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U nam biguous evidence for extended s-w ave pairing sym m etry in hole-doped
high-tem perature superconductors
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W e have analyzed data from angle resolved photoem ission spectroscopy, Fourder transform scan-—
ning tunnelling spectroscopy, and Ilow-tem perature themm al conductivity for optim ally doped
BiSnCaCuz0g+y In order to discrin inate between d-wave and extended swave pairing sym m etry.
The com bined data are Inconsistent w ith d-wave sym m etry, but quantitatively consistent w ith ex—
tended swave symm etry w ith eight line nodes. W e also consistently explain all the phase—sensitive

experin ents.

The phenom enon of superconductivity involves the
pairing of electrons into C ooper pairs [_]:]. The intermal
wavefiinction (gap function) ofthese C ooper pair obey a
certain symm etry which re ects the underlying pairing
m echanign . It is known that conventional superconduc—
tors (eg. Pb and Nb) possess an swave gap symm etry
that re ects the phonon m ediated electron-electron pair-
ng 'E.']. On the other hand, the gap symm etry of high—
tem perature cuprate superconductors has been a topic
of ntense debate for over fteen years. T hree symm etry
contenders have been isotropic swave, d-wave and ex—
tended swave, as depicted in Fig. 1. Both d-wave and
extended swave have line nodes and change sign when
a node is crossed. A m a prity of experin ents testing the
symm etry (eg. penetration depth, them al conductiv—
iy, and speci c heat m easurem ents) have pointed to the
existence of line nodes in the gap function E{:_ﬂ]. Q ualita—
tively, these experin ents are consistent w ith both d-wave
and extended swave gap functions.
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FIG.1l. Three alowed pairing sym m etries appropriate for
CuO; planes in the high-T. superconductors. Both d-wave
and extended swave have line nodes and change signs when
a node is crossed.

There has been much experin ental evidence for a
dwave symm etry of superconducting condensate (or-
der param eter) for holedoped cuprate superconduc—
tors. In particular, phase—sensitive experin ents based
on planar Josephson tunneling t_é] appear to pro—
vide com pelling evidence for a d-wave order param e-
ter sym m etry. Further, som e angle resolved photoem is—
sion spectroscopy ARPES) studies on nearly optin ally
doped B1SrCaCuy0gry ®SCCO) [d] show a very

anisotropic gap that m ay be consistent w ith d-w ave sym —
m etry. A sa resul, there isa w idespread beliefthat the d-
wave gap symm etry isnow m ly established. N everthe—
Jess, there is also overw helm ing evidence favoring an ex—
tended swavegap @ 14 symm etry) t_é,:_l-g] Thisevidence

Inclides data from phase-sensitive experin ents based on

out-ofplane Josephson tunneling [l-]_: {:_1@], ARPES stud-
deson heavily overdoped BSCCO f_l-g], single-particle tun—
neling spectroscopy {l-ﬁ], Ram an spectroscopy of heavily

overdoped cuprates Ea], Nonlinear M eissner e ect [1_7],
and Inelastic neutron scattering f_l-gl] T he m easurem ents

of the physical properties that are related to low en-
ergy quasiparticle excitations i@'{:lj'] have de niively ex—
clided a nodeless swave gap symm etry, but cannot dis—
tinguish between d-wave and extended sw ave unless one

m akes quantitative com parisons between theory and ex-—
perin ent.

A though there are m ore experim ents favoring ex-—
tended swave than d-wave gap sym m etry t_Ss,:_l-Q‘], the ex—
tended swave evidence hasbeen lesswellknown and un-—
dervalied. If the gap symm etry for hole-doped cuprate
superconductors is extended swave, can we consistently
explain all the phase—sensitive experin ents?

T he next question is: If the intrinsic bulk gap sym —
m etry is extended swave, can we de nitively explain the
ARPES data or BSCCO? The ARPES data reported
In the 1995 paper Q-g‘i] for a slightly overdoped BSCCO
sam plewith T, = 87K are consistent w ith an extended s-
wave gap symm etry. In contrast, the other ARPES data
reported in the 1996 paper t_g] forthe sam e sam ple, which
were m easured by the sam e group w ith the sam e energy
and m om entum resolutions, are consistent with a sim —
pl d-wave gap function. Now a question arises: W hich
ARPES data are more reliable. One can easily check
that both the Fem isurface FS) and superconducting
gaps reported in the 1995 paper are in perfect agreem ent
w ith those determ ined by independent and very precise
Fouriertransform scanning tunnelling spectroscopic E T -
ST S) data 0] (also seeF ig.2below ) . TheF'S reported in
the 1995 paper is also In excellent agreem ent w ith that
recently determm ined using the symm etrization m ethod,
them ost reliablem ethod to extract the FS from ARPES
data P1]. This indicates that the 1995 ARPES data are
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reliable because they are In perfect agreem ent w ith three
independent sets of data, which are very precise and in

perfect agreem ent w ith each other. In contrast, the FS

and superconducting gaps reported in the 1996 paper E]

are wello from those detem ined from the very pre—
cise FT-STS data (see Ref. f_Z-C_i]). M oreover, the FS re—
ported in the 1996 paper ig] disagrees signi cantly w ith
that determ ined recently from the reliable sym m etriza—
tion method P1]. This inplies that the 1996 ARPES

data are not reliable because they are not consistent w ith

other three independent sets of data, w hich are very pre—
cise and In perfect agreem ent w ith each other.

40_---|---|"'|"'|
BSCCO

30

o FT-STS

20

A (meV)

10 |

0 20 40 60 80
Angle 0 (degree)

FIG. 2. The anglke dependence of the superconduct-
ing gap () In the Y quadrant for slightly overdoped
BLSrCaCuz0s4+y crystals with To = 8687 K. The gaps
are extracted from ARPES data [L9] (solid circles) or from
FT-STS data RQ] (open circles). The solid line is the best
tted curve by Eq.1l. Here is the angle m easured from the

Cu-O bonding direction.

In Fig.2 we plot the angle dependence ofthe supercon—
ductinggap ( ) In Y quadrant for a slightly overdoped
BSCCO wih T. = 8687 K .The gaps are independently
detem ined from ARPES [19]and FT -ST S studies PG]on
sin lar BSCCO crystals. It is strikking that two indepen—
dent data sets are right on top ofeach other in the angle
range accessble toboth ARPES and F'T ST S. T he other
two sets ofthe ARPES data t_é,@-g‘] arewello from the
FT-ST S data points {_Z-C_i] due to the unreliable extraction
ofthe FS (see the above discussion). O nly the gap near
the antinodaldirection is found to be the sam e In allthe
threem easurem ents H,:_L@;_Zg: ], suggesting that the error in
the FS has little e ect on the accuracy ofthe gap extrac—
tion along the antinodaldirection. Based on the reliable
1995 ARPES data (see the above discussion), it is appar-
ent that thegap at = 45 is nite rather than zero for
this nearly optin ally doped BSCCO . T his is further sup—
ported by another set of the ARPES data for a heavily

overdoped BSCCO wih T, = 60 K, which clearly shows
thatthegapat = 45 isabout9 2mevV Ref. {_l-é_j'])
cent ARPES data for Pb-doped BSCCO wih T, = 70 K
also indicate that the kink energies in the electronic dis—
persion along the \nodal" and antinodaldirectionsdi er
by lessthan 6m eV (seeFig.4b in Ref. P3]). Thisinplies
that the gaps along the \nodal" and antinodaldirections
di er by less than 6 m eV, and that the gap along the
\nodal" direction is about 10 m €V if the gap along the
antinodaldirection isabout 16 m eV .These ARPES data
thus suggest that the anisotropy between the gap at
= 45 and at =0 decreases wih doping. This conclu—
sion is also consistent w ith R am an scattering data, which
Indicate that the gap di erence between = 0 and 45
becom es negligbly sm all for heavily overdoped BSCCO
and TLBa,CuO ¢y y Ref. [6]).

W e can t the combined data points in Fig. 2 by an
extended swave gap fiinction:

J ()= J (cos4 + s)+ A cos8 I @

Here we Include the next ham onic term cos8 of the
extended swave symm etry to account for the high har-
m onic correction to the Fem i surface. O ne can clearly
see that the t is excellent with the tting param eters:

=194346) mevV, s = 0874(@Q2) and A = 2.01(41)
meV .From the tted curve, we nd that the line nodes
are located at , = 36.7 and 533 in the st quadrant,
and the maximum gap is 343 m €V . Since the Intrinsic
buk maxinum gap for the optin ally doped BSCCO is
3334m eV, asseen from Intrinsic tunneling spectroscopy
4], we conclude that the top CuO ; layer of this slightly
overdoped BSCCO is optim ally doped.

Because the ARPES detem ined gap near the antin—
odal direction is very accurate with an uncertainty of

15mev Ref. [_19']), we can tonly the FT-STS data
w ith a constraint that the tted curve is exactly through
one ARPE S data point near the antinodaldirection (the

rst ARPES data pont in Fig.2). Sucha t ladstoal
most the same tting param etersasthe t that includes
allthe ARPES data points.

TheFT-ST S data points alone could be also consistent
w ith a d-wave gap function:

j ()j=Jjwm [ B)cos2 + B cos6 i @)

Here cos6 isthe next ham onic term of the d-w ave gap
fanction. M cElroy et al. 0] ttheir FT-STS data by
Eq.:_j. Thebest tladstothe ttingparameters: y =
393meV and B = 0.182. A lthough thedwave tisalso
good, the tted maxinum gap (393 meV) iswell above
the valie 34 15meV) fund from ARPES Ref. [[9))
Because the upper lim it of the antinodalgap is bounded
by the peak position of the spectrum , which is 35 m &V
below the Fem i level [l‘j. the tted maxinum gap (393
m eV ) is unphysical.

In orderto de niively exclide the d-wavegap symm e-
try, one could quantitatively com pare both d-wave and



extended sw avepredictionsw ith otherexperin ents. O ne
such prediction isthe linear slope ofthe low -tem perature
electronic them al conductivity, =T, which is directly
related to theFem ivelocity v andm om entum kg in the
nodal directions, and the slope S = d ( )/d at nodes.
T he form er tw o quantities can be ocbtained from ARPES
data while the Jatter one can be readily calculated from
the gap function deduced from a t. T he residualthem al
conduction isdue to a uid of zero-energy quasiparticles
Induced by the pairbreaking e ect of in purity scatter-
Ing near the nodes In the gap. Calculations for the heat
transport by nodalquasiparticles In two din ensions give
a general expression [_25]
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w here n=d is the stacking density of CuO , planes, v, =

S=(hk ), and N is the number of nodes per quadrant.
Rem arkably, theory P5] predicts that =T is indepen—
dent of im purity concentration and that Eq. EZ{ is still
valid even when vertex and Ferm iliquid corrections are
taken into account. T his m akes them al conductiviy a
very robust probe of the nodalquasiparticle spectrum in
anisotropic superconductors.

A detailed ARPES study on BSCCO [26] show s that
v dependson angle bengmaximum at = 45 whike
kr only hasaweak angle dependence (ky =0.74A ! near

= 45 ). Thew ( ) can be evaluated from a linear tto
the band dispersions (energy distribution curves) above a
kink energy (@bout 50 m eV below the Fem ilevel) . From
them iddle colum n ofFig.4 in Ref. [_2§'],we estim ate that
h¥=140 VA or = 45 and h¥ =116 VA Por =
385 . Ifwe lnearly extrapolate v wih , we obtain
hy = 1.09 VA at an extended swave gap nodalangle
of 5, = 36.7 deduced above for the optim ally doped
top CuO, layer of BSCCO . Sin ilarly, we estimn ate hw
= 0.69 evA for = 258, which is one of the nodal
directions of the extended swave gap function deduced
for slightly overdoped YBa,Cuz0; y (see below). It is
interesting to note that thevaluie of v (1.05 10°m /s) at
thenodaldirectionsofYBa;Cuz07 , (YBCO) estin ated
from ARPES is very close to the value, 12 02) 10°
m /s, estin ated from the eld dependence ofthe n-plane
m agnetic penetration depth at low tem peratures I_Z-]']

TABLE I. The calculated values of

functions deduced from the best tsto the ARPES and FT-ST S data for the optin ally doped top layer of BSCCO
=T for optim ally doped BSCCO is about 02 mW /K?an (see text). Here d=n is the average

T he experim ental value of

W ith the values of h¥ and ky, we can now calcu—
late =T for the dwave and the extended swave gap
functions using E q.:_j . The calculated valuesof =T are
shown in the Jast coluim n ofTabl 1. Since the top CuO ,
layer of this slightly overdoped BSCCO is optin ally
doped, as discussed above, we should com pare the calcu—
lated values of =T wih the m easured one for an opti-
m ally doped BSCCO ,which isnot available. Fortunately,
it isknown that thevaluieof =T for slightly underdoped
cuprates is slightly higher than that for slightly over—
doped cuprates. T hiscan be seen clearly from the YBCO
system :  =T= 017 00lmW /K’an for slightly under-
doped YBa;CusOe:0 Ref. £8]) and =T= 012 0.02
mW /K?an for overdoped YBa,Cus0 7y E]. By anal
ogy, we should take the experim ental valie of =T to
be about 02 mW /K?an fr optin ally doped BSCCO,
which is slightly larger than that for slightly overdoped
BSCCO (015mW /KZan [B])

From Tabl 1, one can clkarly see that the predicted
valieof =T from the d-wavegap function is largerthan
the experin ental value by a factor of 2 whilk this value
from an extended swave gap m odelisw ithin 10% ofthe
experin entalvalue. T his indicates that the gap symm e~
try for the optim ally doped BSCCO is not d-wave but
extended swave.

For optimally doped YBa,Cu30¢.93, the measured

=T isabout 017mW /K?an Ref. Pd) and y ’ 30
m eV .Taking the d-wavegap form oqu?Q wihB = 0.182
and y = 30meV,wehave =T = 065mW /K?an,
w hich is larger than the m easured one by a factor of 4.

On the other hand, an extended swave gap function

()= 245(osd4 + 0225)m &V hasbeen deduced from a
single-particle tunneling spectrum for slightly overdoped
YBCO i_Si]. This gap function has Ine nodes located at

n= 258 and 642 in the rstquadrant.W ith hy =
0.69eVA (seeabove), kp= 0.74A 1,andS = 477 mev

(evaluated from the extended swave gap function), we
calulate =T = 012mW /K?an, . quantitative agree—
m ent w ith the m easured one (014 0.02mW /K 2an) Bl

T he above quantitative data analyses unam biguously
show that the gap symmetry for optimally doped
cuprates is extended swave. How could this conclision
be com patible w ith all the phase—sensitive experin ents?
T his issue can be resolved if we consider the fact that

=T for the optin ally doped BSCCO in tem s of the d-wave and extended swave gap

(see text).

separation between CuO, planes stacked along the c axis, , isthe angle of the nodaldirection, S = d ( )/d is the slope at

the node and N is the num ber of nodes per quadrant.

d=n @) n S/N (mev) hv (€VA) ke @ 1) Vr =V =T MW /KZ?an)
d-wave 7.72 45 2138 1.40 0.74 485 0378
Extended swave 7.2 36.7 286 1.09 0.74 282 0220




there are two types of charge carriers; one is intersite
bipolarons of oxygen holes and another is Ferm iliquid
type wih a large Fem i surface t_Z-gi] The Ferm iliquid
com ponent is nearly absent for the hole dopihgp < 0.1,
and increases m onotonically wih dopihg for p > 01
Ref. P9]). Further, i is shown that the BoseE instein
condensate ofbipolarons has d-w ave sym m etry [_§§i] Be-
cause the interfaces of grain-boundary junctions consist
of underdoped cuprates l?l:], the d-wave com ponent of
BoseE Instein condensate of bipolarons is dom inant at
the surface, In agreem ent w ith phase—sensitive experi-
m ents based on grain-boundary Josephson jinctions i_é].
Tt was also shown that the surface layer of a cuprate
crystalis underdoped when it is contacted w ith a nom al
metal l;sz_i] This can explain the observation of dom —
nant d-wave component in the comer SQUID experi-
m ents Bj;l_j] The extended swave symm etry for the
Ferm iliquid com ponent can naturally account for phase—
sensitive experim ents based on out-ofplane Josephson
tunneling Ii§']

In summary, we have analyzed data from angle
resolved photoen ission spectroscopy, Fourier trans-
form scanning tunnelling spectroscopy, and low-—
tem perature them al conductivity for optin ally doped
BiLSrnCaCu,03g+y In order to discrin inate between d-
wave and extended swave pairing symm etry. T he com —
bined data are inconsistent w ith d-wave sym m etry, but
quantitatively consistent w ith extended swave symm e~
try w ith eight line nodes.
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