pare spectra for three posi-
tions in the B rillouin zone, corresponding to the spectra
presented in Refs. t_f, :g]. For each spectrum , the bond-
ing (dashed) and antbonding (dotted) contributions are

Indicated. T he spectra are convolved w ith a Lorentzian
energy resolution fiinction to allow for direct com parison
with experinent. W e reproduce all experim ental nd-
ngs. First, at ( ;0), only the BB hump and the AB
peak are resolved. This is due to resolution e ectsm en—
tioned above. Second, near the AB Fem i crossing, the
spectra show a characteristic double peak structure, w th
a relatively sharp AB peak and a BB peak separated from
abroad BB hum p. T hird, at the BB Fem icrossing, only
the BB peak is ocbserved. The BB hump is so small in
Intensity that it only leads to a kink-lke feature in the
spoectrum .

W e have presented a theory to account for the exper—
In entally observed self energy e ects In the bilayer split
bands in double layerhigh tem perature superconductors.
W e reproduced quantitatively the ED C dispersions, the
M D C dispersions, and the spectral lineshapes. W e found
that the ARPES data are consistent w ith the interaction
of the electrons w ith a sharp bosonicm ode which is odd
In the layer indices, a property unigue to the m agnetic
resonance observed by inelastic neutron scattering.
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