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A ngle-resolved photoem ission spectra present two challenges for the d-density wave @ DW ) theory
ofthe pseudogap state ofthe cuprates: (1) hole pocketsnear ( =2; =2) are not observed, In apparent
contradiction with the assum ption of translational sym m etry breaking, and (2) there are no well-
de ned quasiparticlkes at the antinodal points, in contradiction w ith the predictions of m ean— eld
theory of this broken symm etry state. Here, we show how these puzzles can be resolved.

PACS num bers:

At rstglance,thed-density wave ODW ) proposalfor
the pseudogap state of the cupratest seem s to naturally
explain the principal anom aly In photoem ission spectra
in this state: the existenceofagap w th d,2 2 symm etry
w ithout superconductivity. However, sihoe DDW order
breakstranslationalsym m etry, thereby splitting the B rik-
Jouin zone into two m agnetic B rillouin zones, the Ferm i
surface in the rstm agnetic B rillouin zone should be du—
plicated in the second m agnetic Brillouin zone. Thus,
the Fem i surface consists of hole pockets, which is of
In portance in understanding a num ber of experin ents,
such as super uid densit?, Hallnumber, etc. H ow ever,
In angleresoled photoem ission spectroscopy ARPES)
In hole doped cuprates, Fem iarcs { not hole pockets {
are observed?. There is spectralweight in the rst, but
not the second m agnetic zone. In this paper, we show
from a careful analysis that Fem iarcs rather than hole
pockets are ndeed the consequences ofthe DDW theory
In ARPES.

A second in portant aspect of the proposalofa broken
symm etry state, even one of an unusual variety, is that
it is expected to support electronic quasiparticles which
are essentially Ferm iliquid lke, as they are n a BCS
superconductor. However, from ARPES in underdoped
sam ples no peak is ocbserved at the antinodal points in
the nom alstate, but one appears in the superconducting
state upon cooling This cbservation also nds a natu—
ral explanation within our theory2 W e show that the
antinodalquasiparticles, being relatively high-energy ex—
citations, decay by creating particle-hole pairs along the
Fermm iarcsin the DDW state. In contrast, in the d-wave
superconducting state O SC), or in the coexisting DDW
and D SC state, the Fem iarcs shrink to points, and the
decay rate is considerably reduced, resulting in a peak
In the spectral fuinction. This reduction is bolstered by
the suppression of the decay m atrix elem ent by the su—
perconducting coherence factors.

T he explanation discussed here involves interaction be—
tween quasiparticles, whose absolite m agniude is set
by a reasonable Hubbard-lke interaction of m agnitude
1.5 &V, but the precise m agnitude is of not m uch conse—
quence. Therem ay be other sources ofbroadening ofthe
quasiparticle peak, including uctuation e ects, bilayer
splitting, fractionalization, etc., which we do not address
here. W e m erely wish to point out that within the sin —

plest m ean
puzzls.

In ourmean eld analysis, and indeed In m any theo—
ries, the nodal quasipartcles, or excitations at the Fermm i
arcs, should In principle be sharp, which isnot entirely in
keepingw ith ARPES, although a fairly wellde ned peak
is observed both above and below the superconducting
transition tem perature, T.. Ik rem ains to be seen if the
present experim ental situation changesw ith tim e or not.

To establish our notation, we begin w ith a brief sum -
mary ofthemean eld theory of DDW . The Ham ilto-
nian H can be simply written in the rst m agnetic zone
by introducing the Paulim atrices , ., the dentity
m atrix I, a row vector &, ; i¢,,, ) and is
Hem iian adpint. T he electron destruction operators of
momentum k and soin  are cy; and the m omentum
Q= (;).Thus, K = H N isgiven by

eld picture ocfDDW , there are no obvious

K = ¥ T+ , 2+ Wy x x; 7 @)

Here is the chem ical potential and N is the num ber
operator. Note that K is com plex Hem iian, re ecting
broken tin e reversal symm etry. In the rst magnetic
zone, it isconveninttode ne , = 2 [ y:q ], where

x Is the electronic band structure. A standard Bogoli-
ubov transform ation diagonalizes the Ham ilttonian, but
shce Icommuteswith x and ., can not enter
the coherence factors, which are

2 1
R R @)
k 2 Ex
q__
whereEy =  (, )2+ W ?. The coherence factors m ust
trade placesask ! k+ Q ,which is a consistency check
as to why they cannot be functions of ]t The
energy eigenvalues are:
E, = , E&): 3)
TheDDW gap is assum ed to take the fomm :
W
Wy = OZCT) (cosk,  cosk) @)

T he electron spectral fiinction in a crystalneed not be
Invariant under translation by a reciprocal Jattice vector.
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In fact, i is weighted by the Fourder transform of the
relevant W annier orbials. If the W annier orbitals are -
functions, the spectralweight is the sam e In all B rillouin
zones. O n the otherhand, iftheW annierorbitalis spread
out spatially, then the spectralweight in higher B rillouin
zonesw illbevery an all,and I (! ;k+ G ) I(;k),where
I( ;k) is the angleresolved photoean ission intensity. In
the DDW state, the unit cell has been doubled. The
ooherence factors ug ;v tellus how the two sites w ithin
the uni cellare superposed, so vk =ux playsthe role ofthe
W annier fiinction. The corresponding spectral fiinction
In the DDW state is:

A (!;k
%=ui OB o+ L B+ 5)

k
Consider < 0, the case of hol doping, such that the
chem ical potential lies entirely in the valence band, so
that E, > 0. Then the ARPES intensity is

I(;k)/ ne (1)vi ! B+ ®)

Since vk+ g = Uk, the photoem ission Intensity in the st
and second m agnetic zonesdi eronly by these coherence
factors:

I(;k) / np (N)vE !
I(;k+Q) / np (N)ul !

E, + i (7)
E, + : 8)

For k In the st magnetic zone (ie. fork + Q in the
second m agnetic zone), ux vanishes when W , vanishes.
In other words, the photoeam ission intensity in the sec—
ond m agnetic zone vanishes along the diagonals. For
w avevectors close to the diagonals, the intensity goes as
W kz . Thus, the outer section ofthe hole pocketsw illhave
an all or even vanishing spectralweight, and m ay not be
detected In ARPES experin ents. T he spectralweight at
a typical point on the outer part of a hole pocket will
depend on various details, including the band structure,
the precise angular dependence ofthe DDW gap, etc.

A comm onk-usedm odel fortheband structure isgiven
by

. 4t° cosk, cosky ; ©)

X 2t(cosk + cosky): (10)

A generic parameter set is t = 03 v, t%=t = 03,
= 03 &V ; wih this set of param eters, the doping
¥velis 14 3% The Fem isurface with a typicalvalue of
W o (0) = 006 &V consists of four hole pockets as shown
in Fig.[l. The corresponding v2k appearing in the photoe—
m ission intensity is shown F ig.[J. Tt is clearthat only half
ofthe hole pocketsw illbe visbl in the ARPES spectra,
resulting In Fem i arcs, despoite the fact that the actual
Fem i surface consists of hole pockets® The resuls are
sim ilar for the second set of band structure param eters.
W e now tum to a discussion of the lifetim e of a quasi-
particle at the antinodalregion k close to ( ;0), where
the free electron Femn i surface crosses the band edge.
T he equation that determ lnesk is obtained by solving

Tt = 11)
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FIG.1l: The Fem isurface for W ( (0) = 0:06 €V . The band
structure param eters are de ned in the text.

FIG . 2: The coherence factor v, .
sam e as in Fig.[.

T he param eters are the

for k, . Antinodal quasiparticles at k have an energy

very close W o, the maxinum ofthe DDW gap. Hence,

they can scatter into a nearby wavevector w hile creating

a particle-hol pairnearthe Femm iarcs (the inner section

oftheholepockets). Thisisvery di erent from the situa-—
tion In the d-w ave superconducting state, w here there are
only Ferm ipoints, not arcs, as a resul ofwhich, there is
very little phase space for low -energy particle-hole pairs.
Secondly, the density of states is enhanced at the gap

edge, resulting in an abundance of available phase space
Into which the quasiparticle can be scattered. In the su—
perconducting state, this density of states enhancem ent
is cancelled by ocoherence factors. T hese coherence fac—
tors re ect the fact that the quasiparticles are neutral,
so they are only weakly scattered by interactions which

are coupled to charge.

W ew illset up the lifetin e calculation in fullgenerality,
assum Ing thatboth DDW and D SC orderparam etersare
present, and then vary the size ofthe D SC order param —
eter. In order to m ore easily com pare w th experim ental
results, we will assum e m ean— eld-like tem perature de—
pendence for the D SC gap so that we can digplay our



resuls as a tem perature-dependent decay rate.
Consider an iniial quasiparticle state of m omen-—

tum k; iIn the antinodal region (o be precise, k

ae ned above) and of enermgy E,, where Ex =

2, . }
€ k) Y+ 3 k)F. In the pseudogap state,
|
Z
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— =2 Mokt @) ki k k k) E,
1 koksks
R R 2 2 2
&k, d’ks d%k . .
where |\ = Ty @7 Mkikokak, ISamatrix

elem ent, and f (Eg)is the Fem i function. W e have in
m ind a situation in which k, is close to k; and ks ;kg4
are close to the zone diagonal, but we will perform the
Integrals over the ull B rillouin zone.

T here is a second contribution to the decay rate, 1= ,,
resulting from scattering o them ally-excited quasipar-
ticles. T he corresponding expression involves a di erent
m atrix elem ent Ny, x,x,x, and the quasiparticle at m o—
mentum k; is them ally excited w ith probability £ Ey, ).
Tn all other respects the equation is the sam e as Eq.[IA
except that the energy and momentum oconserving -
functions m ust be changed accordingly.T he total decay
rate isthesum 1= = 1=, + 1= ;.

Them atrix elem entsM kikskska and N kikokska w illde—
pend on the form of the Interaction between quasiparti-
cles and also on the coherence factors. If we choose a
Hubbard-lke density-density interaction, =« () #( 9),
betw een the original electrons, the coherence factors are
extram ely com plicated in the coexisting DDW and D SC
state, and the m ultidin ensional num erical integrations
nvolved In calculating the scattering rates becom e next
to iIn possible to carry out. To obtaln upper bounds, we
replace them by their maximum valies. In the DDW
state, we expect the coherence factors to be rather tam e,
but in the state w ith both DSC and DDW orders, they
w ill suppress the decay rate as in a pure superconducting
state. Thus, such an approxin ation w ill underestim ate
the di erence between the decay rates in the psesudogap
and the underdoped superconducting states. W e callthis
Interaction, treated w ith this approxim ation, m odelA .

In oxder to capture the e ect of the coherence factors
in them ixed DDW and D SC state, we consider a m odel
Interaction. Since we are only concemed w ith the inter—
action between the quasiparticles in the valence band,
we choose the Interaction to be ( is the volum e of the

system .)
X vy vy
V= — k" ]‘(I+q" kO# ;\(IO q#; (13)
qik ik
where |7 createsa quasiparticle in the valence band of

the DDW state. W e have ignored the tem perature and
mom entum dependence of the interaction, because we

w here the d-w ave superconducting order param eter =

0,Exk = E () . Suppose that this initial state decays
Intoa nalstate ofenergy K, + Ex, + Ex, . In Jowest order
perturbation theory, the decay rate for such a process is

E, &k EILI fG&)III f&HIL f&,)F 12)

are prin arily interested in tem peraturesm uch lowerthan
theDDW transition tem perature, w here the tem perature
dependence ofthe DDW gap should be weak. M oreover,
wem erely wish to dem onstrate how the developm ent of
superconductivity a ects the lifetin e, so we also neglect
the m om entum space structure of the Interaction. For
this Interaction, which we call m odel B, the coherence
factors are equalto unity forthe DDW orxder alone, but
are non-trivialin the state w ith both ordersasa resul of
the coherence factors associated w ith superconductivity
In them ixed state. W e can view them ixed state asD SC

developing on top ofDDW . T hus, the coherence factors
for this interaction can be read o  from the BC S theory
and the m atrix elem ents are

Moy ko kake = [ Vi, Vi, Uk Vi, + Vi, Ug, Vi, Vi,

Uklvszk3Uk4 + Uklvkgvngk4] 14)
and
N, ko kake = [ Vi, Vi, Vi, Vi, Uk, Uk, Uk, Uk,
Uk, Vi, Vi, Uy, W, Uk, Uk, Vg, 15)
+ UklkaUk3Vk4 Wluszk3Vk4
Uklvkzvk3Uk4 + Vk1Uk2Vk3Uk4]
where
U2 1 E k)
5 o=2 1 ——— (16)
Vi 2 E k)

This form ofthe interaction allow s us capture the di er-
ence between the m atrix elem ents in the pseudogap and
superconducting states.

O ur resuls are displayed in Fig. [@, where the decay
rates are plotted against tem perature. In these plotswe
have kept the total gap Ex xed and equalto 0:06 &V,
w hile assum ng a m ean— eld tem perature dependence for
the superconducting gap

0oT)= 00 1 17)

C
wih ¢(@0) = 003 eV and T, = 60 K. This in plicitly
de nes the tem perature dependence of the DDW gap,
which isweak close to T, as noted earlier.
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FIG . 3: The lifetin e of a quasipartcle In the antinodal region

atwave vectork ,asde ned in the text, plotted as a function

of tem perature. T he open sym blos are for w ithout coherence
factors and the solid sym bols are w ith coherence factors. T he
square sym bols correspond to 2 m €V broadening of the energy
conserving —function and the circles to 1 m eV broadening.
T he electron-electron interaction parameter = 1:5&V.

Tt isapparent from this gurethat the decay rate drops
dram atically as a result of the developm ent of supercon—
ducting order. From the calculation form odelA , we see
that there is a substantial drop resulting from the elim -
ination of phase space. From modelB, we see that the
coherence factors reduce the decay rate furtherby a large
am ount.

T he absence of an antinodal quasiparticle peak in the
pseudogap state and its subsequent em ergence in the su—
perconducting state has been interpreted here as the in—
crease of its width as T, is approached. H owever, when
the w idth becom es com parable to the quasiparticle en—
ergy, ie. asthe curve reaches the dashed lne in Figs. 3,
the quasiparticle conogpt breaksdown. O nce this occurs,
our perturbative calculation can no longer be trusted,
and i is not m eaningfiil to assign a width or weight to
the quasiparticlke. W hat issigni cant isthat it ispossbl
to have a reasonably wellkde ned quasiparticle in the su—
perconducting state asa result ofphase space restrictions

and coherence factors, as we have found.

T he broken sym m etry statem ay orm ay not have well-
de ned quasiparticles at the single-particle gap edge. It
depends on m any non-universaldetails: the locus in m o—
m entum space, the doping level, the interaction strength,
etc. Thus, the absence ofa wellde ned antinodal quasi-
particle does not preclide a broken symm etry state.
However, i m ay have in portant e ects on non-universal
aspects of the state, such as the tem perature dependence
ofthe orderparam eterw hich m ay, asa resul, be strongly
non-m ean— eld-like. A Iso, our calculation leavesout uc—
tuation e ects, which m ust be considered in the future.

W e end w ith three concluding rem arks: (1) A Ithough
hole pockets cannot be observed in ARPE S, other exper—
In ental probes can be used to look for their signature,
for exam ple, nfrared H all angle m easurem ent in the un—
derdoped regin e (2) Because the interlayer tunneling
m atrix elem ent is so strongly peaked at ( ;0),% we expect
the caxis optical conductivity to show a strong tem pera—
ture dependence at T, given our lifetin e calculation. In—
deed, this is consistent w ith the known m easurem ents2
(3) W e have not yet studied In detail the doping depen—
dence. Nonetheless, it is possble to m ake a qualitative
observation. There are two com peting e ects. A s the
system is m oderately underdoped, the DDW order pa—
ram eter m ust Increase. Thus, the quasiparticle in the
( ;0) regim e w ill have higher energy, increasing its scat-
tering rate. On the other hand, the Fem iarcs will also
shrink and the phase space for particle-hole scattering
w ill decrease. W e wish to retum to these issues in the
near future.
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