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H ighresolution angleresolved photoem ission w ith variable excitation energies is used to disen-
tangle bilayer splitting e ects and Intrinsic (selfenergy) e ects in the electronic spectral function

near the (

,0)point ofdi erently doped PbBi)2SrnCaCu,0 g,

. In contrast to overdoped sam ples,

where intrinsic e ects at the ( ,0) point are virtually absent, we nd in underdoped sam ples intrin—

sic e ects in the superconducting-state (

,0) spectra of the antdbonding band. This intrinsic e ect

is present only below the critical tem perature and weakens considerably w ith doping. O ur resuls
give strong support for m odels which Involve a strong coupling of electronic excitations w ith the
resonance m ode seen in inelastic neutron scattering experim ents.

PACS numbers: 7425.Jb, 74.72H s, 79.60.-4, 7118 4+ y

The sharp m agnetic resonance peak observed in in-
elastic neutron scattering (IN S) experin ents E}, :_2, :_3, 'ff],
is unanim ously considered to be one of the m ost strik—
Ing features of the high tem perature superconducting
cuprates which suggests an In portant role ofm agnetism
In them echanisn oftheHTSC E,:_é]. Tt hasbeen argued
i_d,:_”}] that the em ergence of the resonance below the crit—
ical tem peratures (T.) has a strong feedback e ect on
the electronic properties of the cuprates, leading to the
appearance of the peak-dip-hump PDH) features in the
angleresolved photoem ission ARPES) soectra near ( ,
0)-points Eg], kinks in the dispersion along the nodaldi-
rection {d]and a dip at characteristic energies in the SIS
tunneling conductance f_l-(_)'] or in the optical conductiv—
ity [1]. Such spectroscopic evidence for the sensitivity
of the charge dynam ics to the spin-excitations below T.
strongly supports a m odel of m agnetically-m ediated su—
perconductivity based on spin— uctuation exchange I:_L-Z_:]
Indeed, there are even proposals w hich consider the reso—
nance m ode as a boson which m ediates the pairing itself
t_l-i_’;]. From anotherpoint ofview , however, the resonance
isonly a m easure of pairing and phase coherence EI] and
due to is sn all spectral weight is not abl to be the
"glue" in any conventionalpairing theory ifq']. In extrem e
case the resonance is argued not even beeing able to ac—
count for the anom alies observed In ARPE S and optical
absorption data E].

To com plicatem atters fiurther, recent ARPE S data ap—
pear to weight in on both sides ofthe debate. O n the one
hand, i hasbeen shown that for overdoped HT SC the fa—
mousPDH line shape ofthe superconducting-state ( , 0)
ARPES spectrum cannot be taken as a signature of the
coupling to the resonant m ode, but is rather due to the
superposition of two bilayer-split bonding and antidbond-
ng bands [_l-é_l] O n the other hand, the renomn alisation

of the electronic dispersion near the "antinodal" points
of the nom al state Ferm i surface (located som e 18% of
the ( ,0)—( , ) distance away from the ( , 0)-point) in
the superconducting state in overdoped sam pleshasbeen
suggested to be a sign of strong coupling ofthe electronic
system to them agnetic resonancem ode [15 :16 T he for-

m er observation does not contradict the latter l17 ] sihce
at the ( , 0)point n the overdoped case the antibond-
Ing band is too close to the Femm i level to be strongly
In uenced by them ode. Such situation naturally focuses
one’s attention on the underdoped com pounds w here the
saddle point of the antJbondJng band is known to be at
higher binding energies [18] Considering that it is the
( , 0)point where the electron density of states ism ax—
In al and equivalent points are separated by a (, )-
vector, the coupling to the m agnetic resonance m ode is
expected to be the strongest there and i is in perative
that feedback e ects on the spectral function of under-
doped system s are exam ined in detail in this region. If
a sin ibr picture regarding the origin of the PDH lne
shape ofthe ( , 0)-spectrum as In overdoped com pounds
is observed in underdoped com pounds, then the concept
of spin-m ediated pairing looses one of is strongest sup—
porting argum ents com 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 4 &V ) photon energies are com plicated by a super—
position of bilayer splitting e ects and possble intrinsic
e ects, the spectra w ith virtually no contribution from
the bonding band E€g. h = 29 or 50 &V), ie. rep-
resenting purely antbbonding com ponent, dem onstrate a
clear evidence or an intrinsic anom aly which cannot be
acocounted for by a sinple spectral function but could
be well explained by taking into account self energy ef-
fects originating from the coupling ofelectronsto a sharp
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collective m ode. Furthem ore, extracted from our exper—
in ental data characteristics of the m ode, such as itsm o—
m entum , tem perature and doping dependencies as well
asenergy m atch the characteristics of the resonance peak
observed In INS.

The ARPES experinents were carried out using
radiation from U125/1-PGM beam Ilne and angle—
muliplexing photoam ission sgpectrometer (SCIENTA
SES100) at BESSY synchrotron radiation facility. The
total energy resolution ranged from 8 mevVv EFW HM ) at
h = 17{25€V t0o 225me&V ath = 65&V.Data were
collected on under- (T.= 77K ) and overdoped (T.= 69K )
single crystals of Pb-B 12212 [I9]. A1l ( ,0) energy dis-
tribution curves ED C s), unless other is speci ed In the
text, were m easured at a tem perature of 30K —deep in
the superconducting state.

W e begin w ith presenting ( , 0)-Spectra m easured us—
ing di erent excitation energies in Fig. Li(@). At rst
glance, a com parison of these experim ental data w ith
analogous data from overdoped Pb-Bi2212 in Ref:}-ff n -
m ediately suggests a sin ilar scenario — the PDH lne
shape is strongly excitation energy dependent and there—
fore cannot be considered as originating from a single
spectral function. O ne easily notes the varying relative
Intensity of the low-energy (peak) and the high-energy
(hum p) features which could be naturally assum ed to
be the consequence of the di erent em ission probability
(m atrix elem ents) from the separate bands. M oreover,
the excitation energy dependence ofthe relative intensity
qualitatively agrees w ith the one observed in the over—
doped regim €, as one can intuitively expect for the split
pair ofbands of the sam e atom ic character.

However, a closer ingpection of F ig. g.' (@) reveals that
there is an in portant and noticeable di erence w ith re—
spect to the data from overdoped crystals [14]. W hike the
overdoped datasets were characterised by the fact that a
signi cant num ber of spectra exhibited no dip in the line—
shape at all, such an ooth, ‘dip-less’ spectra are rem ark—
able by their absence in the underdoped data. Every
spectrum In Fjg.-'_]: (@) possesses either a dip or a plateau
feature €g. h =296V and h =50 eV spectra) which
separates the high and low energy parts of the spectral
pro le. W enow m ovebeyond this qualitative description
by tting the ( , 0)-spectra w ith three features (lus a
background), asw as done for the overdoped case Efl_i, g-g]
InF Jggj (c) we plot the photon energy dependence ofthe
Intensity prefactors of each of the three com ponents of
the t, M ,, My and M , together w ith data from over—
doped Pb-B 2212 Ref.l4]in Fig.il ().

T here is a global agreem ent between the behavior of
the m atrix elem ents of the 'hum p’” and "peak’ in the un—
derdoped and overdoped sam ples. This Inm ediately in—
dicates that all argum ents issued in Ref. :_ffl regarding
the assignm ent of these features to the bonding and an—
tibonding bands in overdoped regin e are fully applicable
here: on the "large scale" PDH line shape is due to the
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FIG.1l:a) The ( , 0) photoen ission spectra from the super-
conducting state of underdoped (T.=77 K) sampl for di er-
ent excitation energies. Panels (o) and (o) show the resuls
ofthe tting procedure described in Ref]l4, giving the inten-—
sity prefactorsM 5, M, and_M_c as functions of the excitation
energy for overdoped Reffl4) and underdoped Pb-B 2212,
respectively.

superposition of these two com ponents. W hat is really
di erent between Figs. L) and & (c) is the behavior of
the third feature ofthe t M (). W hile in the upperpanel
M . is relatively an all and is energy dependence barely
tracksthat ofeither ofthe othertw o features, in the lower
panelw e see the striking sin ilarity between M ; and M .,
ie. between the peak and the third feature. Such a
close sin ilarity im plies that these two features are com -
ponents of the sam e, single spectral feature which pos—
sesses a m ore com plex lineshape. M oreover, it is easy to
see from the Fig. i () that considering the third fature
and the peak as constituents of the antibonding spectral
function one gainsbetter quantitative agreem ent betw een

their total spectralw eight and the spectralweight of the
antbonding band in the overdoped case (see Fjg.:g: ©)).

G iven such detailed photon energy dependent data, an

attractive possbility now is to try and identify condi-
tions for which the em ission from one of the bilayer split
bands is negligbly weak, thus o ering access to the in—
trinsic line shape of the other band (plus background).
A s can be seen from Fjg.-'}',thematrjx elem ent from the
bonding band hasa localm inin um forboth doping levels
ath =29¢&V and 50 &V .K egping In m ind that the bond-
Ing band liesm uch deeper in energy (260 m &V ) than the



antbonding band, thise ect is furtherm ultiplied by the
strong broadening induced by the (frequency-dependent)
selfenergy. Thus, for 29 and 50 eV photon energies, the
contribution of the bonding band to the ( ,0) spectral
line shape is vanishingly am all. W e replot the relevant
spectra from the UD 77K sample in Figs.d @) and & b)
and com pare them with the h =50 €V OD 76K spec—
trum in FJ'g.EZ(c). The di erence between the spectra
from the two doping regim es is subtle yet very clear:
both ED Cs from the underdoped system possess plateau
or dip-lke features, whereas the overdoped sam ple evi-
dently exhibits a single com ponent lineshape. W e stress
that asthe e ects ofthe bilayer spolitting have been e ec—
tively excluded for these conditions, the lineshape seen
n Figs.:g%'(a) and (b) is an Intrinsic property of the spec—
tral function ofthe antdbonding CuO band. Single spec—
tral finction peak-dijp-hum p lineshapes are generally dis—
cussed in tem s of coupling between the electrons and a
collective m ode i_é, :j, :_2-1;, :_2@], w hereby anom alies are ex—
pected in the electronic spectrum at energies w here the
probability forboson-m ediated scattering ofthe electrons
ism axin al. In general, the m ode energy can be read o
from the energetic ssparation betw een the peak and 'dip’
(orplateau) in the ARPE S lineshape f_Z-I_*i] In thiscase the
m ode energy is between 3840 m &V and thus, bearing In
m Ind the k-space location involved ( ,0), one naturally
begins to suspect the sharp resonance observed in INS as
the role of the m ediator of the scattering tj].
RetumihgtoF Jgn_Z (@), twould, of course, be tem pt-
Ing to conclide that the EDCs iImply a strong doping
dependence of the m ode or of the coupling strength.
However, as mentioned before, energetic locations of
the bonding and antdbonding bands change w ith doping.
T his brings w ith it the consequence that the antibond-
ing band is sinply too close to the Fem i level to be
strongly In uenced [t_L@I], In plying In tum that them ode
itself is sharply localised in energy. In order to be able
to analyse the feedback e ects as a function of doping
we Include Into the consideration the bonding band. W e
show In Fig."2 (@)-() energy distrbution m aps EDM s)
taken along (, ) { (,0){ ( ,~ ) cuts In the Brillouin
zone. It is convenient to refer to Fig.:g: ©,c) when trying
to dentify the spectral features on the presented EDM s.
A s discussed above (see Fig. :J:(b,c)), for h =5055 &V
(right-hand column in Fig. EZ) the data re ect predom —
hantly the behavior of the antbonding band. For the
other photon energies, the relative contribution from the
bonding band can be much larger, which is particularly
the case forh = 38 &V photons (center colum n ofFjg.-r_i) .
The collection of EDM s shown in Fjg.-'_i is an in por-
tant and com pletely new set of ARPE S data asthey cover
the ( ,0) region of both the overdoped and underdoped
regin es for photon energies which di eringly select the
two bilayer-split bands. First, we m ention that for the
overdoped regin e, the bilayer split bands are clearly vis—
ble In panels (d) and (e) giving rise to the 'large scale’
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FIG.2: (@)—(c) EDCstaken at ( ,0) using 29 and 50 €V exci-
tation energies at which the contribution ofthebonding states
to the lineshape is negligble, thus unm asking the 'Intrinsic’
lineshape of the antbonding com ponent. (d)—(1) Energy dis—
tribution m aps taken straddling the (0,0)—( ,0) alongs cuts
parallelto (, ) { (,0 { ( ,-).

( ,0) PDH .On going to the underdoped crystals, a qual-
Tatively di erent picture em erges. The data from the
superconducting state (m iddle row) appear to look very
puzzling, w ith hardly any sign of the individual bilayer
split bands, but rather a weakly dispersing, sharp feature
Iocated at 2030 m eV Pllowed by an intervalbetween
60 and 70 m &V in which the spectralweight is strongly
suppressed. D ata collected above T, (oottom row ) sub-—
stantially clarify the situation: the picture isnow rem ark—
ably sin ilar to that of the overdoped case, w ith the two
bilayer-split com ponentsbeing clearly seen to vary in rel-
ative intensity as the excitation energy changes, w ith the
bonding band decreasing in strength on going from panel
k)to () to .

So now we retum to the question: what happens to
the electronic bands in the underdoped sam ple below T.?
C Joser inspection of the low tem perature EDM s reveals
that considerable depletion of the spectralweight occurs
for both the bonding and antibonding bands. W hat is
also di erent from the overdoped case is that the two



bands m erge into one sharp and dispersionless feature
above the energy of the ‘dip’ and are no longer distin-—
guishable. W e attrbute such a di erence in behaviour
to the larger value of the gap and apparent stronger
renom alization of the bonding band in the underdoped
regin e, both of which ham per the visual resolution of
the bilayer splitting in this region of k-space. Changes
In the dispersion ofthe bonding band have been ocbserved
before in overdoped sam ples f_l-é, E-Z_i], but this isthe st
tin e the wholesale 'w Ipe-out’ of spectral weight at ener-
gies som e 3040 m &V below the peak feature near ( ,0)
has been shown In underdoped HT SC . E ssentially this
dram atic di erence in the spectra corresponding to the
bonding band argues for a strong doping dependence of
the feeback e ects caused by the bosonic m ode and thus
for the anom alous enhancem ent of the coupling strength
upon underdoping.

T he next step, then, is to detem 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.
F irstly, we show in the left panel of Fig.. the tem per—
ature dependence of the ( ,0) spectrum from an under-
doped sam ple recorded using the photon energy at which
Intrinsic feature is seen. The dip (plateau) disappears
approxin ately at T., which con m s is Intin ate rela—
tion w ith superconductivity. T he right panelofthe sam e

gure show s the tem perature dependence of the ‘classic’
PDH from the overdoped sam ple recorded using tradi-
tionalh =21 &V .Upon overdoping, the PDH lineshape
persists well above the T, which is fully consistent w ith
both other experin ents f_l-gl, :_2-5] and our interpretative
fram ew ork in which the overdoped PDH is caused by a
superposition ofthe bonding and antbonding bands t_l-é_b']

Taking the ARPE S data presented here in its entirety,
we can now m ake a detailed Inventary of the properties
of the bosonic m ode causing feedback e ects In the elec—
tronic states. The ' ngerprints’ of the m ode are: is
energy is about 3840 meV; i only causes strong self-
energy e ects in the superconducting state; the m ode
coupling is maxim al around ( ,0) In m om entum space
and, nally, its in uence is strongly doping dependent,
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FIG .3: Tem perature dependence of the peak-dip-hum p struc—
ture in under-and overdoped cases.

being greatly enhanced in the underdoped regin e. C on—
sidering the pro l of the bosonic m ode summ arised in
the preceeding, i is clear that it hasto be identi ed w ith
the sharp m agnetic resonance m ode observed in Inelastic
neutron scattering experim ents, thus reestablishing the
earlier argum ents EG, -'j, :_l-%'] and rebutting recent doubts
B] in this regard.

In conclusion, we have presented a high resolution
ARPES study of the Interplay between bilayer splitting
and Intrinsic selfenergy e ectsnear ( ,0) in underdoped
bilayer cuprate superconductors. T he sslf energy e ects
are consistent w ith the interaction of electronic excita-—
tions wih a sharp bosonic m ode. By utilisihg a wide
range of excitation energies, we are able to e ciently de—
couple the com plicating e ects of the bilayer splitting,
thus enabling the identi cation of the key characteris-
tics of the m ode to which the electronic states m ost in—
tin itely nvolved w ith high T . superconductivity couple.
Theboson m ode —w hich m akes itself felt via aw jpeout of
spectralw eight giving rise to an intrinsic peak-dip-hum p
EDC Ilineshape —ocouples in signi cantly only below T .
and does so m uch m ore strongly In the underdoped than
In the overdoped regin e. Furthem ore, its location in en—
ergy (ca 3840 meV) and k-space (@t and nearto [ ,0]),
taken together w ith the doping and tem perature depen—
dence unam biguously identify the boson as the m agnetic
resonance m ode seen in nelastic neutron scattering.
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