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W e present a sin ple theoretical explanation for a transition from d-wave to another supercon-—
ducting pairing cbserved In the electron-doped cuprates. The d,» 2 pairing potential , which
has the m axim al m agnitude and opposie signs at the hot spots on the Fem i surface, becom es
suppressed w ith the increase of electron doping, because the hot gpots approach the B rillouin zone

diagonals, where vanishes. Then, d .2

y

2 pairing is replaced by either singlet s-wave or triplet

p-wave pairing. W e argue in favor of the latter and propose experin ents to uncover it.

PACS numbers: 74.72-h 7420Rp 7420M n

I. NTRODUCTION

The superconductjng” pairing symmetry In the
electron-doped cuprates [1], such asNd; ,CeCuO4 and
Pr, ,Ce,Cul 4, hasbeen debated fora long tin e. O rig—
nally, it was thought to be of the s-wave type 'Eg]. Later,
observation ofthe halfquantum m agnetic ux in tricrys—
tals B], In proved m icrow ave m easurem ents of tem pera—
ture dependence ofthe London penetration depth EI], the
angularresolved photoem ission spectroscopy ARPES)
Ei'] d Ram an scattering f_d] studies, and observation of
the H dependence of speci cheat on magnetic eld H
i_‘/:] pointed to the d-wave symm etry. Recently, evidence
was found for a transition from d-to s-wave pairing sym —
m etry w ith the increase of electron doping [8 -9 Biswas
etal [é] concluded that P, ,Ce,Cul 4 hasd-wave pair-
ngatx 0:15 and swave pairing at x 0:17. In this
paper, we propose a sin ple scenario for the transition
from the d-wave to another pairing sym m etry and argue
that the latter can actually be triplet p-wave.

F irst we present a qualitative chture In tem s of the
Fem isurface geom etty shown nFig. .]. A ccording to the
theoreticalm odel llO :11. :12 the antiferrom agnetic spin

uctuations (A SF') peaked at thewave vectorQ = ( ; )
are responsible for d-w ave superconductivity in the hole—
doped cuprates. Comm ensurate A SF' at the wave vector
Q are also observed in the electron-doped cuprates t_l:;i]
T he interaction via A SF has the highest strength at the
so—called hot spots, the points on the Fem i surface con—
nected to each other by the vector Q . T hese points are
labeled in Fjg.-'}' by the consecutive num bers from 1 to
8. Since the interaction via A SF is repulsive In the sin—
gkt channel, the superconducting pairing potential (o)
has opposite signs at the tw o hot spots connected by the
vector Q :

P+tQ)= ©): @)

T hus, the eight hot spots can be divided into four groups
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FIG.1l: Fem i surfaces of Eq. é) for hole doping (dashed
lne, = 176, x = 048) and electron doping (solid line,

= 0#4,x= 0:15). The hot spots are shown by open and
solid circles. The radius ofthe circles = 0:1 represents the
w idth of the Interaction (4) In them om entum space.

@,6), 2,5, 3,8), and 4,7), wih the signs of () be-
ing opposite within each group. However, the relative
signs of (o) between the di erent groups have to be
determm ined from additional considerations.

In Fig.., the dashed and solid lines show the Fem i
surfaces corregoonding to the hole- and electron-doped
cuprates. Notice that the point (0;0) is located at
the comer ofFjg.-'_]:, so that the area inside the Femn 1
surface isoccupied by holesand outside by electrons. T he
dashed Fem i surface, corresponding to the hole-doped
case, encloses a larger area, and the pairs of hot spots
shown by the open circles in Fjg.:}' are located close to
the van Hovepoints 0; ), ( ;0), @ ; ),and ( ;2 ). It
isnaturalto assum e that (o) has the sam e sign wihn
each pair of the neighboring hot spoots. T his assum ption,
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In com bination wih Eq. (:}'), Inm ediately results n the
fam iliar d,> 2 symm etry of the pairing potential.

However, the situation does change in the electron—
doped case. W ith the increase of electron doping, the
Fem isurface shrinks, and the hot spotsm ove aw ay from
the van H ove points tow ard the B rillouin zone diagonals.
T he follow ing pairs of the hot spots approach each other:
€,2), 34), (6,6), and (7,8). The dyz 2 pairing po-
tential has opposite signs w thin each pair and vanishes
at the zone diagonals. Thus, in the electron-overdoped
cuprates, w hen the hot spotsget closeenough, thed,z
pairing becom es suppressed. Then, a superconducting
pairing of another sym m etry m ay em erge, w ith the pair-
ing potential of the sam e sign on both sides of the zone
diagonals. This isthem echanisn that we propose forthe
transition observed in Refs. [, 9.
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II. SUPPRESSION OF dW AVE PAIRING

To flustrate how the dy> 2 pairing evolves w ith dop-
ng, we perform calculations em ploying the typical elec—
tron dispersion law

)= 2ty (cospx + cospy) + 4t cospx cospy,  (2)

with 5=ty = 0:45. The cheam icalpotential ocontrolsthe
hole concentration n, which is determ ined by the area
S inside the Fem i surface in Fig.: n = 2S=@2 ).
The dopingx = n 1 isde ned as the deviation ofn
from half Iling, so that x > 0 and x < 0 correspond to
hole and electron doping [14]. The relation S / 1+ x
is In agreem ent wih ARPES, except for the region of
an alldoping around x = 0, where the antiferrom agnetic
M ott insulating state intervenes. For Nd, xCe,CuO,4,
this was established in Ref. fl5 and m ovem ent of hot
spots tow ard the zone diagonalsw ith the increase ofelec—
tron doping was directly cbserved in Refs. [, 15, iL6].
Notice that, fr the dispersion law ), the hot spots
exist only within a nie range of chem ical potential

4t 0, which corresponds to the range of doping

025= x < x < x4y = 053. The respective pairs of
the hot spotsm erge and disappear at the van H ove points
when x ! x; and at the zone diagonalswhen x ! x
Thus, in this model, the dy> » superconductivity can
exist only wihin a nite range of electron and hole dop—
ng, in qualitative agreem ent w ith the experim entalphase
diagram of cuprates. D oping dependence of the Fem 1
surface in the electron-doped cuprates obtained from the
ARPES measuram ents i_E'a, :_1-1::', :_Ig:] was quantitatively in-—
terpreted within a sin ple band-structure m odel in Ref.
fl"/!] The results are In qua]JtatJye agream ent w ith the
Hallcoe cientm easurem ents [18]

T o verify the qualitative picture given in the Introduc—
tion, we solve the BC S equation for the pairing potential
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FIG.2: The pairing potential at T = 0 vs. the angk ’

on the Fem isurface, shown by the dashed line for x = 0:37
(= 1®t),thesold lineforx= 01 ( = 0:6t), and
the dotted line for x = 025 ( = 0). The main panel
represents the d,> .2 state, and the upper inset the chiral
p-wave state. The angle ' ,,s Indicates position ofthe hot spot
1. The ower Inset showsthephase of ()= j# i frthe
chiral p-w ave pairing.

Here E () = P 2pP)+ 2(), T is temperature, and
V @ = V.@ + Vs @ is the e ective in—
teraction between electron charges and spins, where
are the Pauli m atrices, and ; ; ; are the soin In-
dices. For singlt and triplt pairings, the fiinctions
Vo@ = Vel@ 3Vs@ and Vi@ = V@ + Vs (@ en—
ter Eq. 6'_3"), regpectively. To sin plify our calculations,
we ignore the frequency dependence of V. and use the
conventional A SF interaction of the form [_1-1:]

9
@ Q)P+ 2

w ith the coupling constant g = 2ty and thewidth = 0:1
fl9]

The d,2 2 pairing potential , calculated at T = 0
forthree di erent dopings, is shown In them ain panelof
Fig. -2 vs. the angle ’ on the Ferm i surface (see Fig. -].)
T he dashed line refers to the strong hole doping x = 0 37
close to x4 , the dotted line to the strong electron doping
X =x = 025, and the solid line to the interm edi-
ate electron doping x = 0:d. The angle ’ ;s indicates
the position of the hot spot 1 for these dopings. W e
see that the maxina of j (" )jare achieved at the hot
spots, ie.at’ " 'ys,asdiscussed in Ref. [_Z-Q] T he solid
curve In Fig. :_2 qualitatively agrees w ith the nonm ono-—
tonic function (") inferred from the Ram an scattering
In Nd;g5Cep.5CuO 4 i_é]. W e also observe that § jdrops
precipitously when the hot spots approach the zone di-
agonals. T his happens because the integraln Eq. ('_3) is
suppressed w hen positive and negative peaksof (') are

Vo @ = @)



close to each other.

III. ALTERNATIVE SUPERCONDUCTING
PAIRING S

Once the d,» 2 pairing is suppressed in the case of
strong electron doping, pairing of a di erent symm etry
m ay em erge In the systam . E vidently, this pairing should
provide the sam e sign of wihin each pair 1,2), 3,4),
(5,6), and (7,8) ofthe approaching hot spots. T here are
three possibilities degpending on the relative signs of
between the di erent pairs of the hot spots. The sam e
sign for all the hot spots corresponds to s-w ave, the op—
posite sign between (1,2) and (3,4) to dyy-wave, and the
opposite sign between (1,2) and (5,6) to triplet p-wave
pairing. W e need to nd out which of these states w ins.

M easurem ents of the tem perature dependence of the
penetration depth (T ) show a transition from a gap w ith
nodes to a nodeless gap w ith the ncrease ofelectron dop—
ing in P, yCeCuO4 and Lay; xCeCuly4 E]. The
point contact spectroscopy ofPrp xCe,CuOy4 @] show s
a transition from a strong zero-bias conductance peak,
origihating from them idgap A ndreev surface states in the
d-wave case, to doubl peaks typical for s-wave. These
experin ents elin inate dy,-wave pairing, because i has
gap nodes and the m idgap Andreev states. dyy-wave
pairing was proposed in Ref. [2L] as a possible succes—
sor to dyz 2 In the electron-overdoped phase. In the
theoretical m odel of Ref. [_2]_;], nonlocal corrections to
the Hubbard interaction U due to spin uctuations were
taken Into account only in the lowest order in U , w hereas
in ourm odel é'ff) the peak at Q is obtained by summ ing
an In nite numberofRPA -like diagram s. T he Interaction
@) peaked at Q = ( ; ) is not favorabk fr d,,wave
pairing.

T he sin plest altemative pairing sym m etry consistent
with the experimn ents E, :_55] is swave, which can be
produced by phonons This scenario was proposed by
Abrikosov t22 who argued that, wih the increase of
doping, d-wave superconductivity is destroyed by disor-
der, whereas s-wave superconductivity survives. The s—
wave energy gap j jhasno nodes and is roughly uniform
along the Fem i surface. However, the s-wave scenario
encounters som e problem s. W hen j (o)j varies along
the Ferm isurface, m easuram ents of (T) yield them ini-
malvalieofthegap nm atT = 0. Theexperiment 1_23]
found  n=T.’ 085, whereas, for the phonon-induced
s-wave superconductivity, this ratio should be close to
the BC S value 1.76. Furthem ore, for the phonon m ech—
anisn , T, is not expected to depend on doping signi -
cantly 1_52_5], w hereas the experim ental T, declines steeply
at %j > 0:15 and vanishes for kj > 02 outside of
the dom eshaped phase diagram of the electron-doped
cuprates b:, :_2{1] Thcidentally, the value of doping where
superconductivity disappears is close to x , which indi
cates that the hot spots m ay be equally in portant for
the altemative superconducting pairing.

T hus, it is worth considering the last altemative pair-
ng, nam ely the triplet p-wave. It has the order param —
eter n, where is the antisymm etric spin
tensor, and n is the unit vector of spin-polarization t_2-§']
The symm etry of triplet pairing in a tetragonal crystal
was classi ed in Ref. :_[2_'6]. In the E, representation, n
points along the ¢ axis, and the phase of (p) changes
by 2 around the Fem isurface. T his order param eter is
chiraland breaks the tin ereversal sym m etry. The sin —
plest example is (o) / (shpx ishpy), which was
originally proposed for Sr,Ru0 4 !_Z-j] In the A1y, Aoy,
By, and By, representations, the vector n lies in the
(@;b) plane and rotates around the Fem isurface by the
anglk 2 These order param eters are not chiral and
do not break the tim ereversal symm etry. Both types
of the pairing potential have two com ponents ( 1; ),
the realand in agihary partsof In the chiralcase and

(hx ;ny ) In the nonchiralcase, which satisfy the sym —
metry relation j 2 @x;py)J = J 1®yiPx)) Then, the
gap § ¥ = 2+ 2 does not have nodes, but is m od—

ulated along the Fermm i surface. This easily exp]ams the
reduced valie of =T observed in Ref. P3]. The
tunneling spectrum , shown In Fig. 3 of Ref. 28 for

/ (shpx isihp,),hasdouble peaks, as In the experi-
ment [é] T hus, the experin ents B, -§ 23] are com patble
w ith both s—and p-wave pairings and are not su cient
to distinguish between them .

M easurem ents of the K night shift can distinguish be-
tween singlkt and triplt pairing. The Knight shift
in the electron-doped Pry.91LaCey,oCu0 4 , was ound
to decrease below T. consistently with the singlkt d-
wave pairing 29'] However, the Knight shift in
Pr1 85Ceo 15Cu04 y was found not to change below

BO This JS an indication of triplet pairing, lke
In SrpRuO, E%l-] and in the organic superconductors
(TM T SF),X [Z_BZ] To obtain a com plete picture, it is de—
sirable to m easure the K night shift in the superconduct-
Ing state system atically as a function of electron doping
across the transition from dy: 2 pairing to a new pair-
ng.

Spontaneous tin ereversalsym m etry breaking in the
chiral p-wave state can be detected by the muon soin—
relaxation m easurem ents [_5.:;] as in ShRuUO 4 [_3-4], or by
m easuring the localm agnetic eld produced by the chiral
Andreev surface states. Q uantitative estim ates done in
Ref. [35] show that the latter e ect can be realistically
observed w ith a scanning SQ U ID m icroscope [_3-§]

Iv. COMPETITION BETW EEN d-AND
pWAVE PAIRING S

A sdiscussed after Eq. ('_3), the A SF interaction Vg en—
ters In the sihglkt and triplet superconducting pairing
channels w ith opposie signs. Thus, i is unfavorable
for p-wave pairing, and a di erent m ediator is needed.
Triplet pairing is usually associated w ith the ferrom ag-
netic sopin  uctuations, eg. in the super uid H e{3:_-[§5] or
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FIG . 3: D ependence of various quantities on doping x. Panel

(@): the hot spot angle ’ s, panel (b): the transition tem -
perature T., panel (c): the condensation energy F , and panel
(d): themaxinalgap nax. The solid and dashed lines cor-
respond to the d,2> ,2 and to the chiral p-wave pairings.

SrRuUO 4 I_B-j] In Ref. [_3-§'], the symm etry of supercon—
ducting pairing was studied as a function of the Fem i
surface change w ith doping in a square lattice m odelw ith
nearest-neighbor interaction. It was found that the sym —
m etry changes w ith doping from d-wave to p-wave to s—
wave. The results were applied to SrpRuO 4, but they
m ay be also relevant to the electron-doped cuprates.

In the calculations given below , we focus on another
possible m ediator for p-wave pairing, nam ely the charge—
density uctuations (CDF) enhanced in the vicinity of
the chargedensity-wave (CDW ) instability. The rol of
CDW uctuations in cuprates was em phasized in Ref.
Bd]. Th a crystal, the CDW wave vector is expected to
becbsetoQ = (; ), and the CDF interaction V. (@)
would have a peak at this vector. Such interaction has
repulsive sign in the singlet and triplet particle-particle
channels, resulting in the condition @') and supporting
both d-and p-wave superconducting pairings.

The relative strength of CDF vs. ASF in cuprates is
sub ct to debate, and deta_ﬂed evaluation of V. (g) isnot
the purpose of our paper l_lg‘] Instead, we em ploy a toy
m odelw ith the sam e Interaction In the triplet and singlet
dlam;le]s: Vi@ = Vo (@ = V. (@), where V. (@) is given by
Eqg. (4) . Then, thedi erence in the solutionsoftheBCS
equation ('_3) for d-and p-w ave pairings results only from
the geom etry of the Fem i surface. The upper inset in
Fjg.-'_Z show s the m agniude j (' )jand the lower Inset
the phase of ()= j ¥ calulated for the chiral
pwave pairing. W e observe that j (" )jhasmaxina at
the hot spots angles " 15, but, unlke In the dy> 2 case,
it doesnotvanish at’ = =4 and isnot suppressed w hen
the hot spots approach the zone diagonals.

In Fig. :3, we show how various quantities depend on
doping x. Panel (@) show sthe hot spot anglke’ 5. Panels
©), ©),and (d) show the transition tem perature T, the
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FIG. 4: Solid lines: Superconducting phase diagram of

electron—dcr)ped cuprates vs. doping x calculated on the ba-
sis of F Jgd T he vertical dashed line is a guide for eye.

maxinalgap nax, and the condensation energy F for
the dy2 2 and chiral p-wave pairings. It is clear from
Fjg.:_ﬂ that, at the doping around x ' 8% , where the
hot spots approach the zone diagonals closely enough,
p-wave pairing wins over d,z 2 pairing. W ith further
Increase of electron doping beyond x , hot spots disap—
pear, and the proposed p-w ave superconductivity rapidly
vanishes, in qualitative agreem ent w ith the experin ental
phase diagram [I}, 24]. Tt would be very interesting to ver-
ify this conecture by ARPE S m easurem ents of the hot
spots positions sim ultaneously w ith the superconducting
phase diagram In the electron-overdoped regin e.

Notice that the doping x; = 8:8% , where the T,
curves for d-and p-w aves cross in panel (o), is slightly dif-
ferent from the doping x, = 6%% ,where the F cuxves
cross In panel (c). Thism eans that the critical dopings
for the transition from d-to p-wave are slightly di erent
at T and T = 0. Thus, the dp transition line, cbtained
by connecting the transition points at To and T = 0, is
not vertical, as shown in Fjg.:ff by the solid line. Ifa
sam ple has the doping x in between x; and x;, it should
experience a transition from p-wave to d-wave w ith the
Increase oftem perature, asshown in F J'g.:_4 by the dashed
Iine. Thise ect wasactually observed experin entally in
the slightly overdoped sam ples 0fP 1y .45C ey.15C U0 4 :Z_IJ_;]
At low tem perature, speci c heat was found to depend
linearly on am agnetic eld H , Indicating a fully-gapped
pairing potential consistent w th s—or p-wave. W ith the
increase of erature, the eld dependence was found
to change to H , Indicating a transition into d-wave
state, as shown in FJg:ff

In the sin plest case, the dp transition line In Fjg.:_él
isthe rst-order phase-transition line. A nother possbil-
iy, caloulated in Ref. [38], is that this line is split into
tw 0 second-order phase-transition lines, and the p and d
phases coexist n the Interm ediate region. W hich of the
two scenarios takes place is detemm ined by the higher-
order coe cients ofthe Landau expansion of the free en—



ergy (eg. see discussion in Ref. §3)). Calmulations of
these coe cients depend on  ne details of a theoretical
m odel and m ay be um:ehab]e eg.they may bea ected
by renom alization [43.] T hus, the question ofone rst-
order vs. tw o second-order transitions between d—and p—
w ave phases ram ains open, both theoretically and experi-
mentally. W e would like to point out that a sin ilar ques-
tion applies to a cascade of the m agnetic— eld-induced
phase transitions In observed in organic conductors t42.]
It was Pund experim entally [42 that in high m agnetic

elds the system exhibits single rst-order phase transi-
tions w ith hysteresis, whereas n lower elds it exhibits
double-split second-order phase transitions w ithout hys—
teresis. T hus, both scenarios can take place In the sam e
sam ple under di erent conditions.

Positive x in Fjg.-'j: corresoonds to hole doping. At
x = x4 , the hot spots m erge and disappear at the van
Hove ponnts (0; ) and ( ;0). Com paring panels (@) and
) in Fig. -'_3’, one m ay notice that the m aximum of T,
is achieved at a hole doping x < x4 , and T, rapidly de-
creases to zero for x > x; . Naively one would expect
maxinal T, at x = x4, where the van Hove sihgular-
ity is at the Fem i surface. H owever, the four hot spots
surrounding each saddle point at x < x4 coverm orem o—
mentum space and, thus, produce a higher T. than at
x = x4 , where the four hot spotsm erge into one. These
results are in qualitative agreem ent w ith the phase dia—
gram ofla, xS1,Cul0,4 mapped tothe ARPES m easure—
mentsofitsFermm isurface In Figs. 8 and 7 ofRef. [_5(_5] n
the experin ent, the m axin alT. is achieved at x = 15%,
the Ferm i surface passes through the van H ove points at

= 22% , and T, vanishes at x = 27% . O ur theoretical
Fjg.:_ﬁ show s the sam e sequence abei at di erent valies
of x, because our dispersion law param etersty and 5 In
Eqg. 6'_2) are not optim ized for La, xSr,CuOy4.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that, when the hot spots approach
the Brillbuin zone diagonals in the electron-overdoped

cuprates, dy2 2 pairing becom es suppressed and is re—
placed by either singlet s-wave or triplet p-w ave pairing.

T he transition ism ost likely ofthe st orderasa func-
tion of doping x. To verify the proposed scenario, it is

desirable to m easure correlation between superconduct-
Ing T, and the hot spots positions by ARPES.W e have

given a number of argum ents in favor of the triplt p—
wave pairing, which m ay break the tin etxeversal sym —
metry. The Knight shift m easurem ents in di erent sam -
plesofelectron-doped cuprates show both singlet I_ZQ‘] and

triplet {_5(_3] superconducting pairing, which m ay be an in-

dication of the transition between the two types. M uon

soin—relaxation and the scanning SQ U ID experin entscan

detect spontaneous violation ofthe tim ereversalsymm e~
try. Relationship between our proposed theoretical sce—
nario of the superconducting sym m etry change and the

phenom enon of the electron dispersion law  attening is
discussed in review [4].
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Note added In proofs. Recently we becam e aware of
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