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High-resolution angle-resolved photoem ission with variable excitation energies is used to disen-

tangle bilayer splitting e�ects and intrinsic (self-energy) e�ects in the electronic spectralfunction

nearthe(�,0)-pointofdi�erently doped (Pb,Bi)2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ �.In contrastto overdoped sam ples,

whereintrinsice�ectsatthe(�,0)pointarevirtually absent,we�nd in underdoped sam plesintrin-

sic e�ectsin the superconducting-state (�,0)spectra ofthe antibonding band.Thisintrinsic e�ect

is presentonly below the criticaltem perature and weakens considerably with doping. O urresults

give strong support for m odels which involve a strong coupling ofelectronic excitations with the

resonance m ode seen in inelastic neutron scattering experim ents.

PACS num bers:74.25.Jb,74.72.H s,79.60.-i,71.18.+ y

The sharp m agnetic resonance peak observed in in-

elastic neutron scattering (INS)experim ents[1,2,3,4],

is unanim ously considered to be one ofthe m ost strik-

ing features of the high tem perature superconducting

cuprateswhich suggestsan im portantroleofm agnetism

in them echanism oftheHTSC [5,6].Ithasbeen argued

[6,7]thattheem ergenceoftheresonancebelow thecrit-

icaltem peratures (Tc) has a strong feedback e�ect on

the electronic properties ofthe cuprates,leading to the

appearanceofthe peak-dip-hum p (PDH)featuresin the

angle-resolved photoem ission (ARPES)spectra near(�,

0)-points[8],kinksin the dispersion along the nodaldi-

rection [9]and a dip atcharacteristicenergiesin theSIS

tunneling conductance [10]or in the opticalconductiv-

ity [11]. Such spectroscopic evidence for the sensitivity

ofthe charge dynam icsto the spin-excitationsbelow Tc

strongly supportsa m odelofm agnetically-m ediated su-

perconductivity based on spin-uctuation exchange[12].

Indeed,thereareeven proposalswhich considerthereso-

nancem odeasa boson which m ediatesthepairing itself

[13].From anotherpointofview,however,theresonance

isonly a m easureofpairing and phasecoherence[4]and

due to its sm allspectralweight is not able to be the

"glue"in any conventionalpairing theory [6].In extrem e

case the resonanceisargued noteven beeing able to ac-

countforthe anom aliesobserved in ARPES and optical

absorption data [5].

Tocom plicatem attersfurther,recentARPES dataap-

peartoweightin on both sidesofthedebate.O n theone

hand,ithasbeen shown thatforoverdoped HTSC thefa-

m ousPDH lineshapeofthesuperconducting-state(�,0)

ARPES spectrum cannotbe taken asa signature ofthe

coupling to the resonantm ode,butisratherdue to the

superposition oftwo bilayer-splitbonding and antibond-

ing bands[14]. O n the otherhand,the renorm alisation

ofthe electronic dispersion near the "antinodal" points

ofthe norm alstate Ferm isurface (located som e 18% of

the (�,0)-(�,�)distanceaway from the(�,0)-point)in

thesuperconductingstatein overdoped sam pleshasbeen

suggested tobeasign ofstrongcouplingoftheelectronic

system tothem agneticresonancem ode[15,16].Thefor-

m erobservation doesnotcontradictthe latter[17]since

atthe (�,0)-pointin the overdoped case the antibond-

ing band is too close to the Ferm ilevelto be strongly

inuenced by them ode.Such situation naturally focuses

one’sattention on theunderdoped com poundswherethe

saddle pointofthe antibonding band isknown to be at

higher binding energies [18]. Considering that it is the

(�,0)-pointwhere the electron density ofstatesism ax-

im aland equivalent points are separated by a (�, �)-

vector,the coupling to the m agnetic resonance m ode is

expected to be the strongest there and it is im perative

that feedback e�ects on the spectralfunction ofunder-

doped system s are exam ined in detailin this region. If

a sim ilar picture regarding the origin ofthe PDH line

shapeofthe(�,0)-spectrum asin overdoped com pounds

isobserved in underdoped com pounds,then theconcept

ofspin-m ediated pairing loosesone ofitsstrongestsup-

porting argum entscom ing from the experim ent.

In this Letter we show that the situation in the un-

derdoped regim e is di�erent. W hile spectra using low

(19{22.4eV)photon energiesarecom plicated byasuper-

position ofbilayersplitting e�ectsand possible intrinsic

e�ects,the spectra with virtually no contribution from

the bonding band (e.g. h� = 29 or 50 eV),i.e. rep-

resenting purely antibonding com ponent,dem onstrate a

clearevidence foran intrinsic anom aly which cannotbe

accounted for by a sim ple spectralfunction but could

be wellexplained by taking into accountselfenergy ef-

fectsoriginatingfrom thecouplingofelectronstoasharp
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collectivem ode.Furtherm ore,extracted from ourexper-

im entaldata characteristicsofthem ode,such asitsm o-

m entum ,tem perature and doping dependencies as well

asenergym atch thecharacteristicsoftheresonancepeak

observed in INS.

The ARPES experim ents were carried out using

radiation from U125/1-PG M beam line and angle-

m ultiplexing photoem ission spectrom eter (SCIENTA

SES100) at BESSY synchrotron radiation facility. The

totalenergy resolution ranged from 8 m eV (FW HM )at

h� = 17{25 eV to 22.5 m eV ath� = 65 eV.Data were

collected on under-(Tc= 77K )and overdoped (Tc= 69K )

single crystals ofPb-Bi2212 [19]. All(�,0) energy dis-

tribution curves(EDCs),unlessotherisspeci�ed in the

text,were m easured at a tem perature of30K -deep in

the superconducting state.

W e begin with presenting (�,0)-spectra m easured us-

ing di�erent excitation energies in Fig.1(a). At �rst

glance, a com parison of these experim entaldata with

analogousdata from overdoped Pb-Bi2212 in Ref.14 im -

m ediately suggests a sim ilar scenario - the PDH line

shapeisstrongly excitation energy dependentand there-

fore cannot be considered as originating from a single

spectralfunction. O ne easily notes the varying relative

intensity ofthe low-energy (peak) and the high-energy

(hum p) features which could be naturally assum ed to

be the consequence ofthe di�erentem ission probability

(m atrix elem ents) from the separate bands. M oreover,

theexcitation energy dependenceoftherelativeintensity

qualitatively agrees with the one observed in the over-

doped regim e,asone can intuitively expectforthe split

pairofbandsofthe sam eatom iccharacter.

However,a closer inspection ofFig.1(a)revealsthat

there isan im portantand noticeable di�erence with re-

specttothedatafrom overdoped crystals[14].W hilethe

overdoped datasetswerecharacterised by thefactthata

signi�cantnum berofspectraexhibited nodip in theline-

shape atall,such sm ooth,’dip-less’spectra are rem ark-

able by their absence in the underdoped data. Every

spectrum in Fig.1(a)possesseseithera dip ora plateau

feature (e.g. h� = 29 eV and h� = 50 eV spectra)which

separatesthe high and low energy parts ofthe spectral

pro�le.W enow m ovebeyond thisqualitativedescription

by �tting the (�,0)-spectra with three features (plus a

background),aswasdonefortheoverdoped case[14,20].

In Fig.1(c)weplotthephoton energy dependenceofthe

intensity prefactors ofeach ofthe three com ponents of

the �t,M a,M b and M c,together with data from over-

doped Pb-Bi2212 [Ref.14]in Fig.1(b).

There is a globalagreem ent between the behavior of

the m atrix elem entsofthe ’hum p’and ’peak’in the un-

derdoped and overdoped sam ples. Thisim m ediately in-

dicates that allargum ents issued in Ref.14 regarding

the assignm entofthese featuresto the bonding and an-

tibonding bandsin overdoped regim earefully applicable

here:on the "large scale" PDH line shape isdue to the
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FIG .1:a)The (�,0)photoem ission spectra from the super-

conducting state ofunderdoped (Tc= 77 K )sam ple fordi�er-

ent excitation energies. Panels (b) and (c) show the results

ofthe �tting procedure described in Ref.14,giving theinten-

sity prefactorsM a,M b,and M c asfunctionsoftheexcitation

energy for overdoped (Ref.14) and underdoped Pb-Bi2212,

respectively.

superposition ofthese two com ponents. W hat is really

di�erent between Figs.1(b) and 1(c) is the behaviorof

thethird featureofthe�t(M c).W hilein theupperpanel

M c isrelatively sm alland itsenergy dependence barely

tracksthatofeitheroftheothertwofeatures,in thelower

panelweseethestriking sim ilarity between M a and M c,

i.e. between the peak and the third feature. Such a

close sim ilarity im pliesthatthese two featuresare com -

ponents ofthe sam e,single spectralfeature which pos-

sessesa m orecom plex lineshape.M oreover,itiseasy to

see from the Fig.1(c)thatconsidering the third feature

and thepeak asconstituentsoftheantibonding spectral

function onegainsbetterquantitativeagreem entbetween

theirtotalspectralweightand thespectralweightofthe

antibonding band in the overdoped case(see Fig.1(b)).

G iven such detailed photon energy dependentdata,an

attractive possibility now is to try and identify condi-

tionsforwhich theem ission from oneofthebilayersplit

bands is negligibly weak,thus o�ering accessto the in-

trinsic line shape ofthe other band (plus background).

Ascan beseen from Fig.1,them atrix elem entfrom the

bondingband hasalocalm inim um forboth dopinglevels

ath�= 29 eV and 50 eV.K eeping in m ind thatthebond-

ing band liesm uch deeperin energy (260 m eV)than the
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antibonding band,thise�ectisfurtherm ultiplied by the

strongbroadeninginduced by the(frequency-dependent)

self-energy.Thus,for29 and 50 eV photon energies,the

contribution ofthe bonding band to the (�,0) spectral

line shape is vanishingly sm all. W e replot the relevant

spectra from the UD77K sam ple in Figs.2(a)and 2(b)

and com pare them with the h� = 50 eV O D76K spec-

trum in Fig.2(c). The di�erence between the spectra

from the two doping regim es is subtle yet very clear:

both EDCsfrom theunderdoped system possessplateau

or dip-like features,whereas the overdoped sam ple evi-

dently exhibitsa single com ponentlineshape. W e stress

thatasthee�ectsofthebilayersplitting havebeen e�ec-

tively excluded for these conditions,the lineshape seen

in Figs.2(a)and (b)isan intrinsicproperty ofthespec-

tralfunction ofthe antibonding CuO band.Singlespec-

tralfunction peak-dip-hum p lineshapesaregenerally dis-

cussed in term sofcoupling between the electronsand a

collectivem ode [6,7,21,22],whereby anom aliesareex-

pected in the electronic spectrum atenergieswhere the

probabilityforboson-m ediated scatteringoftheelectrons

ism axim al.In general,the m ode energy can be read o�

from theenergeticseparation between thepeak and ’dip’

(orplateau)in theARPES lineshape[23].In thiscasethe

m odeenergy isbetween 38-40 m eV and thus,bearing in

m ind the k-space location involved (�,0),one naturally

beginsto suspectthesharp resonanceobserved in INS as

the roleofthe m ediatorofthescattering [7].

ReturningtoFig.2(a-c),itwould,ofcourse,betem pt-

ing to conclude that the EDCs im ply a strong doping

dependence of the m ode or of the coupling strength.

However, as m entioned before, energetic locations of

thebonding and antibonding bandschangewith doping.

This brings with it the consequence that the antibond-

ing band is sim ply too close to the Ferm ilevelto be

strongly inuenced [16],im plying in turn thatthe m ode

itselfis sharply localised in energy. In order to be able

to analyse the feedback e�ects as a function ofdoping

weincludeinto theconsideration thebonding band.W e

show in Fig.2 (d)-(l)energy distribution m aps(EDM s)

taken along (�,�){ (�,0){ (�,-�)cutsin the Brillouin

zone.Itisconvenientto referto Fig.1(b,c)when trying

to identify thespectralfeatureson thepresented EDM s.

As discussed above (see Fig.1(b,c)), for h�= 50-55 eV

(right-hand colum n in Fig.2) the data reect predom -

inantly the behavior ofthe antibonding band. For the

otherphoton energies,therelativecontribution from the

bonding band can be m uch larger,which isparticularly

thecaseforh�= 38eV photons(centercolum n ofFig.2).

The collection ofEDM s shown in Fig.2 is an im por-

tantand com pletelynew setofARPES dataastheycover

the (�,0)region ofboth the overdoped and underdoped

regim es for photon energies which di�eringly select the

two bilayer-split bands. First,we m ention that for the

overdoped regim e,thebilayersplitbandsareclearly vis-

ible in panels(d)and (e)giving rise to the ’large scale’
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FIG .2:(a)-(c)ED Cstaken at(�,0)using 29 and 50 eV exci-

tation energiesatwhich thecontribution ofthebondingstates

to the lineshape is negligible,thus unm asking the ’intrinsic’

lineshape ofthe antibonding com ponent. (d)-(l)Energy dis-

tribution m aps taken straddling the (0,0)-(�,0) alongs cuts

parallelto (�,�){ (�,0){ (�,-�).

(�,0)PDH.O n goingto theunderdoped crystals,a qual-

itatively di�erent picture em erges. The data from the

superconducting state (m iddle row)appearto look very

puzzling,with hardly any sign ofthe individualbilayer

splitbands,butratheraweakly dispersing,sharp feature

located at� 20-30 m eV followed by an intervalbetween

60 and 70 m eV in which the spectralweightisstrongly

suppressed. Data collected above Tc (bottom row)sub-

stantiallyclarifythesituation:thepictureisnow rem ark-

ably sim ilarto thatofthe overdoped case,with the two

bilayer-splitcom ponentsbeing clearly seen tovary in rel-

ativeintensity astheexcitation energy changes,with the

bondingband decreasingin strength on goingfrom panel

(k)to (j)to (l).

So now we return to the question: what happens to

theelectronicbandsin theunderdoped sam plebelow Tc?

Closerinspection ofthe low tem perature EDM s reveals

thatconsiderabledepletion ofthespectralweightoccurs

for both the bonding and antibonding bands. W hat is

also di�erent from the overdoped case is that the two
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bands m erge into one sharp and dispersionless feature

above the energy ofthe ’dip’and are no longer distin-

guishable. W e attribute such a di�erence in behaviour

to the larger value of the gap and apparent stronger

renorm alization ofthe bonding band in the underdoped

regim e,both ofwhich ham per the visualresolution of

the bilayersplitting in this region of k-space. Changes

in thedispersion ofthebondingband havebeen observed

beforein overdoped sam ples[15,24],butthisisthe�rst

tim e the wholesale’wipe-out’ofspectralweightatener-

giessom e 30-40 m eV below the peak feature near(�,0)

has been shown in underdoped HTSC.Essentially this

dram atic di�erence in the spectra corresponding to the

bonding band arguesfora strong doping dependence of

thefeeback e�ectscaused by thebosonicm odeand thus

fortheanom alousenhancem entofthecoupling strength

upon underdoping.

The nextstep,then,is to determ ine whether the ob-

served anom aly is linked to being in the superconduct-

ing state. To this end,we consider two cases in detail.

Firstly,we show in the left panelofFig.3 the tem per-

ature dependence ofthe (�,0)spectrum from an under-

doped sam plerecorded using thephoton energy atwhich

intrinsic feature is seen. The dip (plateau) disappears

approxim ately at Tc, which con�rm s its intim ate rela-

tion with superconductivity.Therightpanelofthesam e

�gureshowsthe tem peraturedependence ofthe ’classic’

PDH from the overdoped sam ple recorded using tradi-

tionalh� = 21 eV.Upon overdoping,the PDH lineshape

persistswellabovethe Tc,which isfully consistentwith

both other experim ents [16,25]and our interpretative

fram ework in which the overdoped PDH is caused by a

superposition ofthebondingand antibondingbands[14].

Taking theARPES data presented herein itsentirety,

we can now m ake a detailed inventary ofthe properties

ofthe bosonicm odecausing feedback e�ectsin the elec-

tronic states. The ’�ngerprints’of the m ode are: its

energy is about 38-40 m eV;it only causes strong self-

energy e�ects in the superconducting state; the m ode

coupling is m axim alaround (�,0) in m om entum space

and,�nally,its inuence is strongly doping dependent,
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FIG .3:Tem peraturedependenceofthepeak-dip-hum p struc-

ture in under-and overdoped cases.

being greatly enhanced in the underdoped regim e.Con-

sidering the pro�le ofthe bosonic m ode sum m arised in

thepreceeding,itisclearthatithasto beidenti�ed with

thesharp m agneticresonancem odeobserved in inelastic

neutron scattering experim ents,thusre-establishing the

earlierargum ents[6,7,12]and rebutting recentdoubts

[5]in thisregard.

In conclusion, we have presented a high resolution

ARPES study ofthe interplay between bilayersplitting

and intrinsicselfenergy e�ectsnear(�,0)in underdoped

bilayercuprate superconductors. The selfenergy e�ects

are consistent with the interaction ofelectronic excita-

tions with a sharp bosonic m ode. By utilising a wide

rangeofexcitation energies,weareableto e�ciently de-

couple the com plicating e�ects ofthe bilayer splitting,

thus enabling the identi�cation ofthe key characteris-

ticsofthe m ode to which the electronic statesm ostin-

tim itely involved with high Tc superconductivity couple.

Thebosonm ode-which m akesitselffeltviaawipe-outof

spectralweightgiving riseto an intrinsicpeak-dip-hum p

EDC lineshape -couples in signi�cantly only below T c

and doesso m uch m orestrongly in theunderdoped than

in theoverdoped regim e.Furtherm ore,itslocation in en-

ergy (ca 38-40 m eV)and k-space (atand nearto [�,0]),

taken togetherwith the doping and tem perature depen-

denceunam biguously identify theboson asthem agnetic

resonancem odeseen in inelasticneutron scattering.
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