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H igh resolution angleresolved photoem ission m easurem ents on underdoped (La; xS )CuO 4 sys—
tem show that, at energiesbelow 70 m €V , the quasiparticle peak iswellde ned around the ( /2, /2)
nodal region and disappears rather abruptly when the m om entum is changed from the nodalpoint
to the ( ,0) antinodal point along the underlying \Femn i surface". It indicates that there is an
extra low energy scattering m echanism acting upon the antinodal quasiparticles. W e propose that
this m echanisn is the scattering of quasiparticles across the nearly parallel segm ents of the Ferm i

surface near the antinodes.

PACS numbers: 74.25.0b,71.18 4+ y,74.72D n,79.60 A

T he high tem perature superconductivity in cuprates is
derived from doping the parent antiferrom agnetic M ott
nsulators. It is found that the nom al state properties
of cuprates are highly anom alous, particularly in the un—
derdoped region. Understanding the nom al state is be-
lieved to be a key for understanding the m echanisn of
high tem perature supemonductjyjtyi_]:].

For the underdoped cuprates, one peculiar behavior
of is electronic structure, as revealed by angle-resolved
photoen ission spectroscopy ARPES), is the dichotom y
between the ( =2; =2) nodal and ( ;0) antinodal
excitations. In underdoped B1SrnCaCu,0g Bi2212), it
was found that the lineshape of the nomn al state pho—
toem ission spectra is broad in the antinodal region but
sharp near the nodal region i@']. Tt was proposed that
the antinodal spectral broadening in the nom al state is
due to the coupling of electronsw ith the ( , ) m agnetic
excjtatjonsig:]. In the supercnducting state, the antinodal
spectrum  is also believed to be in uenced by the (, )
spin resonance m odeij].

T he peculiar electronic structure of the underdoped
sam ple m ay provide im portant clues for understanding
the anom alous nom al state properties. It is therefore
essential to establish whether such a nodalantinodaldi-
chotom y is universal n cuprate m aterials, and particu-
larly, to establish is physical origin. H owever, B12212 is
not an ideal system for such an in-depth investigation.
Because of disorder, no sharp nodal structure has been
observed in deeply underdoped B 2212 . Furthem ore, the
states near the antinodal region are severely com plicated
by is superstructure. This, together with the bilayer
splitting resolved very recently Ef], raises concems about

the interpretationsf, @, i1]. The La, , S5, Cu0, (LSCO)
system , in com parison, is an ideal candidate to address
the issue in the underdoped region because the system

becom es less disordered w ith decreasing doping. Aswe
will show, one can see an essentially resolition—lim ited
sharp nodalpeak in LSCO w ih a doping levelas Iow as
6.3% which hasnot been observed in B12212 w ith a com —
parable doping. Its sin ple crystal structure also m akes
it free from the com plications of the superstructure and
bilayer splitting encountered in B 2212.

W hile the m a prity of photoem ission work so far has
been perform ed on Bi2212, data on LSCO are available
only recently because ofthe In proved sam ple quality and
better understanding ofm atrix elm ent e ects involved
in m easuring LSCO system B, d,110]. In this paper, we
present detailed angleresolved photoem ission data on
underdoped LSCO superconductors. W e observe rem ark—
ably sharp nodal quasiparticle peak at all doping levels
studied, even for heavily underdoped sam ples. In con—
trast, the antinodalpeak only exists in optin ally-doped
and overdoped sam ples. Particularly, these sharp peaks
can be observed only at low energy, below 70m &V . In ad—
dition, for underdoped sam ples, w hen m oving from nodal
to antinodal regions, we nd that the disappearance of
sharp peaks occurs in a fairly abrupt fashion near where
the Fem isurface changes from parallelto the ( ,0)-(0, )
diagonalto parallelto the (0,0)—( ,0) or (0,0)—(0, ) direc—
tions. Intrigued by the close tie between the quasiparti-
cle scattering and the Ferm isurface topology, we propose
this \nodaltantinodal dichotom y" is due to the scatter—
Ing of quasiparticles across the aln ost parallel segm ents
of the Fem i surface near the antinodes.
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FIG . 1l: Electronic structure of LSCO (x=0.063, T.=12 K)

along the (0,0)-( , ) nodaldirection (inset cfFig. la) at a

tem perature of 20 K. (@). EDCs measured along the nodal
direction in a second Brillbuin zone. The EDCs are num —
bered according to the m om entum points in the inset. These

m om entum points are equal spaced: point 1 corresponds to

(0374 ,0374 ) and point 6 corresponds to (0.466 ,0.466 ).

The red arrow indicates an energy of 70 m eV below which

the quasiparticle survives and above which i tums into a

broad edge. (). A kink in the dispersion at 70 meV as
indicated by an arrow . T he dotted pink line is a guide to the

eye which isa line tting the high-energy part of the disper-
sion. In the inset isthe M DC width which shows a drop at
an energy of 70 m eV, as indicated by an arrow .

T he photoean ission m easurem ents w ere carried out on
beam line 10.0.1 at A dvanced Light Source, using a Sci-
enta 2002 electron energy analyzer. T he photon energy
is 55 eV and the E -vector of the incident light is paral-
klto the CuO, plane and 45 with respect to the Cu-O
bond, as indicated by the arrow in Fig. 2af, 4]. The
energy resolution is 15 20 m &V and the angular resolu—
tion is 03 (corresponding to 0,018 A 1 in m om entum ).
In this paper we m ainly present our data on the under-
doped LSCO (x=0.063, T,=12 K) and LSCO (x=0.09,
T .=28K) sam ples. For com parison, we also show data
on overdoped LSCO x=022,T.=24K).The LSCO sin-
gl crystals are grown by travelling solvent oating zone
method{_l-]_;]. The samples were claved in situ in vac-
uum with a base pressure better than 4 10 ! Torrand
m easured at a tem perature of 20K .

Fig. 1 presents experim ental resuls along the (0,0)-
(, ) nodal direction of the LSCO (x=0.063) sample.
Even for this extrem ely underdoped sam ple in the vicin—
ity ofan insulator-superconductor transition, one can see
a rem arkably sharp quasiparticle peak in the nodal re—
gion with a clear digpersion Fig. la). The sharp peak
abruptly tums Into an edge once it disperses up to an
energy of 70m eV . Such a dram atic change In spectral
shape isnot observed in underdoped B 2212, presum ably
due to stronger disorder in Bi2212. T he dispersion  ig.

1b), extracted by tting m om entum distrbution curves
MDCs) [_IQ', :_l-%‘, :_1-_', :_1-4_;, :_l-g‘p], show s a clear slope break (@

kink) at an energy 70m &V .TheM DC width, which is

related to the scattering rate !, also exhibits a drop at

the sam e energy (inset ofF ig. 1b). A llthese cbservations

Indicate that there isan energy scaleat 70m &V forthe

nodal quasiparticles.

Fig. 2a shows the low-energy spectral weight of the
LSCO (x=0.063) sam pk as a function ofm om entum by
Integrating EDCs in a narrow energy window near Er
(bm eV ,5SmeV) (ky and ky are along Cu-O bonding di-
rection). T he high intensity contour constituteswhat we
callthe \Ferm isurface" t_l-§'] To be quantitative, we used
MDCs at Er to extract the Fem im om entum (kr ) by
follow ing the M D C peak position. This isexem pli ed In
the inset of Fig. 2a for nine cuts in a second zone and
the obtained kg s are m arked as red crosses in Fig. 2a.
The kr s are obtained in another second zone and the

rst zone in a sin ilarm anner although the relative spec—
tral ntensity In the rst Brillouin zone is m uch weaker.
Covering m ultiple B rillouin zones allow s us to align the
sam ple to high precision because i provides an intermal
check: the Fem i surfaces obtained from di erent zones
have to be consistent w ith each other. The nalextracted
Fem i surface is plotted In Fig. 3. To a good approxi-
m ation, the m easured Fem i surface can be represented
as three straight segm ents: two antinodal ones (m arked
black in Fig. 3) running parallelto (0,0)—( ,0) and (0,0)-
(0, ) directions, respectively, and the nodalone (m arked
red In Fig. 3) munning parallel to ( ,0)-(0, ) diagonal
direction.

Fig. 2{01Db9) shows the energy distrdbution curves
EDCs) along nine cuts of the Fem i surface from the
nodalto the antinodal region (asm arked In Fig. 2a) for
the x=0.063 sam ple. The red curves are the EDCs at

= kg . It is clear that all quasiparticle peaks are con—

ned wihin 70 m €V energy range near the Fem i level.
M oreover, the quasiparticle peaks exist only on part of
the Fem isurface near the nodes, asm arked by the solid
red line n Fig. 3. Away from the \nodal segm ent" the
peak gets weaker and disappears in a fairly abrupt fash-
jon. This can be seen m ore clearly from Fig. 4a where
the ED C s on the underlying Fem i surface and at ( ,0)
are plotted together. Sim ilar sharp transition is also ob-—
served in another underdoped LSCO (x=0.09) sampl
Fig. 4b). T he situation for these underdoped sam ples is
very di erent from that in the highly overdoped x= 022)
sam ple Fig. 4c). In that case we see quasiparticle peak
over the entire Ferm isurface; the antinodalpeak appears
even sharper than the nodalpeak. This doping depen-
dence clearly indicates that the spectralbroadening near
the antinodal region In the underdoped sam ples is not
due to a matrix element e ect. This is also consistent
w ith earlier observations in B 2212 -g].

At st glance, the oconcept of quasiparticle seem s
entirely inappropriate for heavily underdoped cuprates.
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FIG .2: (@). Low energy spectralweight as a fiinction ofk, and ky forthe LSCO x= 0.063 sam ple m easured at a tem perature of
20K .The nset showsM DCsatEr along severalm om entum cuts in one octant of the second B rillouin zone; the corresponding

cuts are m arked in the

gure w ith a number from 1 to 9. The red cross in the

gure represents the peak position ofM DCs at

Er . ©1D09). EDCs along the cuts asmarked in (@). The red spectra are ED C s on the underlying Fem i surface. T he green
shades in (©1-b5) highlight the energy range (0 70m €V ) w ithin which sharp peaks are con ned.
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FIG .3: Experin entalFerm i surface for LSCO x= 0.063 sam —
ple. The black open circles are obtained from the M D C peak
position at Er , as shown In Fig. 1 as the red crosses, and
then symm etrized in the rst Brillbuin zone. The solid lines
are guides to the eye for the m easured Femm i surface. The
red lines represent the portion of Fem i surface where one
can see quasiparticle peaks. T he dotted black line represents
the antiferrom agnetic B rillouin zone boundary; its intersec—
tion with the Fem i surface gives eight \hot spots" (solid
yellow circles) from ( , ) m agnetic excitations. T he double-
arrow -ended green line represents a nesting vector, (035 ,0),
between the antinodalpart of the Fem isurface. In the inset
show s the schem atic neutron di raction pattem observed in
LSCO superconductors w ith four incom m ensurate peaks of
distance 2 from ( , ) point.

G iven the fact that we are dealing w ith a strongly cor—
related system , the existence of sharp nodal quasiparti-
cle below 70 m eV is itself a m iracle, not to m ention the
nodaltantinodal dichotom y. O ne m ight argue that the
nodalantinodaldichotom y is due to the m uch higher ex—
citation energy near the antinodes com pared to that near
the nodes, as often assum ed in the theory literature. W e
stress that the antinodal edge ( 15 m€V) discussed in
this paper is not particularly high in energy com pared
to that of som e nodal peaks Fig. 4) and is de niely
below 70 m €V along the Ferm i surface locus. T herefore,
this trivial explanation does not work. T he spirit of our
paper is to assum e the existence ofa m echanian that al-
low s all low energy quasiparticles below 70 m €V . Under
theworking ofthism echanisn both low energy nodaland
antinodal excitations becom e sharp Bogoliibov-Landau
quasiparticles. The Fem i surface m ap should also be
taken In this context. Here we put the phrase \Fem i
surface”" In quotation m arks to re ect the fact that by
that we m ean the locus of the lowest energy quasiparti-
cle excitations before the extra scattering on antinodal
excitations is switched on. Then we ask what extra is
needed to explain the antinodal spectralbroadening.

O ne candidate that in m ediately com es to m Ind is the
(, ) magnetic uctuation that produces \hot spots" on
the Fem i surface, as previously proposed for B 2212 g].
W e note that neutron scattering has revealed a signi —
cant di erence in the m agnetic response of LSCO and
Bi212. The (; ) soinh resonance m ode observed in
Bi2212 f_l-]'] is absent in LSCO . Instead, incom m ensurate
m agnetic peaks were observed at low energy (elow 15
mev) (i8,19,20] (hset ofF ig. 3), which broaden rapidly
w ith increasing energy although them agnetic uctuation



can persist up to 280 m &V l_2-1:] To check whether the
low energy incom m ensurate m agnetic uctuation can be
responsble for the lack of spectral peaks in the antin-—
odalsegm ents, w e have perform ed the follow Ing analysis.
F irst, we shift the m easured Fem i surface by the peak
w ave vectors of the m agnetic excitation (( ; ) @2 ;0
and (; ) (0;2 )wih beingthe Incomm ensurability)
to produce our Fem i surface replicas. Then we record
the Intersections of these replicasw ith the originalFemm i
surface. These intersections are \hot spots" where the
quasiparticles w ill experience scattering from the incom —
m ensurate m agnetic uctuations. For x = 0:063 and
x = 009 sam ples the obtained hot soots do concen—
trate around the antinodes. However, for x = 0:15 and
022 sam ples the above construction also lads to
\hot spots" m ainly near the antinodal segm ents but the
quasiparticle peak can be seen over the entire Ferm i sur-
face. Considering that the ncomm ensurate peaks are
present In LSCO up to x=025 t_Zd], this latter observa-
tion is Inconsistent with the m echanisn of the incom —
mensurate m agnetic uctuations although one can not
com pletely rule out this possibility because how the cou—
pling strength varies w ith doping is not known.
Intrigued by the fact that the extra broadening sets In
when the Ferm i surface tums from the ( ,0)-(0, ) diag-
onal direction to (0,0)-( ,0) or (0,0)—(0, ) direction, we
propose an altemative m echanism that the scattering in
question causes a pair of electrons on two parallel antin—
odal segm ents to be scattered to the opposite ones F ig.
3),ie,p1=( 0175 p1y),po=( 0175 jpay) ! pi=(
0175 ,ply),p2= ( 0175 ,p2y),0rp1= (Pix, 0175
P2= E2x, 0175 ) pg= ©E1x, 0175 ), pgz E2x
0175 ). In the nom al state this scattering m echanism
can cause a quasiparticle to decay into tw o quasiparticles
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FIG .4: EDCson Fem isurface or LSCO x=0.063 (@), 0.09 ()
and 022 (c) samples. A llsam plesarem easured at 20K .The
corresponding m om entum position is m arked in the upper
inset of each panel. A lso included are the spectra at ( ,0)
points, colored as blue.

and one quasihol. T he antinodal spectralbroadening oc—
cursasa result ofthe frequent occurrence of such a decay
w hich renders the nom al state quasiparticke illkde ned.

In summ ary, we have shown that the low energy ex—
citations between nodaland antinodal quasiparticles be—
have very di erently in the underdoped superconductors.
Evidently such a dichotomy is due to the existence of
an extra ow energy scattering m echanisn that operates
prin arily on antinodal quasiparticles. W e propose this
may be associated with quasiparticle scattering across
the nearly parallel segm ents ofthe Fem isurface nearthe
antinodes. C learly this proposal requires m ore scrutiny,
both experin entally and theoretically.
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