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Two nonm agnetic in purities in the D SC and DDW state of the cuprate
superconductors as a probe for the pseudogap

Brian M ller A ndersen

rsted Laboratory, N iels Bohr Institute, Universitetsparken 5, DK 2100 C openhagen

, Denm ark

M arch 22, 2024)

T he quantum interference betw een tw o nonm agnetic in purities is studied num erically in both the
d-w ave superconducting (O SC) and the d-density wave O DW ) state. In all calculations we include
the tunnelling through excited states from the CuO ,; planesto the B layerprobed by the STM tip.
Com pared to the single in purity case, a system atic study of the m odulations of the two-im puriy
local density of states can distinguish between the D SC or DDW states. This is in portant if the
origin of the pseudogap phase is caused by preform ed pairs or DDW order. Furthem ore, in the
D SC state the study ofthe LD O S around two nonm agnetic in purities provide further tests for the
potential scattering m odel versus m ore strongly correlated m odels.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The study of m agnetic and nonm agnetic im purities in
the CuO , plnes of the H igh-T . superconductors is far
from settled. E xperin entally, the local density of states
(LDOS) measured by scanning tunneling m icroscopy
(STM ) In BLSnCaCuy,0g; BSCCO) around a non-—
m agnetic Inpurity such as Zn digplays a sharp peak
close to the Ferm ilevelon the im purity site ang @ second
maxinum on the next-nearest neighbor sited?. The-
oretically, the question rem ains whether a traditional
potential scattering fom alisn 2% orm ore strongly corre-
lated m odels’ are needed to describe the in purity e ects.
Though still a sub fct of controversy, it was recently
shown that at least for weak in purities a potential scat—
tering scenario qualitatively agreeg w-ith the m easured
results for optin ally doped B sC c0?2{td. Furthem ore, 1
wasshown by M artin et alll that both the energetics and
the gpatial dependence of the resonance state around a
strong potential scatterer (e4g. Zn) can be accounted for
by Incliding the tunnelling (the Ilter) through excited
states from the Gu0O ; planesto the top B layer probed
by the STM tip4. There is also evidence from nuckar
m agnetic resonance (NM R ) m easurem entsthat m agnetic
m om ents are Induced around nonm agnetic in pu]::itjeijn .
In this paper we assum €, how ever, that the large poten—
tial scattering o the Inpurity site itself is dom inating
the nallDOS.

Recently the experim ental abiliy to manipulate the
positions of surface Im purities has increased the inter—
est In quantum Interference phenom ena between mul-
tiple mpuritdes. This includes the physics of quan-—
tum m iragesti and, various m ultiple inpurity e ects in
superconductort3{L8 . For exam pl, it was shown in Ref.
17 that In puriy Interference can be utilized asa sensitive
probe for the gap symm etry of exotic superconductors.
M otivated by the experim ental progress we com pare the
expected LDO S around one and two strong nonm ag—
netic mpurities in either the d-wave superconducting

O SC) or the ddensity wave ODW ) state. Though
still controversial we include the Ier e ect in all the
calculations presented below . A s has becom e clear only
recent’24127, we stress that the probed in purities need
be well sgparated (10-50 lattice constants) from other
possible defects.

The DDW state was recently proposad as a m odel for
the pseudo—gap state of the cuprate&g. . Any di erence
In the mpurity modied LDO S between the DSC and
DDW statesm ay revealthe hidden DDW order and dis—
tinguish between the scenario of preformm ed pairs versus
static staggered arhital currents as the origin for the
pseudo-gap statd123. Recently, there has been sev-

eral other,proposals to probe the DDW order in the
cuprate324.

II.MODEL

In this section we brie y discuss the m odels for the
DSC and DDW states and how to calculate the LDO S
around several inpuritiess. The BCS G reens function
¢%;i!,) or the unperturbed d-wave superconductor
is given by

G kiiln) = Bla’o

&)™ &)*1] 7 @)

where © denotes the Paulim atrices in Nam bu space, %
being the 2 2 dentity m atrix, () the quasiparticlke
dispersion, and !, is a M atsubara frequency. For a
system wih d,: ,2-wave pairing symmetry, () =
- (cosky) cosky)).
In,the DDW state the mean— eld Ham iltonian is given
bytd
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wherec}: creates an electron w th m om entum k and spin
,Q = (;)andD k)= 5 (cosky) cosky)). Be-
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Iow, (¢ = D= 50meV and the lattice constant is set
to uniy. T he large value of the gap corresponds roughly
to the experim entally m easured m axin um gap in the un—
derdoped regin e of BSCCO .

T he G reens function forthe clean DDW state is given by
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erform ing the Fourier transm , G° (rj;ry;il,) =
0 G0 kik%il ek F ik ¥ of the G reens function
w ith reference to the entries ofEqgn. @) gives
20 X 0 0 i
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w ith the sum extending over the reduced B rillouin zone.
T he presence of scalar in purities ism odelled by the fol-
Iow Ing delta-fiinction potentials

Ho= vy ©)
fig

where ft; is the density operator on site i. Here fig de—
notes the set of lattice sites hosting the In purities and
U; is the strength of the corresponding e ective poten—
tial. In this article all the presented results arise from

Inpurities m odelled by a potential, U =  15t, corre-
soonding to 4:5eV. In the DSC state this U gener—
ates resopanees at a few meV for a single nonm agnetic
i puriy?®@23 . The large scak of this potential renders
thee ectson the LD O S from correctionsto other energy
scales around the In purity site less im portant. For in—
stance, we have checked that gap suppression near the
In purity or slightly larger spatial extension of the in —
purity does not qualitatively a ect the results reported
below . In general these e ects tend to push the reso-
nances slightly further towards zero bias. W e have also
perform ed calculations (ot shown here) w ith other val-
ues of U and comm ent on the results below .

The fi1ll G reens fiunction ¢ (r;!) In the presence of the
In purities can be obtained by solving the realspace
G orkov-D yson equation

1
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T he size of the m atrices in this equation depends on the
num ber of im purities and the din ension of the Nambu
space. W e have previously utilized thism gthod to study
the electronic structure around in puritied? and vortipes
that operate as pinning centers of surrounding st:c:ipeﬁ_)-I .
Thism ethod is identical to the traditionalT -m atrix for-
m alim . H owever, or a num erical study of several in pu—
rities at arbirary positionswe nd it easierto solveEqgn.

6 directly.
The 2D Fourder transform of the clean G reens function
G%k;!) is perform ed num erically by dividing the rst
B rillouin zone into a 800 800 lattice and introducing a
quasiparticle energy broadening of = ImeV wih de-

ned from the analytic contihuation i!, ! ! + i . The
di erential tunnelling conductance is proportionalto the
LDO S which is detem Ined from the in aginary part of
the 111G reens function.
So far nothing has been said about the form the band-
structure. It is still controversial which quasiparticle
energy applies to the DSC and DDW state£d2924 . The
expression for (k) isin portant since it willin uence the

nallLDO S around the Im puriies. W e illustrate this In
the llow ing by studying two generic band structures:
the nested situation, and a t+° band believed to be rel-
evant for BSCCO around 10% hol doping. W ih the
notation k)= (k) , and

k)= 2t (cosky)+ cosky)) 4tcoslky)cosky); (7)

t ) refers to the nearest (extnearest) neighbor hop—
pihg integraland is the chem icalpotential. T he nested
situation corresponds to t°= = 00 whilke the param -
eters for the 10% hole doped band are: t = 300me&v,
t = 03tand = 09t. These param eters corre—
spond to the onespreviously studied fora single In purity
by M or?4. As discussed :n Ref. 22 there are physi
cal reasons to expect the nested band to be relevant for
the DDW state and the t+° band fr the DSC phase.
H owever, recent photoeam ission m easurem ents on LSCO
by Zhou et a129 observed a Fem i surface consisting of
straight lines connecting the antinodalregionswhich m ay
Indicate that the nested band ism ore relevant for im pu-—
rity studies In LSCO .Thuswe nd i In portant for study
both casesbelow .
In the results presented we inclide the LDOS

pltertl. This e ect modies the LDOS, (r!) =
Lian@F (¢ 4), by nciding the fur nearest Cu

neighbors in the underlying CuO, lyer, j, (r) !

nlt+ ex)+ @ ex) n T+ ey) nir ey

Here e; denote the unit vectors in the CuO, plne. It
is In portant to keep In m ind that the ltering e ect is
still controversial. H ow ever, determ Ining experim entally
the Interference e ects around two in purities in the D SC

state m ay help resolve the relevance of the lter.

IIT.RESULTS
A . single Im purity

B efore studying the two in purity interference e ects it
isworthwhile to brie y review the single in purity LDO S
In theDSC and DDW states and discuss the In uence of
the Ier.W ithout the tunneling Ierwe-,nd L1llagree-
m ent w ith previously published result<23241€3 W ewin



see that a single in purity is not a good probe for distin—
guishing between these two states.

In the DDW phase one can utilize Eqn. (:4) and 6'_6)

to calculate the fiull G reens function & (ri;ry;il,) =

COm ry;il)+ G0 (il )T @a)E0( ry;il,) with the
Tmatrix given by, T A!,)= UL UG®(©;i'n)] . The
single resonance condiion, 1 = URe[G 9(0;!)], has been
previoush goadied orthe DDW state w ithout the Xer—

nge ect?d{2d. & iswellknown that the resulting LDOS
strongly depends on the band structure. In Fig. -La we
plot the DOS in the clean DDW state for the nested
and the tt° band without the Iter. Even though the
above resonance condition is satis ed at certain energies
orthe t+’band, we expect the large value ofthe DO S at
all frequencies to overdam p the im purity peaks. This is
contrary to the nested situation where a sharp in puriy
resonance is allowed to appear in the gap. This is clearly
veri ed in Fig. ilb (c) which depicts the LDOS for the
nested (tt”) set of band param eters including the Ier.
The peaks In Fig. -r_]:c are not In purity resonances (note
scak), which are overdam ped, but sinply the shifted
DDW gap edges. The impuriy can only slightly m od—
ify the am plitude of these gap edges. W e note that it is
t® which causes the inpurity resonances to be strongly
overdamped. W hen t°= 0, 6 0 the density of states
always vanishes at m inus the chem jcalpotenu'aﬁl: allow —
Ing a welkde ned resonance peak to appear.

As is evident from Fig. :]:b the m ost in portant In u-—
ence ofthe Iteristo shift the LDO S maxinum from the
nearest neighbors to the In purity site and nduge a sec—
ond m axin um on the next-nearest neighbor site®d. This
welght redistribution is-identical to the situation in the
superconducting phasetl.

In the DSC state, the clean DOS is plbtted in Fig. da
for both the nested and the t+° band. By com parison
to Fig. -La we see the well known resul that the nested
DO S is identical forthe clean DDW and D SC phase. In—
deed thism otivated the origihalstudies of sihgle jm purity
resonances in the DSC versus DDW state£%{83. The
single In purity resonance condition in the D SC phase,
1 = UReBG?(0; !)], generates peaks at positive and
negative energies around a single nonm agnetic in puriy.
However, the m a prity of the quasiparticle weight m ay
reside on only one of these resonancedt’.

20 40 60 0 15 90 45 0
FIG.1.DOS (arb. units) as a function ofenergy m &V ) in
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theDDW state: (@) forthe clean system w ith nested (solid) or
t+° (dashed) band. ) DOS at (0;0) (solid), (1;0) (dashed),

d (1;1) (dash-dotted) for a nested band w ith the in puriy
at (0;0). (c) same as (b) but ora t+’ band.
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FIG.2. Same as Fig. il but for the D SC state.

It is evident from both Fig. db and Fig. dc that indeed
only one resonance has wejght. This is contrary to the
situation without the Ier?4. Thus by com paring F ij.
:;I:b to Fig. :_Zb (or :_Zc) the result is two alm ost identical
gures. T herefore, since no qualitative di erence is guar-
anteed to exist the single nonm agentic im purity cannot
easily distinguish the D SC and DDW phases . H owever,
as shown below , the interference betw een several in puri-
ties can be utilized to tune the am plitude ofthe potential
resonances and thus clearly distinguish the phases.
The inpurity LDO S plotted iIn Fig. '1. and Fig. d was
for U = 15t. Though of less experin ental relevance,
we brie y m ention another di erence between the D SC
and DDW states. This relates to the fate of the reso-
nance In theunitary limit, U ! 1 : fortheDDW phase
the resonance energy approachesm inus the chem icalpo—
tential, ! = , whereas i approaches the Fem i level
In the DSC phase (except or a an all residual engryy
shift caused by a possblk partickhol asymm etry29).
The di erent resonance energy @sU ! 1 ) arises from
the way the chem ical pﬁtentjal enters the bands of the
clean DDW, € &) = 3 k)2+ D (k)?,_ J and DSC
€ kK= G&3I )2+ &) ?) sate?®i.

B .two im purities, nested band

In generalwhen severalin purities are in close proxin —
ity the resonances split, and one expects to see additional
peaks in the density of states. T he evolution ofthe LDO S
asa function ofdistance and angular ordentation betw een
tw o nonm agnetic in purities in thg D SC state has been
already studied by several authord {2l m the oliow-
Ing we elaborate on this work by a num erical study of
the LD O S including the Xering e ect and study for the

rst tin e the quantum interference between two strong
nonm agnetic in purities in the DDW state. In the super—
conducting phase F ig. -'_i%a show s the resulting LDO S for
the nested band when one in purity is xed at the origin
(0;0) while the other ism oved out along a crystalaxisto
(10;0). n Fig. :_3'b the In puritiesare xed at ( 1;0) and
(+1;0) while the STM tip ismoved from (0;0) to (8;0).
A s seen from both gures there are strong variations in
the LDO S In agreem ent w-ih previous studies w ithout
the extra tunnelling e ect%327.
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FIG.3. (@) DOS at (0;0) as a function of the distance
between two nonm agnetic In purities (here: = = 00).
One Impurity is xed at (0;0) whilke the other m oves from
(0;0) (top) to (10;0) (pottom ). (o) the Impurities are xed
at ( 1;0) while the STM tip ismoved from (0;0) (top) to
(8;0) (oottom ). The di erence between each scan is 02 lat—
tice constants and the graphs are o -set for clarity.
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FIG .4. Sameastg.:_ibutﬁ)rthe d-density wave state.

T he num ber of apparent resonances, their energetic posi-
tion and w idth strongly depend on the In purity con gu-—

ration and the position ofthe STM tip. In particular, for
certain In purity separations the resonances com pltely
disappear. In Fi. -'_4 we show the LDO S for the same
inpurity and STM positions as in Fig. 3 but for the
DDW state. Clearly, strong quantum interference be—
tween the two nonm agnetic in purities also exists in this
state. However, by com parison w ith Fjg:_I% it is evident
that the additional resonance states in the D SC allow s
one to distinguish this from the DDW phase. W e have
perform ed identical calculations to the ones presented in
Fig. ::q’-:ff for other (out still Jarge) values of the scatter—
Ing potential U, and always nd qualitatively the sam e
Interference pattem.

A sm entioned above, the resonances golit when two in —
purities are In close proxin ity. It is therefore nontriv—
ialthat only a single, nondispersive peak is seen In eg.
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 whenever the
In puriy posiions are Invariant under m irror re ection
through the STM scan line, only a single nondispersive
peak rem ain€d in theDDW state. In portantly, for these
sam e con gurationswe nd the altemating double peak
structure (sin ilarto Fig. gb;5b) to be a robust feature in
the supercongucting phase. Furthem ore, as expected for
a dwave gap?l, we nd (ot shown) that the quantum
Interference pattems are longer ranged along the nodal
directions than along the Cu-© bonds.

A s expected from the discussion ofthe single Im purity in
the DDW state, we end this section by noting that when
%= 00, 6 00 the interference pattem is identical to
that shown in Fig. 4 except ora shifted oy ) energy
range.

C .two im purities, t+° band

W e now tum to the quasiparticle dispersion given by
Eqn. () wih = 03t, = 09t. In this case we
know from Fig. :}'a and Fig. :g:a that the clean DO S
is clearly di erent In the DDW and D SC states. This
section serves as an illustration of the im portance of
the quasiparticle dispersion in the nalLDOS.Fig. "_E]'
show s the LD O S in the superconducting phase from the
sam e STM and iIn puriy positions as F ig. -_3 It is clear
that again the strong interference between the in purity
wavefiinctions survive the Xtering e ect and pose new
constraints on the potential scattering scenario versus
m ore strongly correlated m ode]é . W e note that despite
the very di erent band structure used to calculate the
ILDOS n Fi. :_3 and F i. :;IZJD, the overall evolution of the
resonances is quite sin ilar exoept that the apparent res—
onances are shifted to higher energies for the t-t° band.
A s mentioned above, i has been previously suggested
that the nested (t+t°) band is appropriate or the DDW
D SC) statd?4. In that case we need com pare F ig. 4 and
Fig. E A's opposed to the single Inpurity LDO S, the
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con guration in Fig. :ffb and Fig. n_ﬁb again allow s one to
distinguish the DDW and D SC states by the num ber of
resonance peaks. T his is contrary to F ig. :ﬁfa and F ig. :ﬁa
which are rem arkably sin ilar.

U
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FIG.5.SameasFig. pbut ort’= O3tand = 09t
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FIG.6. Same asFig. ::E: but for the d-density wave state.
N ote the energy range. T he peaks evident in these scans are
the shiffed DDW gap edges (not im purity resonances).

In the DDW phase we know from the single inpuriy
case that the current choice of band param eters leads
to strongly overdam ped in purity resonances F ig. :!:c) .
However, for com plteness we show the calculated STM

scans In Fig. :_é A s expected the quantum interference
isweak and causes only m nor changes in the DDW gap
edges. Furthem ore, the LDO S shown in Fig. -'_6 changes
only slightly upon varying U or the in purity positions.

Iv.CONCLUSION

In summ ary we have shown that a system atic STM

study around two nonm agnetic in purities can clearly
distinguish the DSC and DDW phases. In particular,
we suggest to perform STM scans w ith the positions of
the in purities being invariant under a m irror re ection
through the scan line. Even for the nested band, where
the clean and the singl in purity LDO S are not a good
probe for the underlying state, this situation provides a
robust test orD SC versusDDW order.
T he In purities are m odelled as potential scatterers and
the resultspose furthertestson thisapproach. An in por-
tant question rem ainswhetherphase uctuationspresent
about T, in the pseudo-gap state are strong enough to
wash out the interferengepattems. T hisw illbe discussed
in a fiture publication®%. Tt would also be interesting
to study sim iar multiple inpurity interference e ects
w ithin other pseudo-gap m odels and w ithin other pro—
posed scenarios for the resonances around nonm agnetic
Inpurities In d-wave superconductors. In particular,
w ithin m odels explaining the single in purity LD,Q S as a
K ondo resonance arising from a con ned spjnon@@%', one
m ay expect m ore novel changes as the distance betw een
tw 0 nonm agnetic In purities isdecreased. T his isbecause
the cost of frustrated din ers decrease in this lim it m ak—
Ing it unfavorable to break another dim er, and hence no
sodn is expected near the nonm agnetic in purities.
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