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T he tunneling spectrum of an inhom ogeneously doped extended H ubbard m odel is calculated at

the m ean

eld level. Selfconsistent solitions adm it both superconducting and antiferrom agnetic

order, w hich coexist inhom ogeneously because of spatial random ness in the doping. T he calculations

nd that, as a function of doping, there is a continuous cross over from a disordered \pinned
gn ectic" state to a relatively hom ogeneous d-wave state w ith pockets of antiferrom agnetic order.
T he density of states has a robust d-wave gap, and hcreasing antiferrom agnetic correlations lead to
a suppression of the coherence peaks. T he spectra of isolated nanoscale antiferrom agnetic dom ains
are studied In detail, and are found to be very di erent from those ofm acroscopic antiferrom agnets.
A Ihough no single set of m odel param eters reproduces all details of the experin ental spectrum in
BiSrnCaCu,0 g, many features, notably the collapse of the coherence peaks and the occurence of a
Jow —energy shoulder in the local spectrum , occur naturally in these calculations.

I. NTRODUCTION

Nanoscale inhom ogeneiies have been widely ob-
served In the high tem perature superconductor HTS)
B1LSrnCaCu,0g BSCCO), primarily through scanning
tunneling m icroscopy (ST M), expspin ents perform ed in

gins of the inhom ogeneity are not well understood, al-
though it is very plausble that they are directly corre—
lated w ith variations in the local doping concentration.
In BSCCO ,thehol concentration is controlled by the ad—
dition of interstitial oxygen atom swhich appear to reside
5A above the conducting Cu0O , layers. Because ofthe
short distance, large spatial uctuations ofthe Coulomb
potential are expected In the CuO , layers, especially in
underdoped sam plesw here screening ispoor. In STM ex—
perin ents (which do not m easure local doping directly),
nanoscale Inhom ogeneities are m anifested m ost strongly
In them agnitude r ofthe superconducting gap In the
tunneling spectrum . Interestingly, regionsw ith an all
exhibit Jarge coherence peaks at the gap edge, whik the
coherence peaks are essentially m issing in regions w ith

r > 65 meV. These latter regions are assumed to
represent an underdoped \pseudogap" phase which m ay
be quite distinct from the sm allgap \superconducting”
(SC) regions. Though speculative, this labelling is sup—
ported by the fact that the \pseudogap" regions occupy
a large fraction ofthe strongly underdoped sam ples, and
relatively little of the optin ally doped sam ples?

T he sin plest m odel of the inhom ogeneitigs, is that the
pairing energy depends strongly on doping, 2244 w ith the
\pseudogap" dom ains corresponding to regions of large
pairing energy which are nonsuperconducting because of
phase uctuations. It is also possble that secondary
phases m ay coexist wih the SC state, form ing spon—
taneously, or perhaps being nuclkated in holepoor do—
m ains. Theoretical calculations fram , theearly days of
high—tem perature superconductiv iyt 232324 suggest the
possbility of selfforganized stripe form atien, and In som e
m aterials Motably La; » ¢Nd, S5, Cu0 ,4%) there is solid

evidence for stripes, though it has generally been hard to
substantiate n other m aterials. A large variety of other
com peting or coexisting phases have been discussed since
the discovery Qf LT S, and the list,includes charge density
wave CDW ),E‘T‘VE".', spin, P,ejer]s,_fi'ﬁ antiferrom,agnetic or
spin density wave 29232421 pair,density wave 1724, stag-
gered u®d, and orbital currentl$€92724 phases, , _

E xperin entally, optin ally-doped BSCC O 24848% sp—
pears to support a fairly straightforwand d-wave BCS
picture of superconductivity rather well2157848488 a1
though sin ilar experin ents?® have been interpreted in
term s of com m ensurate stripe form ation w ith a period—
icity of 4a where ag 5A ig,the lattice constant.
At lowerdoping, other recent work? ndsweak \checker—
board" charge m odulations w ith a periodicity close to
thatm easured in Refs. [5,6], w ith the weight of them od-
ulationsbeing reduced as the doping increases. H ow ever,
the situation is not transparent since the m odulations
are only seen at energies larger than the gap edge (con—
trary to what onem ight expect in a stripe scenariv), are
only seen In the \pseudogap" regions, and them odulation
w avelength is com parable to the typical size ofthe \pseu-
dogap" dom ains. T here is a further am biguity in deter-
m Ining what, if any, ordering is present: m any ordered
phases (eg. antiferrom agnetism ) which m ay be relevant
to BSCCO couple weakly to the localcharge density and
are not easily identi ed in STM experim ents. Thus, it is
not clear whether the weak charge m odulations seen in
experin ents are the dom Inant ordering, or w hether they
are secondary m anifestations of som e hidden order. For
these reasons, it m ay be di cul to detect and study co—
existing order based on spatialm odulations of the local
density of states (LD O S) alone.

T he goalofthe present work isto look for signaturesof
Inhom ogeneously coexisting order in the energy depen-—
dence of the local spectrum . For de niteness, I adopt
a model in which antiferrom agnetic AF) correlations
com pete with SC order. From a calculational perspec—
tive, this is the sin plest and least am biguous choice, al-
though other orderparam eters| particularly CDW order
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(including checkerboard order) | are also potentially rel-
evant to the STM experim ents cited above. M any of
the results of this paper w ill actually apply broadly to
other fomm s of com peting order, and I will try distin-—
guish these results from those which are speci c to anti-
ferrom agnetian . H aving said this, Iwant to ram ark that
antiferrom agnetisn is a naturalchoice to m ake given the
proxim iy of the AF and SC phases in the HT S phase
diagram, . and ,that other authors have studied sim ilar
m odels23292123 1n addition, there ism ounting evidence
that glassy (short-ranged) quasistaticA F-gorrelationsare
signi capt in underdoped HT S$42124294941 ncding
BsSCCO A1 and it is in portant to understand how these
correlations are m anifested in the LDO S.

T he paper is organized as follow s: In Sec. ITA , I intro—
duce the m odel, and perform calculations for a nite-
sized, inhom ogeneously doped d-wave superconductor
w ith com peting AF and SC order. Short range AF or-
der arises naturally in the current work because the sys—
tem is doped inhom ogeneously by charged out-ofplane
donors and AF moments form preferentially In under-
doped regions. At low doping lkvels, I nd that the
selfconsistently determm Ined electronic state resembles
a \pinned smectic" in which superconductivity is pro-—
nounced along dom ain walls of the AF background. At
higher doping, there is a crossover to a fairly hom oge—
neous d-wave SC state with occasional pockets of AF
order. In all cases, there isa wellde ned d-wave gap in
the spectrum . Since the spectralenergy resolution su ers
from nitesizee ects, Idiscussthe LD O S in the context
of a single underdoped pocket embedded in a hom oge-
neous d-wave superconductor in Sec:_IEPZ:. Several spec—
tral features m easured In Ej], notably the suppression of
coherence peaks, the appearance of shoulders in the spec—
trum , and the hom ogeneity of the low energy spectrum ,
can be understood in these calculations, although no sin-
gle param eter set reproduces sin ultaneously all the ex—
perin entally m easured spectral features. O neofthem ost
In portant conclusions of this section is that, because of
the nonlocality of quasiparticles, the local spectrum of
an AF pocket resem bles neither that of m acroscopic an—
tiferrom agnets or superconductors (nor is it an average
of the two): The introduction of inhom ogeneity on the
nanom eter length scales lradsto a qualitatively new spec—
trum . This isa signi cant nding since one ofthem ain
argum ents against coexisting secondary phases is that,
apart from the special case of a nested Fem i surface,
any m acroscopic ordering which is comm ensurate w ith
the lattice hasa spectrum which isnot particlke-hole sym —
m etric, in contradiction w ith experments. I nd, how—
ever, that Inhom ogeneous ordering on nanom eter length
scalesm ay, in fact, yield a particle-hole sym m etric spec—
trum . These calculations are interpreted in temm s of a
threeband m odelofhom ogenously coexisting SC and AF
order in Sec. E-Z[_-C_: . The issue ofhow charge m odulations
arise in thism odel is discussed in Sec.[IDi. C onclusions
are presented In Sec.@:l::t.

II. CALCULATIONS AND RESULTS
A . Inhom ogeneously doped superconductor
T he basic Ham iltonian is the Hubbard m odelw ith a

longrange Coulom b interaction and SC pairing interac—
tion:
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wherec; isthe spin— annihilation operatorat site j, i3
and 1; are the spin—resolved and total charge density op—
eratorsat site i, and r; isthe position ofthe i* site. Tuse
a third-nearest neighbor conduction band w ith param e~
ters ty; ::: g descrbing the on-site potential, nearest,
nextnearest, and third-nearest neighbor hopping am pli-
tudes. Throughout this work, all energies are given in
unis of Iy jwhich (br reference) is O (100) mev.TI
take fty;o;sg= £ 1;025; 0:idgand adijist & to give
thedesired 1ling. T he long range C oulom b Interaction is
V () = €= &)¥) ! where r ism easured 1 units of the
lattice constant ag, €= & = 1, and the on-site interac—
tion is absorbed into the Hubbard U temm : V (0) = U=2.
The in purities are Jocated at positions R, which sit a
distance d, = 1:5ap above random ly chosen lattice sites.
The naltem in the Ham iltonian is added as an ansatz
to descrbbe SC order arising from spin-interactions be-
tw een neighboring sites. T he localbond order param eter

5= Jhojan + cyneyyd is determ ined selfconsistently
for nearest neighbor sites i and j. The Coulomb in—
teraction is treated in the H artree approxim ation, and
the e ectivem ean— eld Ham iltonian can be diagonalized
num erically to extract eigenstate wavefiinctions and the
corresponding eigenenergies. The elds ;5 and n; are
Terated to selfconsistency on sn all latticesw ith betw een
20 20 and 40 40 sites. The calculations are uncon—
strained, and are seeded with a nite antiferrom agnetic
m om ent. In orderto in prove convergence, w hich isprob-—
Jem atic when m agnetic m om ents form , a com bination of
Thom asFem iand P play m ethod charge-m ixing is used
at each irerative step ¥4

Figure -r_]: show s typical results for an underdoped su—
perconductor for the selfconsistent hole density ny; =
1 n wih n; = M;i, the staggered AF momentm ; =
%eiQ Fagpm ng)wihQ = (; ), and the d-wave order

param eter @_1 (

N 5 1)y ;4 where issummed
over the four nearest-neighbor sites. The average hole
density isnp 1 n 0207 holes/site, but the hole dis-
tribbution is quite nhom ogeneous. In a hom ogeneously
doped samplewih J = 15and U = 32 (thes are typ—
ical for this work), there is a rst order phase transi-
tion between SC and AF phases at a hole doping level
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FIG . 1l: Selfconsistent solutions of the m odel.

(@) Charge
density, () staggered m agnetization, and (c) d-wave gap are
shown fora 30 30 lattice w ith 35 donor In purities of charge

zZ = 2e. The model parameters are U = 32 and J =
15. The corresponding hole doping level is ny 0:07. The
staggered m agnetization fora single underdoped disk ofradius
4ap is shown in (d). Notice that a an all incom m ensurate
m om ent is induced outside the undexdoped'clljsk .ThelLDOS
along the line from R to B is shown in Fig.3.

ny = 0:07. In the iInhom ogeneous system , the situation is
m ore com plicated. The soin polarization saturates near
its buk valie n undoped regions whose diam eter ex—
ceeds ar £=Um , wherem is the staggered m om ent.
In an aller underdoped regions, the staggered m om ent is
roughly proportionalto the diam eter of the region. It is
worth stressing that this behavior is very di erent from
sihglephase m odels in which the m agnitude of the lo—
cal order param etgr is directly correlated with the lo-
cal charge densityr regardless of the size of the dom ain.
N ote also that, although the doped and undoped regions
n Fjg.-:I: lie m k on either side ofthe rst oxder phase
transition separating AF and SC phases, both order pa—
ram eters are nite throughout the system because of a
pronounced proxin ity e ect. In this sense, the intro-
duction of disorder In the doping leads to a qualitative
change In the phase diagram . This aspect of the calcu-
lations appears to be consistent w ith neutron scattering
studies in LSC O #4 suggesting that AF and SC coexist Io—
cally. O ne factor which appears lnconsistent w ith exper-
In ent is that the d-wave order param eter is suppressed
by static AF correlations, w hereas there is good evidence
that it actually grow s rapidly as the insulating phase is
approached in HT S. T his disparity m ay be the resul of
the sim plicity of the current m ean—- eld approxim ation.
In a m ore sophisticated treatm ent, the suppression ofSC
orderw illbe com pensated to som e extent by the fact that
the pairing interaction ig.doping dependent: Num erical
studies of the t-J modeP2d nd that J L+ nm) 2.
Since this result was origihally derived for hom ogeneous

Hole Density

SC Gap

FIG . 2: Doping dependence of the AF and SC phases. The
three row s display the hole density (top), SC gap @ iddk)

and average density of states (bottom ) for three di erent
donor-im purity concentrations. The colum ns correspond to

20 donor-atom s (left) 35 donor-atom s (m iddle) and 70 donor—
atom s (right). Contours show the dom ain wa]J§lof the stag—
gered AF mom ents. Param eters are as In Fig.ih. The color
scales are jdentjcal for all panels within a row, and are the

sam e as In Fjg.g:(a) and (c).

system s, and cannot be trivially extended to inhom oge—
neous system s (ut should not change our conclisions
qualitatively), I will defer its discussion rather than in-
troduce an ad hoc local renom alisation ofJ .

Figure ::2. show s how the coexisting phases evolve w ith
hole doping. At low doping, the situation qualitatively
resambles a pinned sm ectic. Sm ectic phases have been
proposed as a naturalm echanisn by which doped antifer—
rom agnets can accom odate holes while m inim izing both
the hole kinetic, antiferyam agnetic exchange, and long
range Coulomb energies?3 Consistent w ith the sm ectic
picture, the AF moments in Fjg.-r_i spontaneously form

—shifted dom ainswhose boundaries are pinned to donor-
In purity locations, and the SC order param eter i(d) is
largest along the dom ain walls. However, there are a
number of di erences between the current \weak cou-
pling" m ean— eld calculations and the canonical \strong-
coupling” am ectic picture. F irst, because of frustration
Introduced by next-nearest neighbor hopping, the AF
phase isnever fully polarized. T his sam e frustration leads
to a gapless quasiparticle spectrum in the pure AF phase
provided U is less than som e m odeldependent critical
value. A s a consequence, holes are not con ned to do—
m an wallsbut are m ocbik throughout the volum e of the
sam ple. In otherw ords, although there are staticAF cor-



relations, the system is on the m etallic side ofthe m etal-
nsulator transition. A further consequence, which dis—
tinguishes weak and strong-coupling approaches, is that
the SC order param eter rem ains nite everyw here In the
w eak-coupling calculations.

A s hole doping Increases, the AF phase is suppressed
through a proliferation ofdom ain walls. In F ig. -2 signif-
icant AF m om ents form at higher doping only in regions
where, due to random ness in the donor-atom distribu—
tion, undoped regions have diam eters larger than ar .
The system is then better understood as consisting of
isolated AF pockets embedded in a relatively hom oge—
neous d-w ave superconductor. In this m odel, annealing
(which tends to hom ogenize the charge distribution) will
have signi cant e ect on the extent of AF order.

Fjgure:ga’ also show s the spatially averaged densiy of
states
though the data is noisy, several clear features are evi-
dent: First, as one underdopes, there is a gradual sup—
pression of spectral weight on an energy scale which is
large relative to the SC gap. Second, there is a robust
d-wave gap, even In situations where a large fraction of
the sam pl is antiferrom agnetic. I em phasize that this
latter e ect is not necessarily anticipated since, In the
absence of a nested Fem i surface, AF ordering tends
to destroy the particle-hole symm etry of the spectrum .
T hird, as one underdopes, the superconducting coherence
peaks are suppressed. A s discussed in the introduction,
the suppression of coherence peaks isone ofthe halln arks
of the pseudogap phase of the underdoped cuprates. To
my know ledge, this is the st reproduction of such an
e ect n tem sofa staticmean eld model

T hese results are rather encouraging and, ideally, the
next step should be a detailed exam nation ofthe LD O S.
However, nite size e ects lin i the spectral resolution
to the extent that the LDO S is in possble to Interpret.
Consequently, I will focus for the rem ainder of the pa—
per on Interm ediate doping levels w here one can in prove
the energy resolution by studying isolated underdoped
pockets em bedded in a lJarge superconducting dom ain. A
m ore detailed exploration ofthe pinned am ectic phase re—
quiresa di erent approach and is, unfortunately, beyond
the scope of this work.

B . Single underdoped pocket

Tt is di cukt to discuss the STM spectrum in detail
for nite-sized lattices because of the discreteness of the
soectrum . Fora 30 30 lattice, onem ight typically have

100 subgap states, w ith the resulting spectrum being
too noisy for anything other than the grossest analysis.
I therefore study a single, isolated, AF pocket which is
em bedded In a hom ogeneous background potential cor-
responding to a hole doping level of p 015 (inh fact,
the hole doping lkvel is less In portant than the Fem i
surface shape, and should not be taken too seriously).
In this calculation, a positively charged disk of radiuis R

(!) Por each of the disorder con gurations. A

i

2 M M__ =0.99 M

=0.48 | =0.99 |

max max max
18 1 1
16 K 1

oy T o W@

oL@ ) W 1)

-05 0 05 -05 0 05 -05 0O 05 -05 0O 05
w w w w

FIG . 3: Localdensity of states. (@)—-(d) The LDO S is shown
fordi erentm odelparam eters. T he spectra, o set for clarity,
are taken at a sequence of sites extending radially outwards
along the (010) direction from the center of an isolated un-
derdoped disk of radiusR . The path along which spectra are
m easured is shown In Fig. ulj(d), w ith points B and R corre—
soonding to the blue (top) and red (bottom ) curves in this

gure. The heavy black curve in each panel indicates the site
at which the staggered m agnetization falls to half the m ax—
num valie mpax. Diam ond symbols indicate 2 i(d) (the
estin ated coherence peak energies) at each site. The st
three panels are for (@) U = 32, R = 15ap, ) U = 32,
R = 40ap,and () U = 34,R = 40ap.J = 15 throughout.
In (d), spectra are calculated for a non-selfconsistent m odel
of a pure antiferrom agnetic pocket of radius R = 6:0 wih
U = 34 embedded in a pure d-wave superconductor. The
heavy black curve m arks the sharp boundary between the
AF and SC dom ains. For com parison, the DO S for hom o—
geneously coexisting AF and SC order are shown In (e)-(t).
Casesare () M ; @)= (0;03), (O (03;03), @ (0:6;03),
h) (10;0).

sits d, = 1:5ay above the conducting layer. T he charge

on the disk is adjusted so that the site under the center
ishalf- lled. T he charge, m agnetization and SC gap are
calculated selfconsistently, and an exam ple of the self-
consistent m ag}'leu'zatjon for a disk of radius R = 4a( is

shown in Fig.id (). In order to dbtain a high spectral
resolution, the underdoped pocket is em bedded in a hpo-
m ogeneous 200 200 region and a recursion techniqud’

isused to calculate (r;!). In thisway, I avoid spurious
structures associated w ih the discreteness of the spec—
trum on nie lattices. Fjgure-'_B show s the LDO S along
cuts through the centre ofan AF pocket fordi erent val-
ues of fU;Rg.

T he spectra in Fjg.-'_IJ. show a sm ooth evolution from re—
gions w here the d-wave order param eter is dom inant, to
the central region where AF correlations are large. The
particle-hole asymm etry at large energies com es from a
van Hove singularity at ! 05173, At lower energies,
the spectrum is determ ined by the interplay between SC



and AF order. T here are several notew orthy features of
this calculation. F irst, there is an overall suppression of
spectral weight at site i on an energy scale M ; = Um ;.

For a nested Fem i surface, w ith hom ogeneous m agneti-
zation, M ; is the energy of the AF gap, but in the ab-
sence of nesting, AF correlations lead to a shift of states

away from the Ferm ileveleven when a true gap doesnot

open. This shift is a precursor to the form ation of lower
and upper H ubbard bands, and is consistent w ith the ob—
servation of spectralweight shifts on a large energy scale

asa function ofdoping In the cuprates. Two factors tend

to suppress the nuclated m om ent: the frustration intro—
duced by the next-nearest neighbor hopping (f. the ab—
sence of com plete nesting of the Ferm isurfaces), and the

com petition w ith the superconducting phase. I want to

em phasize a consequence of this which m ay not be intu—
itive: A lthough a lJarge U m ay not generate a substantial
mom entm , theenergy scaleM overw hich the quasiparti-
cle spectrum isa ected by m agnetic correlations can still
be quite lJarge. T his is lkely to be a universal feature of
m odels of com peting order in the cuprates. One could

sim ilarly in agine that, In a m odelw ih a charge ordered

phase, frustration due to In perfect Fem isurface nesting

and com petition with SC order would tend to suppress

the m agnitude of charge m odulations but stilla ect the
spectrum over a relatively large energy scale.

A second feature ofFig. :_?: is that the local dispersion
In the AF pocket nearthe Fem ilevel is quasilinearw hen
M; < ¥ Fig.d@)]. Thisisa signi cant result since
one of the m ain argum ents against coexisting com m en—
surate order in the cuprates is the absence ofa linear dis—
persion at the Fem ilevel. W henM ;> @, theLDOS
becom es particlke-hole asymm etric: as M ; increases (et
ther as one m oves Into the AF pocket, or as one tums
up U), a shoulder develops in the dispersion at low en—
ergies, which ultim ately evolves nto a wellkde ned reso-—
nance [E‘jg.:_?q(b)]. T he energy of the resonance depends
on the details of the band structure, and on @, but is
a universal feature in nearly allnum erical resuls.

O ne of the m ost Interesting aspects ofFjg.:j is the
evolution ofthe coherence peaksbetween the SC and AF
regions. There are actually two qualitatively di erent
ways in which this occurs. In Fjgs.:_i% @) and (), the co—
herence peaks shift to lower energies, sharpen, and lose
spectral weight as one m oves into the AF dom ain. The
coherence peak positions approxin ately re ect the local
valieof ©@,which iswhat onem ight naiely expect for
a an oothly varying Ham iltonian. T he situation isdi er-
ent in Fig. -'_Bl(c) w here the m agnetization is larger: the
coherence peaks (starting at a point exterior to the AF
dom ain and m oving inwards) rapidly collapse, but shift
rather little. The absence of a shift indicates that one is
seeing the decaying tails ofbulk B C S-like states. In other
w ords, antinodal quasiparticles from the SC dom ain tun—
nel (rather than propagate freely) into the AF dom ain,
and decay over som e characteristic distance which de-
term Ines the extent of the coherence peaks into the AF
dom ain. Iwill argue below that this arises from a m is—

m atch In the SC and AF energy dispersions: when M is
su ciently large, the states at the antinodalk-vector are
gapped In the AF dom ain.

The fact that the ooherence peaks sharpen as one
moves into the AF region in Fig. 3(a) and () is the
result of the fact that the Fem isurfaces nest at isolated
points (the contours y = 0 and x+qo = 0 shown in
Fig. :ff Intersect at two points). Because of this pecu—
liar nesting, spectralweight is rem oved at energies both
above and below the antinodal saddle point energy (the
point which generates the coherence peaks) by the AF
correlations, but the saddle point itself survives until the
AF moment becom es very large. Thus, the coherence
peaks lose weight by narrow ing rather than by being sup—
pressed. O ther com peting phases (such as charge density
waves) which nest di erently should have a qualitatively
di erent e ect on the coherence peaks.

O ne surprising aspect of F ig. :_ﬂ ) and (c) is that al-
though the transition from SC to AF dom ains occurs dif-
ferently depending on them agnetization, the spectrum at
the core of the AF pocket is quite sin ilar. For com pari-
son, a non-selfconsistent calculation isshown n F jg.:_ﬂ )
for the ansatz

3 0; ¥ij< R or ;i< R
H 0:3; otherw ise
0:3; j:’ij< R

m- = . -
* 0; othemwise '

4

wih R = 6ag. Again, the spectrum at the core of the
AF disk is quite sin ilar to that of the selfconsistent cal-
culations shown in Fjg.-'_ﬂ(b) and (c). mote the sin ilar-
ity in the peak positions), but bears little resem blance
to tl'll? soectrum of the m acroscopic AF phase shown in
Fig.g (). Thiscalculation dem onstrates that the bound-
ary conditions (the coupling between the AF pocket and
the SC buk) have as lJarge an im pact on the local spec—
trum at the core of the AF pocket as the local value of
the SC order param eter. This is a central result: when
the scale of the inhom ogeneity is atom ic, one cannot as—
sum e a direct correspondence betw een the local ordering
and the local spectrum . In the follow Ing section, I argue
that a qualitative understanding of the inhom ogeneously
doped system can be developed from a m odel of hom o—
geneously coexisting SC and AF order.

C . H om ogeneously coexisting order

I consider a threeband m odel of a hom ogeneous sys—
tem w ith coexisting SC and AF long range order. T he SC
order param eter has the usualfom = @ (cosky
cosky) and the AF order parameter isM with m; =
M =U . I adopt the sam e dispersion as before, with |, =
to+ 2ty (cosky + cosky) + 4ty cosky cosky + 2tz (cos2ky +
cos2ky) and tg = 07} J For a complex frequency



> T2

FIG . 4: Constant energy contours of tl“lxe coexisting AF /SC
m odel. P aram eters are the same asFig.d (). A few contours
are shown for positive energies for the upper (dashed red) and
m iddle (solid blue) bands. T he zero-energy contoursof x and
x+q are shown for reference. For sm all energies, the contours
have the \banana"-lke shape expected for d-wave supercon-—
ductors, as well as an antiferrom agnetic shadow band. T here
is a saddlepoint singularity at ! = 038 (labelled \A " in the
gure) which m arks the end ofthe linear dispersion, and gives
risetothe ! = 0:38 van Hove singularity in Fig.i3 () . T here is
a second saddlepoint at B in the gure, which ggves rise to the
superconducting coherence peaks. T he energies of the saddle—
points depend on both @ andM . Forsu ciently largeM ,
the saddlepoint at B evolves into a sinple band m Inimum ,
corresponding to the lower edge of the upper H ubbard band.

z= ! + i0", the G reen’s fiinctions satisfy

2 32 3 2 3
Z k M k Gkk(z) 1
4 Mz ® 0 54GkK(Z)5=405; )
k 0 Z+ k ﬁkk(z) 0

where K = k  Q, and where G,,.(!) and F ;0 (1)
are Fourder transfom s of the retarded and anom alous
G reen’s functions:

Gro®® =  ihfg ;g O)gi ©

Fo = ihfd, - ;g Ogi ©:

Thedensity ofstates (!)= 1Im F g, Gy (14 107),
pltted in Fig.d ()—(h), is determ ined by the poles of
G,y (!). For reference, a few constant-energy contours
of the spectrum are shown in Fjg.:ff for a case wih
M = @ = 03. The interested reader is directed to
Ref. @5] for an extensive discussion of the nom al state
soectrum of this m odel. In the coexisting state, there

are two features of interest: rst, at low energies the
spectrum resam bles that ofthe pure superconductor and,
second, there is a new saddlepoint singularity @t \A"
n Fig. :_4) which arises because of the coexisting order.
In the Im it M , the origin of the saddlepoint is
fairly transparent: G,, (z) has three poles correspond-
Ing to upper and lower m agnetic bands w ih dispersion
E = (x+ =2 [(x £)*=4+ M ?F7 and a hoke-
band w ith digpersion E, = x- W hen ( isnonzero,
there is an avoided crossing ofEy and E  which results
In the saddle point. Both features of the dispersion are

evident in  (!) [Fjg.-'_i%(f)], w hich resem bles the pure d-
wave superconductor at low !, and has a resonance at
the saddlepoint energy, ! = 0:38. This m odel appears

to capture several aspects of the inhom ogeneous spectra
nF jg.:_f% (@)—@d) . First, it predicts the overall suppression
of spectralweight on m agnetic energy scales. Second, it
predicts the occurence of a subgap resonance. Third, it
show s that whil a d-wavelke tunneling gap survives to
fairly arge valuesofM , there isan inward shift in the po—
sition of the apparent \coherence peaks" asM increases.
This is purely a band structure e ect resulting from the
reduction of spectralweight at the antinodalpoints, and
has nothing to do with a reduction of @ . Fourth, it
suggests that because AF nesting does little to disrupt
the band structure near the nodalpoints, there w illbe a
much an allerFem isurface discontinuity ornodalquasi-
particles crossing between SC and AF dom ains than for
antinodal quasiparticles. This m echanisn is one possi-
ble explanation for relative unifom iy of the low energy
spectrum m easured In STM experin entswhen com pared
w ith the spectrum near the gap edge.

T hism odelm akes one other, som ew hat subtle, predic—
tion which appears to be relevant to the num ericalwork.
Fig :fl show s severalconstant energy contours forthem id-
dle and upper bands. For smallM , the bottom of the
upper band liesbelow the top ofthem iddlke band. AsM
is increased, however, a gap w illappearin (! ). Because
the nesting points (the points at which y = x.+q) le
near the antinodal points, the gap, when it opens, does
so0 near the coherence peak energy, as in Fjg.-'_?.(g) . No-
tice that the energy at which the gap appears depends on
both the band structure, and on @ . Hence, the gap in
F J'g.:_é (@) appears at a higher energy than for a pure an—
tiferrom agnet. Furthem ore, @ tends to enhance the
m agnide ofthe gap.] Thekey di erencebetween F J'ng_B
) and (c), where the coherence peaks evolve sn oothly
In the form er and collapse in the latter, appears to be
the presence of an AF gap In the spectrum . I rem ark
that while there isa threshold value ofM atwhich a gap
form s, other kinds of orderm ay not have such a thresh—
old. For example, a charge density wave which nests
betw een parallel antinodal sections of the Fem i surface
m ay gap out the coherence peaks for any degree of or-
dering.

A second consequence ofhaving a gap in  (!) is that
scattering resonances m ay produce exponentially local-
ized bound states at energiesw ithin the energy gap. T he
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FIG . 5: Response kemel for disorder. The in agihary part of
3(@;!) isshown forthree valuesof ! forthe coexisting order

(left colum n) and pure superconductmg (right colum n) cases.

T he param eters are the sam e as in F ig. 'r’i(f) (left colum n) and

(e) (dght column). At low energy, the kemel is sin ilar for

both m odels (top row). The saddle point (labelled \A" in

FJg A causes the peak at g ( =2;0) to split into two at

= 035.

resonance at ! = 035 In Fjg.:_?z(c), for exam ple, is very
sharp, and localized to only the few sites nearest the core
of the AF dom ain. Furthem ore, it’s energy is close to
where the spectral gap opens in the pure AF, m aking
i a good candidate for the kind of local resonance dis—
cussed here. T here are several sources of scattering| the
Inhom ogeneity of the SC and AF order param eters, and
the in puriy Coulomb potentjal| which are not lncluded
In the hom ogenenous m odel, which could give rise to a
bound state.

D . W eak charge m odulations

W eak charge m Q.du]atjons have been observed in un-—
derdoped BSCCO £ sparking an ongoing debate as to
the extent to which spatial m odulations of the LDO S
can distinguish Friedel oscillations of quasiparticles from
a tendency towards charge-ordering. In this section I
w ill address two slightly di erent questions which arise
from this debate. First, I will discuss charge ordering
in the context of the current calculations. Second, I will

discuss the broader question ofthe extent to which a hid—
den order (an orderw hich doesnot couple directly to the
charge) can be revealed by quasiparticle scattering.

In Sec. ITA , the selfconsistent calculations show that
a large charge inhom ogeneity occurs in the hole-doped
dom ains, and arises because of random ness in the Im pu-
rity locations. In contrast, the undoped dom ains are re—
m arkably hom ogeneous sin ply because they are free from
In purities. T he charge inhom ogeneities are not particu—
larly evident at energiesnear the Ferm ilevel, but becom e
apparent at large energies. The calculations do not nd
a local charge ordering, although the kind of weak m od-
ulations seen In Ref. fj] would be di cul to see on the

nitesize lattices used in num erical calculations. Even
if the current calculations do not adm it charge ordering,
it is lkely that only m lnor m odi cations to Eq. :ii) are
needed to generate charge-ordered phases. By analogy
w ith the selfconsistent solutions for the AF phase, one
would expect that these charge ordered phaseswould co—
exist with superconductivity throughout the system be—
cause of the proxim ity e ect. This is in contrast to ex-—
perin entsin BSCCO X however, w hich see ordered charge
m odulations only In \pseudogap" dom ains. A resolution
to this puzzle m ay be the fact that the charge distribu-—
tion isuniform in underdoped dom ains, but is disordered
in holedoped dom ains. Ifthe CDW order param eter is
easily pinned by donoratom s, then itm ay also be locally
suppressed by donor+elated disorder.

T he second question isw hetherhidden order can be re—
vealed through the Fourier transform ed density of states
of a disordered superconductor. In order to get some
sense of how disordera ects the LDO S, I retum to the
m odelofhom ogeneously coexisting order describbed jn the
previous section. I calculate the response kemel 2484

X
sait) = Tr Ekk(!)Gk+qk+q(!)
k

Fo (1)

w hich describes the e ects of scattering from in purities
on the Fourier transform ed densiy ofstates (g;!). The
resuls are shown in Fjg.E.At]ow ', 3(;!) issinilar
forboth coexisting order and for the pure d-wave super—
conductor while, at higher energies, the e ects of anti-
ferrom agnetism becom e signi cant. At ! = 035 (the
energy of the saddle point marked \A" in Fig. :ff) the
pronounced resonances along the ( ;0) and (0; ) direc—
tions are split by the antiferrom agnetisn . O ne surprising
result ofthese calculations isthat 3 (g;!) di erssigni —
cantly from the pure d-wave result even forenergiesm uch
larger than M , suggesting that the e ects of even weak
ordering should be easily visble. At the sam e tin e, how —
ever, there is no obvious signature of the AF Q -vector
In the response kemel at m ost energies. In other words,
AF ordering distorts the response kemel from the bare
kemel, but does so in a nontrivialway. In particular, all
features n 5 (q;!) disperse with ! . Thus, i appears
that unless the nuclated order couples directly to the
charge density, i w illgenerally be di cult to distinguish

Fk+qk+q (I )];



di erentkindsoforder from the Fouriertransform ed den—
sity of states.

ITII. CONCLUSIONS

Thave studied am ean— eld extended H ubbard m odelin
which charge is doped inhom ogeneously because of ran—
dom ness in the donoratom positions. AF and SC order
com pete, and In the hom ogeneous case, are separated by
a rstorderphase transition. Selfconsistent calculations

nd that, because of inhom ogeneity in the localdoping,
AF order coexists inhom ogeneously with superconduc—
tivity. The AF m om ents soontaneously form  —shifted
dom ain walls which are pinned to donoratom sites. At
low doping, the selfconsistent solutions resem ble pinned
an ectics, ie. quasione-din ensional superconductors run—
ning along AF dom ain walls. Because of the proxim iy
e ect, both SC and AF correlations are actually present
throughout the lattice. T his picture appears to e con—
sistent w ith neutron scattering studies in LSCO 29 sug—
gesting that AF and SC order coexist, and naturally ex—
plinsthe eld-dependence ofthe AF m om ent, since any
suppression of superconductivity by a m agnetic eld will
enhance the AF m om ent.

At higher doping, the selfconsistent calculations
evolve tow ardsa hom ogeneousd-w ave superconductor in—
terspersed w ith underdoped pockets w ith large AF m o—
ments. This latter \phaseseparated" system super —
cially resem bles the situation in BSCCO , although i is
generally unclear whether the \pseudogap" dom ains in
BSCCO have any kind of nucleated secondary phase.
To address this question, I studied the local spectrum
of a single, isolated AF pocket embedded in a hom oge-
neous SC background. W hilk no single calculated spec—
trum reproduces alldetails of the experin entalm easure—
m ents, several features such as the collapse of the coher-
ence peaks, the occurence of low -energy spectral features,
and the relative hom ogeneity of the low energy spec—
trum , are broadly consistent w ith the kinds of spectra
m easured in, for exam ple, Ref. fj]. Certain experin en—
tal aspects| notably the presence of weak nondispersing
charge m odu]atjons| are not reproduced In my calcula-
tions. In general, the calculated spectra at low energies
show a richer spectrum ofpeaks than is cbserved exper—
In entally.

At thispoint, the e ect ofdisorder on the spectrum of
the isolated A F pocket is not understood. E arlier studies
ofpoint-like defects in d-w ave superconductors show that
thism ay notbe a triviale ect. A sihgl strong-scattering

point-ike Im purity Introduces a sharp resonance near the
Fermm i level. A s the disorder level increases, the reso—
nances gplit, are inhom ogeneously broadened, and evolve
Into an In purity band (see Ref. [_4§'] for a recent sum —
mary). W hen the response of the SC order param eter
to the disorder is nglided self-consistently, the SC gap
tends to restore iself’ by shifting spectralweight away
from the Fem i level. Indeed, i is a general feature of
Interacting electrons In disordered m edia that the sys-
tem can lower its energy by suppressing the densiy of
states at the Fem i level. Further calculations, currently
In progress, are needed to establish whether all the spec—
tral fatures discussed In Sec.iIIB, survive in the disor-
dered Iim it.

F inally, although the calculations were perform ed for
a model in which superconductivity and antiferrom ag—
netisn com pete, I expect m any ofthe ndings to apply
to other m odels of com peting order. Three results, in
particular, are expected to be general. First, when the
dom aln sizesare sn all (asthey appeartobe n BSCCO ),
the proxin ity e ect is extrem ely im portant, and has a
signi cant im pact on the localdensity of states. Tt was
never found, in calculations, that the spectrum of the
antiferrom agnetic pocket resem bles that of a buk anti-
ferrom agnet. R ather, a better toy m odel appears to be
one of coexisting hom ogeneous superconductivity and an—
tiferrom agnetisn . Second, the gapping of the spectrum
near the antinodal points by local ordering is a m ean—

eld m echanism by which ooherence peaks m ay be lo—
cally suppressed. Up to now , it hasbeen generally under—
stood that suppression of coherence peaks occurs through
strong Inelastic scattering at higher energies. For AF or—
der, there isa threshold value ofthem agnetization forthe
gapping of the antinodalquasiparticles, but thism ay not
beuniversaland otherkindsoforder (eg.CDW ) m ay lead
to suppression of coherence peaks for even sn all order—
ng. Finally, these calculations also suggest a natural rea—
son that nodalquasiparticles should be lessa ected than
antinodal quasiparticles by charge inhom ogneities, since
the Fem isurface m ism atch between dom ains is am allest
for the nodal quasiparticles.
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