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T w o nonm agnetic im purities in the D SC and D D W state ofthe cuprate

superconductors as a probe for the pseudogap
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(M arch 22,2024)

Thequantum interferencebetween two nonm agneticim puritiesisstudied num erically in both the

d-wavesuperconducting (D SC)and thed-density wave(D DW )state.In allcalculationsweinclude

thetunnelling through excited statesfrom theCuO 2 planesto theBiO layerprobed by theSTM tip.

Com pared to the single im purity case,a system atic study ofthe m odulations ofthe two-im purity

localdensity ofstates can distinguish between the D SC or D DW states. This is im portant ifthe

origin ofthe pseudogap phase is caused by preform ed pairs or D DW order. Furtherm ore,in the

D SC state the study ofthe LD O S around two nonm agnetic im puritiesprovide furthertestsforthe

potentialscattering m odelversusm ore strongly correlated m odels.

74.72.-h,72.10.Fk,71.55.-i

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The study ofm agnetic and nonm agnetic im purities in

the CuO 2 planes ofthe High-Tc superconductors is far

from settled. Experim entally,the localdensity ofstates

(LDO S) m easured by scanning tunneling m icroscopy

(STM ) in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � (BSCCO ) around a non-

m agnetic im purity such as Zn displays a sharp peak

closeto theFerm ilevelon theim purity siteand a second

m axim um on the next-nearest neighbor sites1;2. The-

oretically, the question rem ains whether a traditional

potentialscattering form alism 3;4 orm orestrongly corre-

lated m odels5 areneeded todescribetheim purity e�ects.

Though still a subject of controversy, it was recently

shown thatatleastforweak im puritiesa potentialscat-

tering scenario qualitatively agrees with the m easured

resultsforoptim ally doped BSCCO 6{10.Furtherm ore,it

wasshown byM artin etal.11 thatboth theenergeticsand

the spatialdependence ofthe resonance state around a

strong potentialscatterer(e.g.Zn)can beaccounted for

by including the tunnelling (the �lter) through excited

statesfrom theCuO 2 planesto thetop BiO layerprobed

by the STM tip12. There is also evidence from nuclear

m agneticresonance(NM R)m easurem entsthatm agnetic

m om entsare induced around nonm agnetic im purities13.

In thispaperwe assum e,however,thatthe largepoten-

tialscattering o� the im purity site itselfis dom inating

the �nalLDO S.

Recently the experim ental ability to m anipulate the

positions ofsurface im purities has increased the inter-

est in quantum interference phenom ena between m ul-

tiple im purities. This includes the physics of quan-

tum m irages14 and various m ultiple im purity e�ects in

superconductors15{18.Forexam ple,itwasshown in Ref.

17thatim purityinterferencecan beutilized asasensitive

probe for the gap sym m etry ofexotic superconductors.

M otivated by the experim entalprogresswecom parethe

expected LDO S around one and two strong nonm ag-

netic im purities in either the d-wave superconducting

(DSC) or the d-density wave (DDW ) state. Though

stillcontroversialwe include the �lter e�ect in allthe

calculationspresented below. Ashasbecom e clearonly

recently15{17,we stressthatthe probed im puritiesneed

be wellseparated (10-50 lattice constants) from other

possibledefects.

The DDW state was recently proposed as a m odelfor

the pseudo-gap state ofthe cuprates19. Any di�erence

in the im purity m odi�ed LDO S between the DSC and

DDW statesm ay revealthehidden DDW orderand dis-

tinguish between the scenario ofpreform ed pairsversus

static staggered orbital currents as the origin for the

pseudo-gap state20{22. Recently, there has been sev-

eral other proposals to probe the DDW order in the

cuprates23;24.

II.M O D EL

In this section we briey discuss the m odels for the

DSC and DDW states and how to calculate the LDO S

around severalim purities. The BCS G reens function

Ĝ 0(k;i!n) for the unperturbed d-wave superconductor

isgiven by

Ĝ
0
(k;i!n)= [i!n �̂0 � �(k)̂�3 � �(k)̂� 1]

� 1
; (1)

where �̂� denotesthe Paulim atricesin Nam bu space,�̂0
being the 2� 2 identity m atrix,�(k) the quasi-particle

dispersion, and !n is a M atsubara frequency. For a

system with dx2� y2-wave pairing sym m etry, �(k) =
� 0

2
(cos(kx)� cos(ky)).

In the DDW state the m ean-�eld Ham iltonian is given

by19

H =
X

k�

�(k)c
y

k�
ck� + i

X

k�

D (k)c
y

k�
ck+ Q � (2)

wherec
y

k�
createsan electron with m om entum k and spin

�,Q = (�;�) and D (k) =
D 0

2
(cos(kx)� cos(ky)). Be-
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low,� 0 = D 0 = 50m eV and the lattice constantis set

to unity.Thelargevalueofthegap correspondsroughly

to theexperim entally m easured m axim um gap in theun-

derdoped regim eofBSCCO .

TheG reensfunction fortheclean DDW stateisgiven by

Ĝ
0
(k;i!n)=

�
i!n � �(k + Q ) � iD (k)

iD (k) i!n � �(k)

�

(i!n � �(k))(i!n � �(k + Q ))� D (k)2
:

(3)

Perform ing the Fourier transform , Ĝ 0(ri;rj;i!n) =
P

kk0 Ĝ
0(k;k0;i!n)e

ik� ri� ik
0
� rj, of the G reens function

with referenceto the entriesofEqn.(3)gives

Ĝ
0
(ri;rj;i!n)=

X

k

[G
0

11(k;i!n)+ G
0

12(k;i!n)e
� iQ � rj +

G
0

21(k;i!n)e
iQ � ri+ G

0

22(k;i!n)e
iQ � (ri� rj)]e

ik� (ri� rj); (4)

with the sum extending overthereduced Brillouin zone.

The presenceofscalarim puritiesism odelled by the fol-

lowing delta-function potentials

Ĥ
int

=
X

fig�

Uin̂i�; (5)

where n̂i� isthe density operatoron site i.Here fig de-

notes the set oflattice sites hosting the im purities and

Ui is the strength ofthe corresponding e�ective poten-

tial. In this article allthe presented results arise from

im purities m odelled by a potential, U = � 15t, corre-

sponding to -4:5eV. In the DSC state this U gener-

ates resonances at a few m eV for a single nonm agnetic

im purity1;2;11. The large scale ofthis potentialrenders

thee�ectson theLDO S from correctionsto otherenergy

scales around the im purity site less im portant. For in-

stance,we have checked that gap suppression near the

im purity or slightly larger spatialextension ofthe im -

purity does not qualitatively a�ect the results reported

below. In generalthese e�ects tend to push the reso-

nancesslightly further towardszero bias. W e have also

perform ed calculations(notshown here)with otherval-

uesofU and com m enton the resultsbelow.

The fullG reens function Ĝ (r;!) in the presence ofthe

im purities can be obtained by solving the real-space

G orkov-Dyson equation

Ĝ (!)= Ĝ
0
(!)

�

Î� Ĥ
int
Ĝ
0
(!)

�� 1
: (6)

Thesizeofthem atricesin thisequation dependson the

num ber ofim purities and the dim ension ofthe Nam bu

space.W ehavepreviously utilized thism ethod to study

theelectronicstructurearound im purities17 and vortices

thatoperateaspinning centersofsurrounding stripes27.

Thism ethod isidenticalto thetraditionalT-m atrix for-

m alism .However,fora num ericalstudy ofseveralim pu-

ritiesatarbitrary positionswe�nd iteasierto solveEqn.

6 directly.

The 2D Fourier transform ofthe clean G reens function

Ĝ 0(k;!) is perform ed num erically by dividing the �rst

Brillouin zoneinto a 800� 800 latticeand introducing a

quasi-particleenergy broadening of�= 1m eV with �de-

�ned from the analytic continuation i!n ! ! + i�. The

di�erentialtunnelling conductanceisproportionalto the

LDO S which is determ ined from the im aginary part of

the fullG reensfunction.

So far nothing has been said aboutthe form the band-

structure. It is still controversialwhich quasi-particle

energy appliesto the DSC and DDW states22;25;26.The

expression for�(k)isim portantsinceitwillinuencethe

�nalLDO S around the im purities. W e illustrate thisin

the following by studying two generic band structures:

the nested situation,and a t-t0 band believed to be rel-

evant for BSCCO around 10% hole doping. W ith the

notation �(k)= �(k)� �,and

�(k)= � 2t(cos(kx)+ cos(ky))� 4t
0
cos(kx)cos(ky); (7)

t(t0) refersto the nearest(next-nearest)neighbor hop-

ping integraland �isthechem icalpotential.Thenested

situation correspondsto t0 = � = 0:0 while the param -

eters for the 10% hole doped band are: t = 300m eV,

t0 = � 0:3t and � = � 0:9t. These param eters corre-

spond totheonespreviouslystudied forasingleim purity

by M orr22. As discussed in Ref. 22 there are physi-

calreasonsto expectthe nested band to be relevantfor

the DDW state and the t-t0 band for the DSC phase.

However,recentphotoem ission m easurem entson LSCO

by Zhou et al.26 observed a Ferm isurface consisting of

straightlinesconnectingtheantinodalregionswhich m ay

indicatethatthe nested band ism orerelevantforim pu-

ritystudiesin LSCO .Thuswe�nd itim portantforstudy

both casesbelow.

In the results presented we include the LDO S

�lter11. This e�ect m odi�es the LDO S, �(r;!) =
P

n
j n(r)j

2�(! � �n),by including the four nearestCu

neighbors in the underlying CuO 2 layer,  n(r) �!

 n(r + ex)+  n(r � ex)�  n(r + ey)�  n(r � ey).

Here ei denote the unit vectors in the CuO 2 plane. It

is im portant to keep in m ind that the �ltering e�ect is

stillcontroversial.However,determ ining experim entally

theinterferencee�ectsaround twoim puritiesin theDSC

statem ay help resolvethe relevanceofthe �lter.

III.R ESU LT S

A .single im purity

Beforestudying thetwoim purity interferencee�ectsit

isworthwhileto briey review thesingleim purity LDO S

in theDSC and DDW statesand discusstheinuenceof

the�lter.W ithoutthetunneling �lterwe�nd fullagree-

m entwith previously published results7;15;20{22.W ewill

2



seethata singleim purity isnota good probefordistin-

guishing between these two states.

In the DDW phase one can utilize Eqn. (4) and (6)

to calculate the full G reens function Ĝ (ri;rj;i!n) =

Ĝ 0(ri� rj;i!n)+ Ĝ
0(ri;i!n)T(i!n)Ĝ

0(� rj;i!n)with the

T-m atrix given by,T(i!n)= U [1� U G 0(0;i!n)]
� 1.The

single resonance condition,1 = U Re[G 0(0;!)],hasbeen

previously studied fortheDDW statewithoutthe�lter-

ing e�ect20{22.Itiswellknown thattheresulting LDO S

strongly depends on the band structure. In Fig. 1a we

plot the DO S in the clean DDW state for the nested

and the t-t0 band without the �lter. Even though the

aboveresonancecondition issatis�ed atcertain energies

forthet-t0band,weexpectthelargevalueoftheDO S at

allfrequenciesto overdam p the im purity peaks. Thisis

contrary to the nested situation where a sharp im purity

resonanceisallowed to appearin thegap.Thisisclearly

veri�ed in Fig. 1b(c) which depicts the LDO S for the

nested(t-t0) set ofband param eters including the �lter.

The peaksin Fig. 1c are notim purity resonances(note

scale), which are overdam ped, but sim ply the shifted

DDW gap edges. The im purity can only slightly m od-

ify the am plitude ofthese gap edges.W e note thatitis

t0 which causes the im purity resonances to be strongly

overdam ped. W hen t0 = 0,� 6= 0 the density ofstates

alwaysvanishesatm inusthechem icalpotential21 allow-

ing a well-de�ned resonancepeak to appear.

As is evident from Fig. 1b the m ost im portant inu-

enceofthe�lteristo shifttheLDO S m axim um from the

nearestneighborsto the im purity site and induce a sec-

ond m axim um on thenext-nearestneighborsites28.This

weightredistribution is identicalto the situation in the

superconducting phase11.

In the DSC state,the clean DO S is plotted in Fig. 2a

for both the nested and the t-t0 band. By com parison

to Fig. 1a we see the wellknown resultthatthe nested

DO S isidenticalfortheclean DDW and DSC phase.In-

deed thism otivated theoriginalstudiesofsingleim purity

resonances in the DSC versus DDW states20{22. The

single im purity resonance condition in the DSC phase,

1 = U Re[G 0(0;� !)], generates peaks at positive and

negativeenergiesaround a singlenonm agneticim purity.

However,the m ajority ofthe quasi-particle weightm ay

resideon only one ofthese resonances17.

−150 −100 −50 0 50 100 150

(a)

−60 −40 −20 0 20 40 60

(b)

−180 −135 −90 −45 0

(c)

FIG .1. D O S (arb.units)asa function ofenergy (m eV)in

theD DW state:(a)fortheclean system with nested (solid)or

t-t
0
(dashed)band.(b)D O S at(0;0)(solid),(1;0)(dashed),

and (1;1)(dash-dotted)fora nested band with the im purity

at(0;0).(c)sam e as(b)butfora t-t
0
band.

−60 −40 −20 0 20 40 60

(a)

−60 −40 −20 0 20 40 60

(b)

−60 −40 −20 0 20 40 60

(c)

FIG .2. Sam e asFig.1 butforthe D SC state.

Itisevidentfrom both Fig. 2b and Fig. 2c thatindeed

only one resonance has weight. This is contrary to the

situation without the �lter22. Thus by com paring Fig.

1b to Fig. 2b (or 2c) the result is two alm ostidentical

�gures.Therefore,sinceno qualitativedi�erenceisguar-

anteed to existthe single nonm agentic im purity cannot

easily distinguish the DSC and DDW phases.However,

asshown below,theinterferencebetween severalim puri-

tiescan beutilized totunetheam plitudeofthepotential

resonancesand thusclearly distinguish the phases.

The im purity LDO S plotted in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 was

for U = � 15t. Though ofless experim entalrelevance,

we briey m ention another di�erence between the DSC

and DDW states. This relates to the fate ofthe reso-

nancein the unitary lim it,U ! 1 :forthe DDW phase

theresonanceenergy approachesm inusthechem icalpo-

tential,! = � �,whereas it approachesthe Ferm ilevel

in the DSC phase (except for a sm allresidualenergy

shift caused by a possible particle-hole asym m etry29).

The di�erentresonance energy (asU ! 1 )arisesfrom

the way the chem icalpotentialenters the bands ofthe

clean DDW (E � (k)= j
p
�(k)2 + D (k)2 � �j)and DSC

(E � (k)=
p
(j�(k)j� �)2 + �(k)2)states20;21.

B .tw o im purities,nested band

In generalwhen severalim puritiesarein closeproxim -

ity theresonancessplit,and oneexpectstoseeadditional

peaksin thedensityofstates.Theevolution oftheLDO S

asafunction ofdistanceand angularorientation between

two nonm agnetic im purities in the DSC state has been

already studied by severalauthors15{17. In the follow-

ing we elaborate on this work by a num ericalstudy of

theLDO S including the�ltering e�ectand study forthe

�rsttim e the quantum interference between two strong

nonm agneticim puritiesin theDDW state.In thesuper-

conducting phase Fig. 3a showsthe resulting LDO S for

thenested band when oneim purity is�xed attheorigin

(0;0)whiletheotherism oved outalonga crystalaxisto

(10;0).In Fig.3b theim puritiesare�xed at(� 1;0)and

(+ 1;0)while the STM tip ism oved from (0;0)to (8;0).

Asseen from both �guresthere are strong variationsin

the LDO S in agreem ent with previous studies without

the extra tunnelling e�ect15;17.
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FIG .3. (a) D O S at (0;0) as a function of the distance

between two nonm agnetic im purities (here: t
0
= � = 0:0).

O ne im purity is �xed at (0;0) while the other m oves from

(0;0) (top) to (10;0) (bottom ). (b) the im purities are �xed

at (� 1;0) while the STM tip is m oved from (0;0) (top) to

(8;0) (bottom ). The di�erence between each scan is 0.2 lat-

tice constantsand the graphsare o�-setforclarity.
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FIG .4. Sam e asFig.3 butforthe d-density wave state.

Thenum berofapparentresonances,theirenergeticposi-

tion and width strongly depend on theim purity con�gu-

ration and theposition oftheSTM tip.In particular,for

certain im purity separations the resonances com pletely

disappear. In Fig. 4 we show the LDO S for the sam e

im purity and STM positions as in Fig. 3 but for the

DDW state. Clearly,strong quantum interference be-

tween the two nonm agneticim puritiesalso existsin this

state. However,by com parison with Fig 3 it is evident

that the additionalresonance states in the DSC allows

one to distinguish this from the DDW phase. W e have

perform ed identicalcalculationsto theonespresented in

Fig. 3-4 forother(butstilllarge)valuesofthe scatter-

ing potentialU ,and always�nd qualitatively the sam e

interferencepattern.

Asm entioned above,the resonancessplitwhen two im -

purities are in close proxim ity. It is therefore nontriv-

ialthatonly a single,nondispersive peak is seen in e.g.

Fig. 4b. This is closely connected to the particular

STM scan and one m ay worry about the robustness of

this result. However,we always�nd that wheneverthe

im purity positions are invariant under m irror reection

through the STM scan line,only a single nondispersive

peak rem ains30 in theDDW state.Im portantly,forthese

sam econ�gurationswe �nd the alternating double peak

structure(sim ilartoFig.3b,5b)tobearobustfeaturein

thesuperconductingphase.Furtherm ore,asexpected for

a d-wave gap17,we �nd (not shown)that the quantum

interference patterns are longer ranged along the nodal

directionsthan along the Cu-O bonds.

Asexpected from thediscussion ofthesingleim purity in

theDDW state,weend thissection by noting thatwhen

t0 = 0:0,� 6= 0:0 the interference pattern isidenticalto

thatshown in Fig.4 exceptfora shifted (by � �)energy

range.

C .tw o im purities,t-t
0
band

W e now turn to the quasi-particledispersion given by

Eqn. (7) with t0 = � 0:3t,� = � 0:9t. In this case we

know from Fig. 1a and Fig. 2a that the clean DO S

is clearly di�erent in the DDW and DSC states. This

section serves as an illustration of the im portance of

the quasi-particle dispersion in the �nalLDO S.Fig. 5

showsthe LDO S in the superconducting phasefrom the

sam e STM and im purity positionsasFig. 3. Itisclear

thatagain the strong interference between the im purity

wavefunctions survive the �ltering e�ect and pose new

constraints on the potential scattering scenario versus

m ore strongly correlated m odels5. W e note thatdespite

the very di�erent band structure used to calculate the

LDO S in Fig. 3 and Fig. 5,the overallevolution ofthe

resonancesisquite sim ilarexceptthatthe apparentres-

onancesare shifted to higherenergiesfor the t-t0 band.

As m entioned above,it has been previously suggested

thatthe nested (t-t0)band isappropriate forthe DDW

(DSC)state22.In thatcaseweneed com pareFig.4 and

Fig. 5. As opposed to the single im purity LDO S,the

4



con�guration in Fig.4b and Fig.5b again allowsoneto

distinguish the DDW and DSC statesby the num berof

resonancepeaks.Thisiscontrary to Fig.4a and Fig.5a

which arerem arkably sim ilar.
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FIG .5. Sam e asFig.3 butfort
0
= � 0:3tand � = � 0:9t.
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FIG .6. Sam e as Fig. 5 but for the d-density wave state.

Note the energy range.The peaksevidentin these scansare

the shifted D DW gap edges(notim purity resonances).

In the DDW phase we know from the single im purity

case that the current choice ofband param eters leads

to strongly overdam ped im purity resonances (Fig. 1c).

However,forcom pletenesswe show the calculated STM

scans in Fig. 6. As expected the quantum interference

isweak and causesonly m inorchangesin the DDW gap

edges.Furtherm ore,the LDO S shown in Fig.6 changes

only slightly upon varying U orthe im purity positions.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

In sum m ary we have shown that a system atic STM

study around two nonm agnetic im purities can clearly

distinguish the DSC and DDW phases. In particular,

we suggestto perform STM scanswith the positionsof

the im purities being invariantunder a m irror reection

through the scan line. Even forthe nested band,where

the clean and the single im purity LDO S are nota good

probe forthe underlying state,thissituation providesa

robusttestforDSC versusDDW order.

The im purities are m odelled aspotentialscatterersand

theresultsposefurthertestson thisapproach.An im por-

tantquestion rem ainswhetherphaseuctuationspresent

about Tc in the pseudo-gap state are strong enough to

wash outtheinterferencepatterns.Thiswillbediscussed

in a future publication31. It would also be interesting

to study sim ilar m ultiple im purity interference e�ects

within other pseudo-gap m odels and within other pro-

posed scenariosfor the resonancesaround nonm agnetic

im purities in d-wave superconductors. In particular,

within m odelsexplaining thesingleim purity LDO S asa

K ondo resonancearising from a con�ned spinon5;32,one

m ay expectm ore novelchangesasthe distance between

twononm agneticim puritiesisdecreased.Thisisbecause

the costoffrustrated dim ersdecrease in thislim itm ak-

ing itunfavorableto break anotherdim er,and henceno

spin isexpected nearthe nonm agneticim purities.
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